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Report: Summary of Submissions by Submitter Number/Name

Submitter Number: 2 Submitter: Brett Wilkinson
Point Number 2.1
R d A

s y of D

Decision Reasons:

d the minimum lot size for the Residential Zone from 450m2 to 400m2 and initially apply this minimum to sites that have a road frontage
AND

Amend the building platform/building area for the Residential Zone to 50% of the lot area (ie: 200m2).

« There is a requirement for more infill housing to make a better use of utilities already in place and save costs for the same.
« To reduce the continuing subdivision of farmland and or productive land.
« Front sites can be smaller as the berm and road are open space and provide necessary amenity.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

3 Submitter: Gulab Bilimoria

Bilimoria Consulting Ltd

Point Number

S y of D

Decision Reasons:

3.1

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 16 Residential Zone.

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

4 Submitter: Peter Humphreys

Point Number

4.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R

d Rule 17.3.6 Dwelling, which requires that a dwelling in the Business Zone not be located at ground level.

« The submitter considers that this rule could affect their wish to build a granny flat type of accommodation on their property at 14
Herschel Street, Ngaruawahia to accommodate their disabled daughter or other family member.

Submitter Number:

5 Submitter: Jan Maree Vodanovich

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R

5.1

Retain the proposed Residential zoning for the property at 22 Whangarata Road, Tuakau.

« No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

6 Submitter: Rodney Ranstead

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

6.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area on the property at 149 Cogswell Road, Raglan.

When the submitter moved into the property |9 years ago, the entire property was barren other than approximately 10 old fruit trees
(see photographs in submission).

Over the 19 years, screening, shelterbelt and landscaping plants have been planted, both native and exotics as well as firewood trees.
These trees are not significant or natural and have been planted for a specific reason (see photographs in submission).

.

The submitter would like to retain the right to remove these plants and trees for firewood or landscaping purposes.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

7 Submitter: Jason Howarth

Howarth Consulting

Point Number

s y of D

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

7.1

Delete Rule 23.4.2 (a)(ii) and (jii) General Subdivision, in relation to a I.lha lot size.

« There is no rationale for I.lha.
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Airport.

unusual and perverse outcomes.

per week. This no longer occurs.
There are no provisions relating to noise within the zone that address reverse sensitivity issues.
There is a lack of operational knowledge of the airport when the boundaries were set. Current regional Air New Zealand aircraft

.

.

conduct their visual approach west of the boundaries that have been set and the aircraft are conducting approaches in areas not inside

the Air Noise Subdivision Control Boundary and over areas that have subdivided down to 5000m2.
Current noise control boundaries do not allow for the visual approach of aircraft arriving form the south.
The boundaries do not account for instrument approaches made on other navigational aids

between the airport and the river (See attachment to submission for full details).

.

time. Similar limitations on other training has also been limited to 4 by Airways Corporation.

.

scheduled before 9pm. Aircraft noise is minimal as the aircraft are turbo prop and not jet or turbo fan.
Other practical measures include landing and take off on the opposing runway.

The shape of the Airport Noise Subdivision Control Boundary does not reflect the operational nature of larger aircraft using Hamilton
The Air Noise Subdivision Control Boundary has no ground reference, the shape combined with different subdivision limits creates

Plan Change 19 cited that Hamilton International Airport proposed schedules wide body jet operations on more than three occasions

Light aircraft operations are operating under visual flight conditions and account for 75% of all Hamilton airports aircraft movements
Traffic management systems implemented by Airways Corporations have limited circuit training traffic to no more than 4 at any one

The noise restriction boundaries lack operational understanding. Air New Zealand operated on average |2 flights a day with last arrivals

Submitter Number:

8 Submitter:

Geoscience Society of New Zealand

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req d.

8.l

Add a new schedule listing scheduled Outstanding Natural Features (ONF) in the district.

protected through other clauses in the RMA.
Outstanding natural features were included in the RMA after our Society's submission where a clause was needed to protect the
outstanding aspects of NZ's unique geoheritage.

.

.

northern NZ: e.g. Far North District Council |13 ONFS, Whangarei District Scheme schedules 56 ONFs, Auckland Unitary Plan
schedules 254 ONFs, Waitomo District 75 potential ONFs to be scheduled. All of the above are geoheritage features.
Identifying and scheduling outstanding natural features are the most critical actions for a District Plan.

Outstanding Natural Features are geological sites and landforms. Marine and terrestrial ecosystems, cultural and historic sites are all

Outstanding natural features are outstanding geological sites and landforms recognised by other territorial and local authorities s in

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

82

Add a new Schedule to Section D Appendices and Schedules, entitled "Important Geological Sites and Landforms", and include the following

sites (from the Waikato District Plan - Franklin Section, Part 5, Schedule 5B) in the schedule.

Daff Road Jurassic Plant Beds

Kaawa Creek-Ngatutura Bay Section
Kellyville TuffRing

Moeweka Quarry, Jurassic Fauna
Onewhero Tuff Ring

Opuatia Cliff Jurassic Fauna

Port Waikato to Tuakau Bridge Road Jurassic Section

Pukekawa Il Scoria Cone
Huriwai Beach Jurassic Plant Beds

Waikato River Delta

These features are currently Outstanding Natural Features in the Franklin Section of the operative Waikato District Plan.
These features have been protected as Outstanding Natural Features since the 1990s.

.

subdivision, use and development as defined in RMA clause 4b.

.

to removing the protection they so desperately need and have had for quarter of a century.

The Society has attended resource consent hearings and commented on applications which have helped defend them from inappropriate

Not scheduling or showing these Outstanding Natural Features on planning maps must be an oversight, as it appears to be tantamount

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

83

Add the following additional Outstanding Natural Features (i.e. geological sites and landforms) as recorded in the NZ Geopreservation Inventory

to a new schedule of Outstanding Natural Features as follows:
1. Port Waikato sandspit

2. Ngapuriri natural arch and surrounding karst

5. Pukeotahinga scoria cone

6. Onewhero scoria cone

7. Kauri Rd scoria cone

8. Onepoto volcanic cone

9. Te Kohanga tuff ring

10. Rasmussen Rd tuff ring
1 1. Waiuku volcanic cone
12. Pokeno scoria cone
13. Serpell Rd tuff ring

14. Puketoka conglomerate

15. Waikorea hot springs

16 Gibsons Beach unconformity and fossil karst
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Decision Reasons:

17 Taupiri Gorge

18. Dunphall Bluffs Oligocene sandstone

19. Waingaro hot springs

20. Carters Beach shore platforms

21. Raglan coastal karst

23. Mt Karioi

24. Papnui Pt volcanics

25. Bridal veil Falls columnar jointed basalt
26. Lake Disappear blind valley

27. Lake Disappear karst

29. Taranki Pt karst

30. Aotea dune field

31. Helectite Hole karst

The significance and location of these outstanding features are outlined in the publicly accessible NZ Geopreservation Inventory.
Outstanding natural features need to be identified, mapped and scheduled so that they can be protected from inappropriate subdivision,
use and development, as required by RMA clause 4B and in Policy 15 of the NZ Coastal Policy Statement which states: avoid adverse
effects of activities on outstanding natural features and outstanding natural landscapes in the coastal environment.

Outstanding Natural Features are geological sites and landforms. Marine and terrestrial ecosystems, cultural and historic heritage sites
are protected through other clauses in the RMA.

Identifying and scheduling outstanding natural features and providing criteria for potentially identifying others are the most critical
actions for the District Plan.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

84

Add more policies and rules to protect Outstanding Natural Features and provide criteria for the potential identification of others.

.

Outstanding Natural Features need to be protected from inappropriate subdivision, use and development, as required by RMA clause 4B
and Policy 15 of the NZ Coastal Policy Statement which states: "avoid adverse effects of activities on outstanding natural features and
outstanding natural landscapes in the coastal environment".

Outstanding Natural Features are geological sites and landforms. Marine and terrestrial ecosystems, cultural and historic heritage sites
are protected through other clauses in the RMA.

« The protection of Outstanding Natural Features is the most critical action for the District Plan.

Council needs to consider other District Plans in the region that contain objectives, policies and criteria relating to Outstanding Natural
Features.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

85

Add into Section 3.3 Outstanding Natural Features, criteria for identifying Outstanding Natural Features, similar to that in the Auckland Unitary
Plan, Northland Regional Plan and other local districts:

A criteria for identifying ONFs

(a)_the extent to which the landform, feature or geological site contributes to the understanding of the geology or evolution of the biota in the region, New
Zealand or the earth;

(b)_the rarity or unusual nature of the site or feature;

(c)_the extent to which the feature is an di ive example of the diversity of district's natural landforms and geological features;

(d)_the extent to which the landform, geological feature or site is part of a recognizable group of features (e.g. caves and karst group: South Auckland
volcanoes group);

(e)_the extent to which the landform or geological feature contributes to the aesthetic value or visual legibility of the wider landscape;

(j)_the extent to which a feature or site is associated with an historically important natural event, geologically related industry, or individual involved in earth
science research;

(k)_the importance of the feature or site to Mana Whenua.

« Providing criteria for potential outstanding natural features are the most critical action for District Plans.
« Council officers and public need to have clarity as to what the criteria are for identifying outstanding natural features and how consent
applications can be assessed against the values of individual outstanding natural features.

Submitter Number: 9 Submitter: Elvin Priest

Point Number 9.1

S y of Decision Req d. A d the Significant Natural Area boundary for the property at 524B State Highway |, Tamahere by determining the correct boundary on-
site.

Decision Reasons:

« The indicated boundary may be incorrect. If the boundary is to follow the gully edge, the boundary is incorrect up to 40m (The correct
boundary should be determined on site). This was raised at a community open day in Tamahere.

Point Number

92

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1) Summary of Submissions by Submitter
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d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision is sought, but the submission provides further information about Maaori Site of Significance S14/84, on the property at 524B
State Highway |, Tamahere.

« This site was on an early proposed route for the Waikato expressway and was walked by Transit staff and a Maaori Elder associated with
the Narrows Marae. The adjacent gully was a trail used for access. It was confirmed that the site was never a habited site and there
were not burials in the area. Transit may have further information recorded from their survey. The proposed expressway route was later
abandoned with no viable route around Hillcrest or Berkley. There is little physical sign of the defence ditches, just faint depressions for
two possible ditches.

Submitter Number: 10 Submitter: Chris Yu

Point Number 10.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the planning map to reflect the extent and status of the Paa site on the property at 16 Shelby Lane, Tamahere
OR

Decision Reasons:

Delete the Paa site from the property at 16 Shelby Lane, Tamahere if further investigation indicates no Paa site exists.

« The submitter's communication with New Zealand Archaeological Association suggests there is no evidence that a Paa is located on this
property.
« Previous correspondence with Council on this matter (attached to submission).

Submitter Number: 11 Submitter: Jihong Chen
Point Number 11
S y of Decision Req d. A d the Significant Natural Area on the property at 996 Te Papatapu Road, Raglan, as the south area of the property is not a Significant

Decision Reasons:

Natural Area.

Natural habitat within property does not meet criteria for Significant Natural Areas as per criteria outlined in the Waikato Regional
Council Technical Report 2017/36.

Gently sloping knoll previously recommended as building platform via geotechnical report.

Aerial photography has been used for classifying Significant Natural Areas from 2012 and this is not accurate.

See submission for geotechnical report.

There are no Significant Indigenous Vegetation and Significant habitats of Indigenous fauna.

.

.

Submitter Number:

12 Submitter: Carl Ammon

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

12.1

Retain Chapter 1.4 Issues for Waikato District, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Chapter 1.4 Issues for Waikato District to better address environmental issues associated with the agriculture, forestry and extractive
industries; and to provide a clearer stance on addressing issues of water quality, soil conservation and the restoration of natural biodiversity.

« The Waikato is a region with a strong agricultural base, but it is also growing economically and in population. The proposed plan lacks a
strong vision of the need to address environmental matters and gives the impression that farming has priority over the environment.
The two need to be progressed together.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

122

Retain Section 1.6 Ngaa Iwi o Tainui ki te Waikato Takiwaa.

« This section is clearer and provides more purpose and clarity with respect to it's priority than other sections of the plan.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

123

Retain Section |.12 Strategic directions and objectives for the district, in particular the focus on limiting urban spread and loss of productive and
valuable land, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Section .12 Strategic directions and objectives for the district to provide a stronger priority on environmental issues in respect to
water and soil and the restoration of the natural environment.

AND

Amend Section |.12 Strategic directions and objectives for the district to provide greater flexibility for alternative approaches in the urban
development model, like housing.

This strategy means that little change will occur and the scale of degradation will outweigh the areas being preserved and protected.
These are good strategies, but lack a brave and vital level of aspiration.

Focusing on limiting urban spread and loss of productive and valuable land is a positive.

Providing greater flexibility for alternative approaches in areas like housing is afforded to address the urban development model that has
prevailed to date.

.

.
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Point Number 124
S y of Decision R ed A d Chapter 3 Natural Environment to strengthen the requirement for development to protect and improve biodiversity.
Decision Reasons:

« In this section there is a positive focus. However it is timid and vague in its commentary.

« There is a pressing need to address problems such as climate change and ecological degradation.

+ Need to address the harm caused in the past in the main urban centres, agriculture and forestry.

+ Development rules do not drive the aims of protecting biodiversity. For example developers should be obliged to set aside and restore
natural areas in subdivision proposals. Presently little effort is made and areas are not protected even where established. The
submission uses examples of the Te Ahiawa subdivision which restored significant native plants, improved water quality and soil
protection, but are not formally protected.

+ Excessive development as a rule is harmful and leaves a legacy for the future. Those planning subdivision should have to meet very high
standards of environmental care and restoration. The costs associated with development will save money in the future and avoid
problems with sewage, storm water, water supply, traffic congestion etc.

« The focus of Significant Natural Areas is positive but is a drop in the bucket and hides attention on the wider issues of degrading the
natural environment. The classification needs extending to all the main valleys and waterways from mountain to the sea.

Point Number 12,5
d A

< y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Chapter 4 Urban Environment to be flexible to address the needs in varying communities, share costs for infrastructure, and protect the

cultural identity of areas when under growth pressures and add more emphasis on cycling, walking, small buses and public areas rather than cars
and retail.

.

.

.

The directions in this chapter are positive.

The challenge is to be flexible enough to address the needs in varying communities.

Smaller areas cannot afford all of the costs for infrastructure including sewage and water.

Other areas need to have their cultural identity protected when under growth pressures and the short sighted drive to provide parking
when people taking a bus ride or parking a little further out of town may be a better option.

More emphasis is needed on cycling, walking, small buses and putting public areas ahead of cars and retail interests.

In Raglan, areas were granted by Maori as common use places for people, children and families to enjoy and these are under pressure
for car parks.

Point Number 12,6
S y of Decision R ed: Add more policy like Chapter 5 Rural Environment.
Decision Reasons:
« More policy like this is needed.
Submitter Number: 13 Submitter: Jason Nadin
Point Number 13.1
of Decision the zoning of the property at immer Road, Te Kowhai from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.
S y of Decision R d: A d thi ing of the property at |1 Li Road, Te Kowhai fi Rural Z C y Living Z
Decision Reasons:
« Te Kowhai is more populated now with more houses than farm land in the area.
« The property is very close to the Hamilton City boundary.
« The proposed Rotokauri North 1450 lot subdivision is happening within 700m of our address.
« Greater broadband improvement for the area - will make it easier to gain ultrafast fibre broadband services in future due to building the
proposed Rotokauri North subdivision.
Submitter Number: 14 Submitter: Steve Cochrane
Point Number 14.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Section 22.4 Subdivision to provide for 2500m?2 lot sizes in Matangi.
Decision Reasons:
« The District Plan does not reflect the needs of some of the residents.
« Older residents not able to maintain grounds as large as they used to.
« For properties over | hectare, some parts are screened off and this seems a waste. The need to have livestock is not always convenient
as the residents get older.
« The submitter lives in an area of elite soil types, but as these lifestyle sites are unproductive it would seem more effective to follow
Waipa District and Matamata-Piako District Council's by allowing smaller lifestyle sites of 2500m2
+ The Waikato Regional Council will permit a septic tank on this size site.
« Matangi has existing infrastructure with businesses, services and schooling. For the community to thrive or be sustained there needs to
be growth.
Point Number 142
y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 22.3.2 PI Minor dwelling to accommodate caregivers, not just dependant relatives.
AND

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

Amend Rule 22.3.2 P| Minor dwelling to provide more flexibility in the location of minor dwellings on the site.
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Decision Reasons:

More leniency with respect to the location for the minor dwelling unit as it may not be possible to locate a minor dwelling as per the
Council rules.

Applications for resource consent requesting dispensation can be made, but at additional cost. It should be the right of the land owner
and not at the discretion of council

Alterations will allow for someone who has become debilitated to stay in their present home rather than move.

Submitter Number:

15 Submitter: Te Wananga o Aotearoa

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

15.1

Retain the zoning comprised in CT 142356 for the property at | |3 Rotowaro Road, Huntly (Lot | DP 320197 and Lot 2 DP 334744) as Business
and Residential as notified.

The proposed zoning is consistent with previous feedback and aligns with existing (and future) development at the subject property.
The proposed zoning will simplify the existing zoning of the subject property being only two zones instead of three.

The proposed zoning is appropriate for the existing land use activities and development at the subject property.

The proposed Business Zone is appropriate for the existing education facilities and associated administration and office activities.

The proposed Residential zoning (over part of the site) is compatible with the existing and established residential developments nearby,
including the properties immediately to the east and north-east of the subject property.

The property is well positioned for future residential development. It has frontage onto two public roads and can potentially connect to
the existing Council services and infrastructure.

The proposed Business zoning is compatible with the existing land use activities on the site and existing land use activities in the
immediate surrounding area.

The proposed zoning will provide an appropriate buffer area between the Industrial zoned land to the south and the proposed (and
existing) Living zoned land to the north.

The amendments proposed to the location of the zone boundary on Lot | DP 320197 provide a more logical zone boundary. The
boundary follows existing development on the subject property.

.

.

.

.

Submitter Number: 16 Submitter: Brett Beamsley
Point Number 16.1
S of Decision R ed: A d the zoning for 64 Upper Wainui Road, Raglan and the remaining smaller sections along Upper Wainui Road from Rural Zone to Livin
Y g PP 4 g g Upp! g
Zone.
Decision Reasons:
« Properties along the northern side of Upper Wainui Road change for no apparent reason from Living to Coastal, while property sizes do
not change.
« Inequality in zoning.
Submitter Number: 17 Submitter: Leigh Thompson
Point Number 17.1
S y of Decision Req d. Delete the Hamilton Basin Ecological Management Area from the property at 454 Pencarrow Road, Tamahere.
Decision Reasons:
+ No information has been provided on what this change relates to.
+ No mention of what it means to property owners in an area that covers a large part of the Waikato Region.
« Concerned this will mean an increase in rates.
Submitter Number: 18 Submitter: Kevin Hutchinson
Organisation: Waikato RiverCare Incorporated
Point Number 18.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Chapter 8.1 Reserve Provision, to recognise that the development and day-to-day use and maintenance of reserves are managed
through Council's reserve management plans which provide for the continuation of reserve activities.
Decision Reasons:
« Maintenance is the key management action required to protect and maintain indigenous plant values on Council administered reserves
and prevent the spread of weeds, pests into adjoining areas.
Point Number 18.2
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Policy 8.1.3(b)(iv) Esplanade reserves and walkways.

Decision Reasons:

« RiverCare would welcome new partnership opportunities within Council to develop and co-fund planting projects on esplanade
reserves.

« Projects that RiverCare may be in a position to assist Council with include the Hamilton City Council funded fencing works upstream of
Ngaruawahia on the true right bank of the Waikato River and Whatawhata to Ngaruawahia Waipa River esplanade reserves.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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s y of Decision R ed

A d Policy 8.2.2(a)(ii) as follows:

Decision Reasons:

(ii) protecting and enhancing significant natural areas gs identified in regional and district

+ Need to ensure Councils efforts link with co-funders and partner organisations eg Waipa/Waikato Healthy Rivers strategy.

Submitter Number: 19 Submitter: John Wright
Organisation: Jet Ski Racing New Zealand Inc
Point Number 19.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d provisions relating to reserves and lakes to ensure they work together for club events and the use of existing facilities for selected non-
commercial events.
Decision Reasons:
« Under two different district plans one area can be used and one cannot.
« This is an existing use but has come up when overlapping plans.
Point Number 19.2
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Section C Rules to allow approved and correctly controlled clubs to use Lakes Waahi and Kainui for selected jet ski racing events during

Decision Reasons:

the calendar year, excluding shooting months.

There are numerous resources at these reserves and lakes that are available to power boats but excludes jet skis.

Running | or 2 day events at these venues would allow greater use of the existing facilities and should be considered on application
rather than open all year to limit the effects to existing users.

Existing conditions limit small events to less than 500 people. This would not need to be altered.

Increased turnover for tourism and hospitality providers in the general Hamilton area.

2 day events would attract riders, family and supporters from all over the country.

Single day events would give local people something to do in their back yard, rather than travelling to Auckland, Tauranga, Rotorua and
further south.

Other Council's are supporting local not for profit clubs to use facilities and reserves.

.

.

Submitter Number: 20 Submitter: Glenn Morse
Point Number 20.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the table in Rule 22.4.1.6 (a)(i) Conservation lot subdivision to reduce the minimum 2ha area of Significant Natural Area to be legally

Decision Reasons:

protected to lha to enable more development.

« This would allow the submitter and other persons in a similar situation to construct a dwelling upon existing available land to meet the
targets of the district plan with minimum impact upon available greenfield land.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

20.2

A d the Significant Natural Area overlay affecting parts of the property located at 63 Parker Lane, Pukekohe to become a Queen Elizabeth I
Trust area.

OR

Delete the Significant Natural Area from 63 Parker Lane, Pukekohe.

« The area identified has minimal significant natural vegetation.

« The area is mostly pine trees and 50% of the ground covering is covered in wandering dew.

« Adding the Significant Natural Area to about 40% of our land will not support the submitter's aims of building another house on the
property.

Submitter Number:

21 Submitter: Anthony Hutt

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

211

Delete the Significant Natural Area overlay from the property at 154 Orini Road, Taupiri.

« The Significant Natural Area has only been identified aerially.

« The areas in question are naturally flood prone.

« The area is predominantly mangroves, willows and pines, many of which are old and have fallen.

« Water is not flowing, but stagnant in times of severe rain or in dryer times, no water is present.

« Two representatives from Waikato Regional Council have visited the site and agree that these areas do not qualify for Significant Natural
Areas's due to the nature of the foliage and the lie of the land.

« The Significant Natural Area overlay would limit further building or subdivisions in the future.

« The foliage is old and diminished since the aerial photo was taken and will continue to diminish.

« The submitter would like to be able to develop and plant the area further without restriction.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

Summary of Submissions by Submitter Page 7




Submitter Number:

22 Submitter: Bill McDonald

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

22.1

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track to recognise there is a
motor sport facility nearby by requiring 'no complaint covenants' and extra sound-proofing for new dwellings.

« Residential activities and motocross activities are not always compatible.
+ The Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club and its track form a significant part of the local community and the broader sport of motocross in
New Zealand.

Submitter Number: 23 Submitter: Alarn Young
Organisation: Kawasaki NZ
Point Number 23.1

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track to recognise there is a
motor sport facility nearby requiring 'no complaint covenants' and extra sound-proofing for new dwellings.

+ Residential activities and motocross activities are not always compatible.
+ The Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club and its track form a significant part of the local community and the broader sport of motocross in
New Zealand.

Submitter Number:

24 Submitter: Lewis Heels

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

24.1

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track to recognise there is a
motor sport facility nearby requiring 'no complaint covenants' and extra sound-proofing for new dwellings.

« Residential activities and motocross activities are not always compatible.
« The Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club and its track form a significant part of the local community and the broader sport of motocross in
New Zealand.

Submitter Number:

25 Submitter: Maurice Hayman

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

25.1

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track to recognise there is a
motorsport facility nearby, have a 'no complaints covenant' and require new dwellings to have extra sound-proofing.

« Residential activities and motocross activities are not always compatible.

+ The Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club and its track form a significant part of the local community and the broader sport of motocross in
New Zealand.

Submitter Number:

26 Submitter: Brian Leathem

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

26.1

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track to recognise there is a
motorsport facility nearby, have a 'no complaints covenant' and require new dwellings to have extra sound-proofing.

Residential activities and motocross activities are not always compatible.

The Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club and its track are a significant part of the local community and the broader sport of motocross in New
Zealand.

This motorsport facility has also been established for years and has hosted international events. It is supported by a huge number of
competitors nationwide.

Submitter Number:

27 Submitter: Josh Charlwood

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1) Summary of Submissions by Submitter
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Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

27.1

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track at | |5 Geraghty Maber
Road to recognise there is a motor sport faciltiy nearby, have a 'no complaints covenant' and require new dwellings to have extra sound-proofing.

The property at | 15 Harrisville Road abuts the eastern boundary of the well established motor sport facility. The track operation should
therefore take precedence and not be subjected to any noise complaints if the property at | 15 Harrisville Road is rezoned for residential
purposes.

The Harrisville Motorcross Track has been in existence for many years and is a top internationally recognised facility.

.

Submitter Number:

28 Submitter: Roko Urlich

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

28.1

Retain 22.4.1.2 General subdivision to enable the creation of a new |.6ha lot from the 23ha at 2603 Highway 22, Glen Murray, except for the
amendments sought below.

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision to allow the new |.6ha site to be net of the accessway.

« The existing old farm house is not suitable for retirement purposes.
+ Due to steep topography, any new dwelling would need to use the existing access and be located at the rear of the farm.

Submitter Number:

29 Submitter: Wayne Reilly

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

29.1

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track to recognise there is motor
sport facility nearby, have a 'no complaints covenant,' regarding noise and dust, and require new dwellings to have extra sound-proofing.

+ Residential activities and motocross activities are not always compatible.
+ The Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club and its track form a significant part of the local community and the broader sport of motocross in
New Zealand.

Submitter Number: 30 Submitter: Henk Ensing
Point Number 30.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d the boundaries of the Significant Natural Area on the property at 383 Karakariki Road, Hamilton as outlined on the maps provided with

Decision Reasons:

the submission.

« The notified maps do not accurately represent the Significant Natural Area, and there are more practical boundaries for Significant
Natural Areas on this property.

Point Number 30.2
S y of Decision R ed: A d the permitted activity provisions to enable exotic vegetation to be cleared at 383 Kakarariki Road, Hamilton
Decision Reasons:
« No reasons provided.
Point Number 303

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

No specific decision sought, but the submitter requests assistance with fencing and plants.

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

31 Submitter: Ting-Jung Lu

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

311

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for the property at 340C Laxon Road, Hamilton.

« No reasons provided.
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Submitter Number:

32 Submitter: Rupert Copping

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

321

Add provisions to require new titles within the proposed Residential Zone abutting the Harrisville Motocross Track to recognise there is a
motor sport facility nearby requiring 'no complaint covenants' and extra sound-proofing for new dwellings.

« The Harrisville motocross track and the Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club are a significant part of the local community and are of high
importance to the broader sport of motocross in New Zealand.

It is proposed to rezone land abutting this facility to residential and the two land uses are not always compatible. This change needs to
be thoroughly thought through to ensure that problems are not created in the future and as a minimum there should be a covenant on
the title referring to the proximity of a motor sport facility, the acceptance of the facility and the inability to complain about noise or
dust from activities.

.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

33 Submitter: Tim Shepherd

Cyclespot Euro

Point Number 33.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the proposed Residential zoning adjoining the Harrisville Motorcross track by retaining the current operative zoning.

Decision Reasons:

« The Harrisville motocross track and the Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club are a significant part of the local community and are of high

importance to the broader sport of motocross in New Zealand. It is proposed to rezone land abutting this facility to residential
and the two land uses are not always compatible. This change needs to be thoroughly thought through to ensure that problems are not
created in the future and as a minimum there should be a covenant on the title referring to the proximity of a motor sport facility, the
acceptance of the facility and the inability to complain about noise or dust from activities.

Point Number 332

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

Add a requirement that any new titles that are created in the Residential Zone around or nearby the Harrisville motocross track recognise the
motor sport facility and are subject to no-complaints covenants in regards to noise and dust and are required to have extra sound proofing in any
new dwelling.

.

The Harrisville motocross track and the Pukekohe Motor Cycle Club are a significant part of the local community and are of high
importance o the broader sport of motocross in New Zealand.

It is proposed to rezone land abutting this facility to residential and the two land uses are not always compatible.

This change needs to be thoroughly though through to ensure that problems are not created in the future and as a minimum there
should be a covenant on the title referring to the proximity of a motorsport facility, the acceptance of the facility and the inability to
complain about noise or dust from activities.

Submitter Number: 34 Submitter: Brett Titchmarsh
Point Number 34.1
A

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d the planning maps to include a walkway/cycle way for Tuakau as shown on the map attached to the submission.

+ The attached map details a proposed cycle way/walkway which has been suggested at consultation days / workshops. Placing this route
on the maps will enable the community and WDC to start working towards completion of this route. Map attached to submission.

Point Number 342
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 16.3.9.3 Pl(a)(iv) Building setback — Waterbodies to 10m from mean high water springs.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Submitter Number: 35 Submitter: Malcolm Titchmarsh
Point Number 35.1

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

No decision sought, but submission refers to Section I.| What is a District Plan.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

352

No decision sought, but submission refers to Section 1.2 What is the purpose of the Waikato District Plan.
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Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

353

No decision sought, but submission refers to Section 1.3 Background.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

354

No decision sought, but submission refers to 2346 Buckland Road, Tuakau.

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number: 36 Submitter: Corey Belfield
Point Number 36.1
S y of Decision Req ed A d the notified zoning of the property at 369 Scotsman Valley Road, Tauwhare from Rural to Country Living Zone as in the operative
District Plan.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter does not consider that their property is suitable to be zoned as rural. Their property is a small lifestyle block and the
rural rules and regulations are not appropriate.
« The submitter considers that the area should be retained the operative zone of Country Living.
« The neighbouring properties are in the same boat.
Submitter Number: 37 Submitter: Graeme Ward
Point Number 37.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the location of Heritage Item 174 Briarly House shown on the maps at |0 Titoki Drive to Titoki Drive.
Decision Reasons:
« Heritage item 174 is incorrectly located on the planning map. Item 174 is Briarly', former Tinne / Bourke farmhouse. Schedule 30.1
correctly identifies it as being at number 8, but the map incorrectly locates it at number 10.
Submitter Number: 39 Submitter: Douglas & Jane Rickit
Organisation: D & Trust
Point Number 39.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 131 Buckville Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.
Decision Reasons:
« Surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary is zoned Future Urban under the Auckland
Unitary Plan. This potentially means residential development in the locality rather than open space rural environment. The property is in
close proximity to Buckland village and Pukekohe and changing the zoning of the area from Rural to Country Living is a logical step.
Submitter Number: 40 Submitter: Mark De Lautour
Point Number 40.1

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Retain the Residential zone for the property at 46 Jackson Street, Ngaruawahia as notified.

« This is only a small block of land that has no future for farming being close to the Waikato river and given the amount of rainfall during
the winter months.

« This block of land offers elevation and balance to the surrounding flat land and could be a potentially attractive extension of the new
residential housing in the Jackson Street area.

« New Zealand, moving forward, has a shortage of land for residential housing.

+ Ngaruawahia will benefit from new housing and infrastructure.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

Summary of Submissions by Submitter Page 11




Submitter Number:

41 Submitter: Perry Hughes

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

41.1

Add a requirement that any new titles that are created in the Residential Zone alongside the Harrisville motocross track recognise the motor
sport facility and are subject to no complaints covenants in regard to noise, and are required to have extra sound proofing in any new dwelling.

« Having residential zoning alongside an established motor sport activity area is not appropriate.

» The Pukekohe Motorcycle club has the Harrisville motorcross track located right next to the proposed new Tuakau residential zoning.
This facility is used by the surrounding community for motorcross events for many weekends during the summer.

Submitter Number: 43 Submitter: Amelia Lategan
Point Number 43.1

y of Decision Req d.

the proposed zoning at 102A, 102D and 126 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata.

Decision Reasons:

Infilling could ruin the character of the village while estate development would overwhelm it.

Development could lead to the loss of a diverse range of farms.

Development could significantly change small wine production in Te Kauwhata which started in 1903. Currently there are only 3
plantations left in Te Kauwhata.

Wine production plays a big part in our town history and we stand to lose this.

This area is prone to flooding and more subdivision puts strain on the already overloaded waterways, as this is not considered during
development.

Neighbours have not been consulted by developers to estimate the increase down stream flow of additional water on to

their properties.

.

.

Increase of vehicle movements and under developed walkways which will increase the risk and public safety to pedestrians utilising
Travers Road as part of their walking and fitness routine.
The inconvenience of heavy vehicle traffic and the lack of control of heavy vehicle traffic during construction stages.

.

Subdivision will change the character of Travers Road adding more light pollution with (e.g. streetlights incorporated into developments).

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

44 Submitter: William Ormsby

Maniapoto Maori Trust Board

Point Number

y of Decision R d.

Decision Reasons:

44.1
A d clause (c) in Section 2.10 Iwi Management Plans, as follows:
2.10 Iwi M Plans The Waikato-Tainui Envi | Plan and the Maniapoto Iwi M Plans are redress instruments of Treaty

settlements: AND

(1) A local authority served under section |5(a) preparing, reviewing, or changing a Resource Management Act 1991 planning document must recognise
the environmental plan in the same manner as would be required under the Resource Management Act 1991 for any planning document recognised by an
iwi authority.

(2)_A consent authority considering_an application for a resource consent under section 104 of the Resource Management Act |99 must have regard to
the environmental plan, if it considers that section | 04(1)(c)_applies to the plan.

environmental plan to the extent to which its contents relate to the functions or powers.

(4)_A person carrying out functions or exercising powers under the conservation legislation in relation to the Waipa River and its catchment must have
particular regard to the environmental plan to the extent to which its contents relate to the functions or powers.

NOTE: It is Council's responsibility to show HOW it gives EFFECT to the Iwi M Plans and how the Iwi M Plan is APPLIED within the
context of the Proposed District Plan and ALL of its chapters.

Nga wai o Maniapoto (Waipa River) Act 2012

« The overarching purpose of this Act is to restore and maintain the quality and integrity of the waters that flow into and form part of the
Waipa River for present and future generations, and the care and protection of the mana tuku iho o Waiwaia.

Co-governance and Co-r

« Arrangements between the Crown and river iwi ushered in a new era of Crown-iwi co-management of the Waikato and Waipa River
catchment. Co-management provides iwi with mechanisms to manage the river in partnership with central and local government.

« The co-governance co-management arrangements allow for, joint management agreements, participation in specific and defined river-
related resource consent decision-making, recognition of the Waikato-Tainui environmental plan and Ko Ta Maniapoto o Mahere Taiao &
Ko Ta Maniapoto Mahere ika mo te Waipa and other river iwi plans and provision for regulations relating to fisheries and other matters
managed under conservation legislation; and an integrated river management plan.

ato Di Council

Joint Management Agreement with the Wail

« Te Awa o Waipa is a taonga to Maniapoto. Maniapoto have a deep-felt obligation and desire to restore, maintain and protect all of the
waters that flow and/or fall within the Maniapoto rohe (Nga Wai o Manipoto), whether the waters are above, on or underground. Te
Mana o Te Wai (the quality and integrity of the waters) is paramount. The obligation includes the waters that flow into and form part of
the Waipa River. The relationship between Maniapoto and the Waipa River is historic, intellectual, physical and spiritual.

« Historically, Te Mana o Te Wai was such that it provided all manner of sustenance to Maniapoto including physical and spiritual
nourishment that has, over generations, maintained the quality and integrity of Maniapoto marae, whanau, hapu and iwi. To Maniapoto
the Waipa River has mana and in turn represents the mana of Maniapoto.

The Waipa River is a single indivisible entity that flows from Pekepeke to its confluence with the Waikato River and includes its waters, banks,
bed (and all minerals under it) and its streams, waterways, tributaries, lakes, fisheries, vegetation, floodplains, wetlands, islands, springs,
geothermal springs, water column, airspace and substratum as well as its metaphysical elements with its own mauri.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1) Summary of Submissions by Submitter
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Submitter Number:

Organisation:

Submitter: Kewwa Low

Geotec Low Ltd

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

d zoning of the property at 2044 River Road, Horsham Downs from Rural to Country Living Zone.

« During the consultation phases leading up the notification of the District Plan, planning staff had always maintained that there will be no
significant changes to existing zones and that property owners will not be made any worse off as a result of the Proposed District Plan.
This is contrary to ratepayer's expectations and will result in diminished public confidence in the public consultation process.

« The change from Country Living to Rural Zone will have significant economic impact on the owners.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Marc ter Beek

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.1 PR2 and PR3 Prohibited Subdivision to have Discretionary activity status rather than Prohibited activity status.

« Discretionary activity status is adequate to protect the high quality soil resource and productive capacity of the land, where the lot is
already too small for economic farming.
+ Where land is already fragmented to uneconomically small size, Policy 5.2.3 is not advanced by Rule 22.4.1.1.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

Delete Rule 22.4.3 Title Boundaries — Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, Maaori sites of significance and Maaori areas of significance.

« Rule 22.4.3 unnecessarily limits the future development potential of the land. The rule prevents other future property owners to own
part of a Significant Natural Area.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Delete the Significant Natural Area from 49 Swallow Lane, Tamahere.

« The vegetation in this mapped area is of low quality and contains many invasive pest plants such as ivy, Jerusalem cherry, privet and other
climbing and ground covering weed plants.

« A substantial part of the identified Significant Natural Area does not have any undergrowth and is used for animal grazing.

« The Significant Natural Area unnecessarily limits the future development of this land.

« The narrow mapped area along the southern boundary of the site comprises exotic species only

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Beverley Bell

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

Retain the Significant Natural Area mapped at 108c Ferguson Road, Whatawhata and neighbouring properties.

« The native vegetation is restored in part of the Significant Natural Area along a stream and wetland, and predator control is occuring.
The increase in native bird numbers and plant coverage is noticeable.

« The restored area is under threat from stock roaming into the area from an unfenced neighbouring property, through which the
Significant Natural Area also goes.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Add a rule to require fencing of Significant Natural Areas to exclude stock.

The existing legislation on fencing generally and Significant Natural Areas in particular does not go far enough to protect Significant
Natural Areas from roaming stock and their environmental damage. Requests to the property owner from neighbours and Waikato
District Council staff, and supplying educational materials have not changed the situation.

Waikato District Council should have the power to back up the requirement to exclude stock.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

Submitter: Lindsay Graham Schick

L Schick Trust Company

Point Number

y of Decision Req

d zoning of Lot 2 DP 459844 at 359 Bedford Toad, Te Kowhai from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1) Summary of Submissions by Submitter Page 13




Decision Reasons:

« This property is at present run as a dairy farm.

« Itis too small and uneconomic.

« It is surrounded by lifestyle block.

« The area is also unsatisfied in the demand for quality lifestyle blocks of land.

Submitter Number: 50 Submitter: Gary McMahon
Point Number 50.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 23.4.2 RDI (a)(i) General subdivision to reduce the net site area from 5000m? to 3000m?.

Decision Reasons:

« 3000m?2 is approriate for Tamahere because in future it will become a dormintary suburb of Hamilton and greater density of
development will help to meet the demand.

+ Waste water disposal is still possible with 3000m?2 lots.

« This lot size will also be adequate to preserve the green open nature of Tamahere.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

50.2

Delete the Airport Subdivision Control Boundary from Map 27.2.

« The Airport Subdivision Control Boundary unnessarily restricts subdivision and developmnet potential of land within the area.
« The Airport Subdivision Control Boundary is unnecessary to protect in aiport as reverse sensitivity issues are sufficiently addressed by
building insulation requirements in the plan.

Submitter Number:

51 Submitter: Anthony Van Lieshout

Point Number

511

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d zoning of the property at 165 Golding Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban under the
Auckland Unitary Plan.

« This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a large open space rural
environment.

« The subject property does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living is a logical
progression in zoning for this area.

Submitter Number:

52 Submitter: Roelof Lategan

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

52.1

No specific decision sought, but submitter opposes Chapter 16 Residential Zone.

+ No reason provided.

Point Number 522
S y of Decision Req d. A d Section C: Rules to better deal with water runoff due to increased residential developments.
Decision Reasons:
« An increase in residential development has increased water runoff.
« Enforce stricter rules for developers to deal with additional stormwater runoff.
« Waterways, stormwater runoff and culverts must be taken into consideration.
« Property at 123 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata is zoned Country Living Zone and is experiencing increased water run off due to increased
residential development in surrounding area.
Submitter Number: 53 Submitter: Ollie Kesing
Point Number 53.1

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Rule 22.2.7 Indig
pines and other crop trees.

vegetation clearance inside a significant natural area to allow harvesting of forestry crops of manuka, blackwoods,

« The SNA covers areas of cropping Manuka, black woods, pines and other crops within the property.
« Wil create issues on harvest.
« Others cropping Manuka may be affected.
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Point Number

s y of Decision R

532

A d the boundaries of the significant natural area of the property #2003926 at Old Mountain Road, Waitetuna to align with the areas already

Decision Reasons:

protected through QEIl covenants (see submission for mapped amendments).

« The SNA covers areas of cropping Manuka, black woods, pines and other crops within the property.

Submitter Number: 54 Submitter: Thorntree Orchards Ltd
Point Number 54.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the properties near Pokeno bounded by State Highway 2 to the north, State Highway | to the west, Baird Road to the

Decision Reasons:

east and existing Village Zone to the south from Rural Zone to Village Zone.

Additional large lot Village development is required to meet the demand and projected population growth of Pokeno.

The proposed Village Zone is a logical expansion of the existing Village Zone to the south of the submission area which is now largely
developed.

The Concept Plan enables future intensification of the area. The proposed layout ensures that additional roads can be constructed within
the required yard setbacks, safeguarding a number of possible re-development options, all of which seek to limit the creation of
undesirable rear lots.

Residential development within the submission area will help to contain growth of Pokeno around the identified Town Centre.

The proposed residential development supports the historical St Mary's Anglican Church and the Pokeno Domain.

The residential development of the submission area would make a second underpass beneath SH| viable. The Concept plan has
identified suitable location based on engineering requirements and topography.

To extend services, and enable greater pedestrian and cycling connectivity between east and west Pokeno.

The proposed layout would remove existing access points from SH2 for residential properties which NZTA have identified as a primary
safety concern. This will also alleviate safety concerns on the State Highway Network.

The residential development will protect and restore important ecological features. This will provide significant amenity, environmental
and ecological benefits.

.

.

.

Submitter Number: 55 Submitter: Shelley Munro

Point Number 55.1

S y of Decision R ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to consider the expansion of the connection from SH2 to Te Kauwhata via Kopuku or Okaria Roads by
commuters.

Decision Reasons:

« Urban growth areas extend in the north all the way along the arterial SH2 roading due to easy and convenient accessibility of major
cities and towns from Thames to Pukekohe to Te Kauwhata.

Point Number 552
S y of Decision R ed A d the Proposed District Plan to only allow Rural enterprise in the Rural Zone that protects the natural environment.
Decision Reasons:
« Protect the quality of our degrading environment.
« Itis this Clean Green tourism tag that keeps visitors coming.
Point Number 55.3
S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to include sealing of roads close to waterways and specifically bordering the reserves such as river catchment
areas.
Decision Reasons:
« Keeps waterways free of dust (silt), gravel from slips and washouts.
« Dust is an acknowledged health hazard.
« Residential properties will infill into these zones.
« Seal once.
« Save costs of continually reworking, grading, maintaining unsealed roads where water wash is frequent and traffic is increasing.
Point Number 554
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to not allow commercial or rural pollutants such as fertiliser plants near Significant Natural Areas.
Decision Reasons:
« Protect the quality of our degrading environment.
« Itis this Clean Green tourism tag that keeps visitors coming.
Point Number 55.5
S of Decision R d: A d the Proposed District Plan to offer subsidies for self- ining enterprises or h hold:
Y q P g p

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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« Encourage independence from the grid.

Point Number

55.6

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to introduce signage to unsealed |00km/limit roads (yellow signs like on windy roads).

« Safer speeds on rural gravel roads.
« Safer for stock, farm workers, dust pollution, farm fence damage and drivers.

Point Number

557

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d. A d heritage areas or designations to include the natural wetlands where Maori tribes once fished for eels and harvested flax etc.

« Recognition of the importance of wetlands in early NZ history.

Point Number

55.8

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d provisions relating to public reserves or nature areas to support the populations as a whole, not just a limited group.

« Shooting should expect to cross paths with dog walkers, or kayakers or hikers.

« Shooting is no longer safe on public land.

« Increasing appreciation for natural environment.

« Attracting tourists not wanting to get shot.

« Increasing mobility with distances not being the restriction it was once for residents to explore further afield.

Point Number

55.9

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d. A d the Proposed District Plan to extend urban growth areas in the north all the way along State highway 2.

« Urban growth areas extend in the north all the way along the arterial SH2 roading due to easy and convenient accessibility of major
cities and towns from Thames to Pukekohe to Te Kauwhata.

« Any where in close proximity to the main thoroughfares will likely be in demand.

« Infrastructure and services along SH2 planned and budgeted for such as town water, fibre, sewage, footpaths and playgrounds.

Point Number

55.10

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d. A d the Proposed District Plan to plan for medical and public transport services along State highway 2.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 55.11
S y of Decision R ed: A d the Objective 5.1 The Rural Environment to maintain, enhance and improve the environment.
Decision Reasons:

+ Most money gained from mining exploits does not get re-invested locally and employment opportunities are short-sighted.

« Long term physical and psychological effects on workers and local residents are not considered. Most rural employees, who are
farmers, travel long distances and are sleep deprived. They are unable to hold jobs of their own and therefore fall back on benefits or
take sick leave.

« Income from consents and applications should be future-proofed to provide benefit to all locals, rather than being limited to
rehabilitation at the conclusion of works. Roads in the vicinity of the submitter's property are rarely upgraded to accommodate the
extra traffic burden.

« Planting required in the resource consent is only along one boundary and only follows one road. This means that sound in every
direction is not absorbed and there is an ugly visual impact from all directions of travel.

+ Noise has impacted on mating seasons and the browsing patterns of animals.

Point Number 55.12
S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission opposes mineral and extractive industries, particularly issuing of 24/7 operating licences.
Decision Reasons:

« Public and community welfare and long term benefits should outweigh profiteering by private corporates.

« Money from mining exploits does not get reinvested locally.

« Employment opportunities are short sighted when compared to long term effects of workers and residents of the locality (medically and
professionally).

« In rural areas most employees travel long distances as most locals are farmers.

+ Residents are sleep deprived.

+ Income from consent applications should be future-proofed and provide benefits to all locals not just limited to rehabilitation at the
conclusion.

+ Roads in our area are rarely upgraded to accommodate extra traffic and fall into disrepair.

« Planting specified in resource consents on one boundary does not absorb sound in every direction or visual impact from all directions.

+ Noise impacts on mating seasons and browsing patterns of animals.

Submitter Number: 56 Submitter: Riaan Jonker
Point Number 56.1
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S, y of Decision R

A

Decision Reasons:

d the 'Walkway Cycleway Bridleway' between the Te Kauwhata Golf Course and properties on Awanui Avenue to be located instead on

25A Awanui Avenue.

.

The 'Walkway Cycleway Bridleway' proposed will create a Iron cage fence between Awanui Avenue properties and golf course to
protect the users of the 'Walkway Cycleway Bridleway' due to the layout of the golf course.

This will negatively effect Awanui Avenue properties which were designed to take advantage of the views of the golf course.

Awanui Avenue Properties will have complete unsolicited access from both Awanui Avenue and the proposed "Walkway Cycleway
Bridleway'.

The 'Walkway Cycleway Bridleway' could be redirected through property no 2015776 - 25A Awanui Avenue, (Currently a public
accessible green space) which contains a public access gate to the golf course. This would ensure the continuation of enjoyment by the
existing properties bordering the golf course while providing the ability to integrate a 'Walkway Cycleway Bridleway' into and around the
golf course.

Submitter Number:

58

Submitter: Kiwi Green NZ Limited

Point Number

58.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

.

.

d zoning of the property at | 15 Whangarata Road, Tuakau to include 21.268ha of Residential Zone and 4.127ha of Industrial Zone.

Additional residential-zoned land is needed to meet the current demand and projected growth of Tuakau.

The relief sought fulfils a lot of the National Policy Statement: Urban Development Capacity in that it is able to be connected to existing
service infrastructure.

No significant constraints exist regarding the provision of three waters connections to the submission site.

The site adjoins existing and approved residential development and provides an opportunity to expand on this residential area.

The relief sought attempts to address identified issues with the current zoning, including the proximity of the existing and approved
(Coles Road) residential area adjacent to or adjoining the current Tuakau Industrial Zone. If this land was to be developed for such
permitted purposes, there would be significant effects on the existing residential areas.

The need to safeguard and protect the existing and proposed residential areas of Tuakau needs to be a central consideration within any
changes to the Industrial/Business Zones. A potential solution, is the land to the west of Bollard Road (including the existing businesses)
is rezoned to Industrial.

This zone and associated controls would be modified to provide a balance of protecting the existing businesses, but also limiting further
industrial growth within immediate proximity to the residential areas of Tuakau. This would help to address the business owner's
concerns, whilst also ensuring that Council has taken steps to safeguard the residents of Tuakau from effects which could arise, if the
land zoned Industrial now was to be developed further.

To ensure the existing businesses are not impacted by the proposed increase of residential land, part of the site should be contained
within this Industrial Zone.

If the currently piped gully which runs through the site in a generally south-east to north-west direction is to be reinstated to a natural
stream, this will help provide a buffer between the proposed Industrial Zone and will also provide significant amenity and environmental
benefits.

The acoustic report attached to the submission provides specific assessment (noise measurements of the existing businesses) and details
of how residential development can occur, whilst identifying any likely effects on the existing businesses. Specific mitigation is proposed.

Point Number

582

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the District Plan to include additional site-specific controls for |15 Whanagamata that align with the mitigation measures described in

the acoustic and air quality reports provided with the submission.

.

Site specific controls will enable residential development to occur on the submitter's property whilst mitigating the adverse effects of
noise and air discharge from nearby industries.

Submitter Number: 59 Submitter: Juliet Sunde
Point Number 59.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata from Residential Zone to Country Living Zone.
Decision Reasons:
« The Land at 102 Travers Rd is subject to flooding and unsuitable for close subdivision. There is no need for additional sections to be
created in Te Kauwhata, as enough land is already zoned to meet projected demands.
« Additional residential development in this land will compromise current land uses for viticultual and lifestyle activities (including stock).
Land across the road is Country living and this to should be the same.
Point Number 59.2
S y of Decision R ed: Amend the zoning of the properties at |14, 126 and 128 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata from Residential Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

.

.

126 Travers Rd is a working Vineyard and has been for the past 30 years. The Residential Zoning will significantly alter the owner's ability
to keep it as a viable vineyard.

The land is subject to flooding and unsuitable for residential development.

There is a glut of sections available in Te Kauwhata and there is no need for this land to be in the Residential Zone.

The land shown on the attached map provides a logical boundary between the Country Living Zone and Residential and matches the
other side of Travers Road (See map attached to submission for further detail).

Submitter Number:

60

Submitter: Merged to # 59 Juliet Sunde

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

60.1

A

S, y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the properties at |14, 126 and 128 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata from Residential Zone to Country Living Zone.

« 126 Travers Rd is a working Vineyard and has been for the past 30 years. The Residential Zoning will significantly alter the owner's ability
to keep it as a viable vineyard.

« The land is subject to flooding and unsuitable for residential development.

« There is a glut of sections available in Te Kauwhata and there is no need for this land to be in the Residential Zone.

« The land shown on the attached map provides a logical boundary between the Country Living Zone and Residential and matches the
other side of Travers Rd. (See map attached to submission for further detail).

Submitter Number:

6l Submitter: Anthony Viner

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

6l.1

Delete Rule 22.4.1.2 RD1(a)(ii) General Subdivision requiring a minimum of 20ha to subdivide in the Rural Zone.

« The restriction of subdivision to lots larger than 20ha is inappropriate for small lots in areas already fragmented such as Summerfield
Lane, Tamahere.
+ None of the criteria in Policy 5.3.8 for rural zones are compromised by providing for smaller lots in areas such as this.

Point Number 61.2
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.4.1.2 RD(a)(iv) General Subdivision to reduce minimum lot sizes in the Rural Zone from 8,000m2-1.6ha to 5,000m2.
Decision Reasons:
« 5000m2 is sufficient to maintain the values stated in Policy 5.3.8, and is the Waikato District conventional minimum lot size.
« In the specific case of the proposed subdivision it is already surrounded by many lots of about 5000m2.
Submitter Number: 62 Submitter: Tara Wrigley
Point Number 62.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.6(i) Conservation lot subdivision by inserting a new row to the table regarding the Whaanga Coast as follows:
Contiguous Area to be legally protected (hectares): Between |ha and 2ha in areas within the Whaanga Coast

Maximum number of new Records of Title: |

« The rule as proposed does not provide significant incentive to create additional legally protected conservation areas. The costs of doing
so (approximately between $35,000 and $45,000) per ha for native planting plus fencing costs, and Council /Compliance costs) outweigh
the return. There are unique opportunities on the Whaanga Coast to increase the area of land protected for conservation. Land use
along this Coast is also changing from generating income from livestock, to generating income from events and tourism. An increase in
the land protected for conservation would benefit this changing land use.

Point Number

62.2

A d the table in Rule 22.4.1.6(i) Conservation lot subdivision to increase the maximum number of titles in each row as follows:

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

Less than 2ha in all other areas: 81
2ha to less than 5ha: +2

5Sha to less than |0ha: 23

10ha or more: 34

.

The rule as proposed does not provide significant incentive to create additional legally protected conservation areas. The costs of doing
so (approximately between $35,000 and $45,000) per ha for native planting plus fencing costs, and Council /Compliance costs) outweigh
the return. There are unique opportunities on the Whaanga Coast to increase the area of land protected for conservation. Land use
along this Coast is also changing from generating income from livestock, to generating income from events and tourism. An increase in
the land protected for conservation would benefit this changing land use.

Submitter Number: 63 Submitter: Colin John Orr
Point Number 63.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the properties at 126 and 128 Travers Road to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The access to this land is only 4m wide and cannot support residential densities.
« 128 Travers Road is suitable for Country Living Zone with suitable topography and adjoining a vineyard.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Submitter Number:

Organisation:

64 Submitter: Gulab Bilimoria

Bilimoria Consulting Ltd

Point Number 64.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at |19 Hakarimata Road, Ngaruawahia from Rural Zone to retain the existing Light Industrial Zoning.
Decision Reasons:
« Industrial proposal has been planned for the site.
Submitter Number: 65 Submitter: Brent Greig
Point Number 65.1

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

Retain the proposed Residential Zone of the property at |5 Barnaby Road, Tuakau (Lot | DP 320629 CT 81778).

« The Residential Zoning of Lot | DP DP 320629 CT 81778 is a logical extension to the residential zone of Tuakau and is able to be
served by existing public reticulated utility services. See the map attached to the submission which provides detail of the utilities.

Point Number 65.2
S y of Decision Req ed A d Rule 16.4.1 Subdivision- General to require a minimum net site area of 300m2.
Decision Reasons:

« A 300m2 minimum net site area previously existed under the Franklin District Plan and provided choice and a range of housing
typologies for Tuakau.

+ 450m2 does not provide for efficient use of the residential land resource.

« The Discretionary Activity status for non-compliance will not attract confidence for applications or investment in Tuakau.

« The central area should be supported by a planning framework and intensification that recognises the transport links and the fact that
Tuakau is 2.5km from the future urban zone of Auckland.

Point Number 65.3
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 16.3.9.3 Building setback - Waterbodies to reduce the setback from the bank of any river from 23m to 10m.
Decision Reasons:

« The 23m setback for any building from the bank of any river is an inefficient use of residential land.

« A setback is appropriate and this should be 10m.

« The submitter notes this is the case in the Auckland Unitary Plan Residential Zones and can find no resource management justification
or science as to why a more onerous 23m is deemed to be required in Waikato when the same issues of amenity, biodiversity and flood
hazard avoidance exist.

Submitter Number: 66 Submitter: Andrew Loader

Organisation:

First Rock Consultancy Ltd

Point Number

66.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d the approach to identifying Significant Natural Areas to allow any land owner to challenge the designation of a Significant Natural Area
until a physical audit of the area has been carried out by a specified panel and confirmed that the designation is appropriate.

« The submitter considers that adopting the approach as sought will allow Council to protect areas deemed to be of significance from
inappropriate use or development, while still allowing landowners the opportunity to contest the designation.

« The majority of the problems landowners have with Significant Natural Areas is around the designation of the area as a Significant
Natural Area rather than the definition.

« Allowing a Significant Natural Area to be contested until a physical audit of the designated area has been carried out and confirmed that
the designation is appropriate will remove the time constraints of the current approach and remove the need for expensive legal action
by either landowners or Council.

« Landowners will only challenge a Significant Natural Area designation where they consider the designation is inappropriate so there is
unlikely to be a flood of applications to contest it.

Submitter Number: 67 Submitter: Pirie & Lynne Brown
Point Number 67.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 97 Buckville Road, Buckland, from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory has been zoned Future Urban Zone under the
Auckland Unitary Plan. This could potentially mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than
open rural space.

« The property does not contain any prime soils.

« The property is in close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe which means that a change of zone from Rural to
Country Living is a logical progression in zoning.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1) Summary of Submissions by Submitter
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Submitter Number: 68 Submitter: William Smeed
Point Number 68.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Chapter 22 Rural Zone rules, in consultation with island owners, to include specific rules for islands in the Waikato River.

Decision Reasons:

« Chapter 22 Rural Zone does not address issues relating to islands. The islands are specific areas of land that need to be given
consideration and not just lumped into other rural areas.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

68.2

Delete the overlays placed over the island in the Waikato River, such as the Significant Amenity Landscape or the Significant Natural Area.

« The Significant Amenity Landscape and the Significant Natural Area overlays affect the use of the island so that it cannot be used for any
productive activities, including the use or development of the property.

« If the island is that significant, then Council needs to consider either paying significant compensation for the loss of use of the land or
purchase the property.

Submitter Number:

69 Submitter: Lucy Stallworthy

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

69.1

Delete the part of Rule 22.3.2 Minor dwelling, requiring minor dwellings to be within 20m of an existing dwelling.

« It may not be possible to have a minor dwelling within 20m if the site is constrained or has geographical features which prevent this.
« As there is no longer a requirement for dependents to live in a minor dwelling, it could be used for worker accommodation. It may not
be desirable to have workers living that close to the main house.

Point Number

69.2

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision which applies to the Hamilton Basin to the area around the northern boundary of the
Waikato along the boundary with Auckland, particularly around the Tuakau, Puni, Mauku, south side of Pukekohe Hill area (Tramway / Settlement
/ Cameron Town Roads) to enable them to receive | new title in this area if they have between |-2ha of Significant Natural Area protected.
AND/OR

Amend the fourth row in the table in Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision to read as follows:

21ha to less than 5ha

Submitter considers the rules should be amended as:

There are a lot of small areas of bush / wetland and streams in this area that need protection but are not necessarily 2ha or greater in

size.

A rule such as that suggested by the submitter would provide an incentive to protect these natural area.

This area is very highly developed already with market gardens, the natural areas that are remaining need to be protected.

It is also an area that is already highly subdivided with lots of lifestyle properties so it makes sense to allow a little more subdivision in

these areas provided the natural areas are preserved.

The rural character would in fact be enhanced as it could lead to more areas not being turned into market gardens.

By limiting to areas around watercourses / streams / wetlands would also lead to water quality improvements.

Small natural areas provide a refuge for wildlife and if they are dotted around the area can be like a series of refuges for wildlife as they
move around the area.

.

.

Submitter Number:

70 Submitter: Ben Stallworthy

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

70.1

Delete the part of Rule 22.3.2 Minor Dwelling requiring minor dwellings to be within 20m of an existing dwelling.

« It may not be realistic to have a minor dwelling within 20m due to constraints of the site or geographical shape of the land.
« As there is no longer a requirement for dependents to live in a minor dwelling, it could be used for worker accommodation. It may be
better for workers to live more than 20m away.

Point Number

70.2

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation Lot Subdivision, to allow for | new title around Pukekohe and Tuakau where there is |-2 ha in a
conservation area

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation Lot Subdivision, to allow the creation of new titles around Pukekohe and Tuakau where there is less than
lha in a conservation area,

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation Lot Subdivision, to enable creation of 2 new titles where there is a conservation area between 2-5ha.

« There are a lot of small natural areas that need to be protected and this would encourage land owners to protect these areas.
« There is so much market gardening around this area and very little natural areas.
+ Allowing two titles from protecting 2-5ha would encourage people to enlarge the small natural areas they do have.
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« Enabling subdivision through planting around streams like the Puni/Mauku stream would encourage people to protect the stream.
« Many of the areas around Cameron Town/Settlement/Tramway Road are already subdivided with lifestyle blocks and market gardens.
+ Need to allow more limited housing in exchange for protecting what naturalness is left and adding to it.

Point Number

703

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of areas along the northern Waikato border adjacent to the Auckland boundary from Rural to Country Living Zones,
including the area to the south and east of Pukekohe, south of Pukekohe Hill and extending to Tuakau, comprising at least Tramway Road,
Settlement Road and Cameron Town Road.

« These areas are already significantly subdivided with many lifestyle blocks and it makes sense to allow further allow subdivision of
existing small blocks that are not economic units of production, for example those under 10 hectares.

« It makes sense to concentrate rural living lifestyle blocks around existing towns - the fact that Pukekohe is in Auckland should not be
relevant - it is an existing town and on its outskirts there should be countryside living allowed, much like it is in the Auckland Unitary
Plan.

« All the people who live in this area are socially and economically tied to Auckland / Pukekohe.

« While the entire area along the border should not be countryside living, there are locations where there is already lots of lifestyle blocks
- these should be allowed to be divided into smaller lifestyle blocks provided they are self-sufficient i.e. own water / water water.

Submitter Number: 71 Submitter: Diewke Butler
Point Number 711
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the properties with road frontage to Percy Graham Drive, Tuakau from Village Zone to Residential Zone.

Decision Reasons:

+ One side of Percy Graham Road is zoned Residential while the other is Rural Residential Zone. Both sides have access to town water
and wastewater.

« There is ample scope to subdivide further and better uitilise the services provided

« As this area is already urban, this will not affect the amenity value.

« A similar situation is in Barnaby Road where the road frontage properties will be zoned Residential Zone.

Submitter Number:

72 Submitter: Lynne Collins

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

72.1

Retain the proposed Rural Zone for the property at 62 Bluff Road, Pokeno.

« The landowners of 62 Bluff Road, Pokeno want to start a clean fill with a proposed concrete crushing facility to be built there also, but
the submitter opposes this.

« There are natural waterways and a lot of bird and plant life at the site and clean fill/concrete crushing will be detrimental to the
environment if it goes ahead.

« The road infrastructure would not take all the truck traffic.

« The other properties around 62 Bluff Road would all be affected if the clean fill and concrete crushing goes ahead - noise, pollution and
environmental.

« Change of zoning to rural will be beneficial to all adjoining properties.

Submitter Number: 73 Submitter: Anna Wilkes

Organisation: Ravensdown

Point Number 73.1

S y of Decision Req d. A d the Aggregate Extraction Area overlay on the property at 2571 Port Waikato-Waikaretu Road, Tuakau so that the southern boundary

Decision Reasons:

of the overlay is aligned with the property boundary.

The submitter's understanding is that provisions in the proposed district plan relating to Aggregate Extraction Areas only relate to
subdivision provisions; it is therefore logical that the small areas of overlay that extend beyond the Ravensdown property boundary are
aligned with the property boundary.

The boundary of the proposed aggregate extraction area overlay appears to have been based on the current areas of exposed site visible
in Google maps imagery.

.

Submitter Number:

74 Submitter: Graham Hunkin

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

74.1

No specific decision requested, but submission questions the necessity of the designation held by Vector Gas Limited (Designation R1),
particularly at the property at 185 Brown Road, Tuakau. The submission refers to Section 184 of the Resource Management Act which relates to
the lapsing of the designation.

The construction zone designation was granted to Vector in approximately 2005. No substantial progress has been made by the
requiring authority with the last letter received from the requiring authority on the 9th of June 2009 and no construction or preparation
for construction has been initiated in this time.

RMA section 184 states that a designation will lapse if no "substantial progress or effort has been made towards giving effect to the
designation and is continuing to be made".

See attachment to submission for copies of the correspondence between the submitter and Vector.
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Submitter Number: 75 Submitter: Mark Emms

Point Number 75.1

y of Decision Req Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 126C Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The vast majority of the vegetation is pest species. Although a large amount of privet has been removed over the years, there remains a
large amount of blackberry, gorse, honeysuckle, willow etc.

Point Number 752

y of Decision Req ed: Delete the walkway/cycleway/bridleway from the property at 126C Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The landowner's privacy and security would be severely compromised by the proposed walkway/cycleway.
« This would be extremely difficult and expensive to construct as the whole of the gully bottom is wet/boggy and there are large areas of
brambles/pest species and the gully sides are very steep.

Point Number 753

y of Decision R ed: Delete the walkway/cycleway/bridleway from Fushia Lane to Titoki Lane, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« This would be very difficult and expensive to construct as the whole of the gully bottom is wet and boggy, there are large areas of
brambles/pest plants and the gully sides are very steep.

Submitter Number: 76 Submitter: Gulab Bilimoria
Organisation: Bilimoria Consulting Ltd

Point Number 76.1

S y of Decision Req ed: Retain the proposed zoning of the properties at 24 and 43A Saulbrey Road, Ngaruawahia as Residential Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« Already in the process of subdivision for residential use (see attachment to submission for development plans).

Submitter Number: 77 Submitter: Colette Hanrahan
Point Number 77.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Delete the walkway/cycleway/bridleway from the property at 126B Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The walkway/cycleway/bridleway would greatly compromise the submitter's privacy and safety.

« The submitter does not understand why the proposed route crosses private property when land on the other side of the stream is QEIl
covenanted.

« See attachment to submission for photos.

« The proposed route is impractical due to terrain, being wet and boggy and full of weed species.

Point Number 772

y of Decision Req Delete the walkway/cycleway/bridleway from Fushia Lane to Titoki Lane, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The proposed route of the walkway/cycleway/bridleway is completely impracticable as the terrain is steep, the gully bottom is extremely
wet and boggy and is full of blackberry, blackwood and other pest species.

Point Number 773

y of Decision Req ed: Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 126B Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The indigenous vegetation mapped is of extremely low quality.

« The vegetation contains mainly pest species including blackberry, convolvulus, alligator weed, privet, gorse, jasmine, blackwood etc.

« The only native trees and plants in the gully surrounding the submitter's house are immature ones that have been planted in recent
years.

« See attachment to submission for photos.

Submitter Number: 78 Submitter: David Lawrie
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Point Number 78.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d the Significant Natural Area on the property at 52B Mill Road, Pukekohe to match the true natural area.
Decision Reasons:
« The natural areas are incorrectly marked on the property.
« The natural area on the map includes barberry and forestry.
« The true natural feature has a QEIl covenant over it.
Submitter Number: 79 Submitter: Amy Pitcher
Point Number 79.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the proposed zoning of the property at Horotiu Bridge Road, Horotiu (Lot 3 DP 513666 and Valuation Reference 04421/079.21) from

Decision Reasons:

Rural Zone to Country Zone.

« The submitter wishes to subdivide their property into two sections in the future, as the current property area of 15,000m2 is
considered to be a lot for them to maintain.

Submitter Number:

80

Submitter: Dean Van Ingen

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

80.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 384A Karakariki Road, Hamilton.

« The Significant Natural Area identified on the property consists of two plum trees.
« There are no other trees within the Significant Natural Area that are on the property.
« See photos attached to the submission for further information.

Point Number

< y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

80.2

Delete the overlay 'Hamilton basin ecological management area' from the property at 384A Karakariki Road, Hamilton.

+ No reason provided.

Submitter Number: 8l Submitter: Waikato Regional Council
Point Number 8l.l
S d A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to clarify the strategic objectives and policies in each policy chapter, and how they relate to the issues

identified in Chapter |.

« Chapters in the Proposed Plan include strategic objectives and policies, and the relationship between these and non-strategic objectives
and policies, and the resource management issues identified in Chapter |, is not clear.

« Policy 4.1 of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (WRPS) seeks that an integrated approach to resource management be adopted,
including 4.1 (h) establishing a planning framework which sets clear limits and thresholds for resource use. Clearly identifying the
strategic objectives and policies for all the resources that the Proposed Plan seeks to manage and cross-referencing them to related
issues in Chapter | would promote an integrated approach and provide clarity about the relationship between issues, strategic and other
objectives, policies and methods for plan users, particularly those applying for and processing resource consent applications and plan
changes.

+ See submission for suggested amendments.

Point Number 81.2
S y of Decision Req d. A d each zone chapter to provide details on the purpose and anticipated outcomes of the corresponding zone or subzone.
Decision Reasons:
« There are no descriptions of zones and their intended outcomes.
« Clarification on the purpose of each zone will increase understanding of the anticipated outcomes, and appropriate types of activities for
the different environments.
« These descriptions will assist with understanding the purpose and character of the residential zone and the associated provisions 4.2.1
and 4.2.2.
Point Number 81.3
< d A

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

d Permitted Activity standards for all zones for earthworks to provide for a minimum 5 metre distance from any waterbody or overland

flow path, example of which is as follows:

P16.2.4.1 (a)(i) Be located more than 45— 5.0 m horizontally from any waterway, open drain or overland flow path.

« The Te Ture Whaimana o Te Awa o Waikato, Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River contains a number of objectives regarding the
restoration and protection of the Waikato River, including but not limited to a) The restoration and protection of the health and
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.

wellbeing of the Waikato River, €) The integrated, holistic and coordinated approach to management of the natural, physical, cultural and
historic resources of the Waikato River and (f).

The adoption of a precautionary approach towards decisions that may result in significant adverse effects on the Waikato River, and in
particular those effects that threaten serious or irreversible damage to the Waikato River.

These provisions are supported by related provisions of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (WRPS), notably Implementation
Method 8.3.10.

The provisions as written do not take a sufficiently precautionary approach to managing sediment loadings entering stormwater
networks and waterbodies, such as: Managing earthworks in close proximity to water bodies, managing earthworks in a flood plain or
flood hazard area and managing the revegetation of earthworked sites in a timely fashion.

Amending (or adding) the conditions to provide for a more precautionary approach that minimises the risk of sediment entering
waterbodies or stormwater providing a minimum 5 metre setback and 2 month revegetation period aligning with better practice
earthworks management.

Point Number

8l.4

d Permitted Activity standards for all zones to provide for a shorter period of time for earthworks to be revegetated, as follows:

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Areas

exposed by earthworks are re-vegetated to achieve 80% ground cover within é 2 months of the commencement of the earthworks.

.

.

The Te Ture Whaimana o Te Awa o Waikato, Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River contains a number of objectives regarding the
restoration and protection of the Waikato River, including but not limited to a) The restoration and protection of the health and
wellbeing of the Waikato River, €) The integrated, holistic and coordinated approach to management of the natural, physical, cultural and
historic resources of the Waikato River, and f).

The adoption of a precautionary approach towards decisions that may result in significant adverse effects on the Waikato River, and in
particular those effects that threaten serious or irreversible damage to the Waikato River.

These provisions are supported by related provisions of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (WRPS), notably Implementation
Method 8.3.10.

The provisions as written do not take a sufficiently precautionary approach to managing sediment loadings entering stormwater
networks and waterbodies, such as: Managing earthworks in close proximity to water bodies, managing earthworks in a flood plain or
flood hazard area, managing the revegetation of earthworked sites in a timely fashion.

Amending (or adding) the conditions to provide for a more precautionary approach that minimises the risk of sediment entering
waterbodies or stormwater providing a minimum 5 metre setback and 2 month revegetation period aligning with better practice
earthworks management.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

815

Add to the Proposed District Plan for all zones an additional condition related to earthworks within a flood plain (in addition to identifying these
on maps), as follows (or similar):

Not be located within a flood plain as identified in the Waikato District Plan.

AND

Add to Maps the flood plain.

.

The Te Ture Whaimana o Te Awa o Waikato, Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River contains a number of objectives regarding the
restoration and protection of the Waikato River, including but not limited to a) The restoration and protection of the health and
wellbeing of the Waikato River, e) The integrated, holistic and coordinated approach to management of the natural, physical, cultural and
historic resources of the Waikato River, and f).

The adoption of a precautionary approach towards decisions that may result in significant adverse effects on the Waikato River, and in
particular those effects that threaten serious or irreversible damage to the Waikato River.

These provisions are supported by related provisions of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (WRPS), notably Implementation
Method 8.3.10. The provisions as written do not take a sufficiently precautionary approach to managing sediment loadings entering
stormwater networks and waterbodies, such as: Managing earthworks in close proximity to water bodies, managing earthworks in a
flood plain or flood hazard area, managing the revegetation of earthworked sites in a timely fashion.

Amending (or adding) the conditions to provide for a more precautionary approach that minimises the risk of sediment entering
waterbodies or stormwater providing a minimum 5 metre setback and 2 month revegetation period aligning with better practice
earthworks management.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

8l.6

Add to the Proposed District Plan for all zones a standard to minimise impacts on water bodies as follows:

Do not divert or change the nature of natural water flows, water bodies or established drainage paths.

.

The Te Ture Whaimana o Te Awa o Waikato, Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River contains a number of objectives regarding the
restoration and protection of the Waikato River, including but not limited to a) The restoration and protection of the health and
wellbeing of the Waikato River, €) The integrated, holistic and coordinated approach to management of the natural, physical, cultural and
historic resources of the Waikato River, and f).

The adoption of a precautionary approach towards decisions that may result in significant adverse effects on the Waikato River, and in
particular those effects that threaten serious or irreversible damage to the Waikato River.

These provisions are supported by related provisions of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (WRPS), notably Implementation
Method 8.3.10. The provisions as written do not take a sufficiently precautionary approach to managing sediment loadings entering
stormwater networks and waterbodies, such as: Managing earthworks in close proximity to water bodies, managing earthworks in a
flood plain or flood hazard area, managing the revegetation of earthworked sites in a timely fashion.

Amending (or adding) the conditions to provide for a more precautionary approach that minimises the risk of sediment entering
waterbodies or stormwater providing a minimum 5 metre setback and 2 month revegetation period aligning with better practice
earthworks management.

Point Number

817

A

d the Proposed District Plan's provisions to support the use of low impact design principles for stormwater management (in particular

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

consider for Restricted Discretionary Activity criteria and permitted activity standards).

.

Sensitive environments can be adversely affected by stormwater from the subdivision and development of land.

There is an opportunity to provide in the policies for low impact design, or a water sensitive design approach, especially in the coastal
environment, and in the vicinity of wetlands, lakes and rivers, and their margins.

This is supported by Policies 6.2 and 6.3 of the WRPS and Implementation Method 8.3.10.

Reserves can be located to enable low impact design stormwater management.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:
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« Rule 19.1.2 RDI already incorporates detail for low impact design principles and is supported.

« Submitter supports the application of low impact design principles as outlined in Waikato Regional Council’s Waikato Stormwater
Management Guideline.

« There is an opportunity for this item to be included as a matter of discretion across all zones in the district.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan for all zones to provide for a minimum 10m setback from the banks of a perennial or intermittent stream.

« There are a range of setbacks from water bodies throughout the zones.

« At a minimum all buildings should be setback a minimum of 10m from the banks of a perennial or intermittent stream, and rules should
be provided and/or amended to reflect this.

« Itis recommended that this setback is included for all zones.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.10

Retain for all zones setbacks from waterbodies that are larger than 10m .

« There are a range of setbacks from water bodies throughout the zones.
« A minimum setback of 10m from the bank of a perennial or intermittent stream that is provided for in other zones is supported.

Point Number

8.1l

A

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to provide for district-wide provisions in the Natural Hazards and Climate Change zones/overlays to restrict

activities that take place in these areas, and to discourage inappropriate use and development.

« Submitter acknowledges that Phase 2 of the Proposed Plan review will address natural hazards. The Proposed Plan provides for a range
of activities and also rezones land for urban expansion around some centres.

« Without detail from the Natural Hazards and Climate Change Chapters it is unclear what provisions will apply to manage or restrict
development and other activities on land subject to an identified natural hazards or climate change area.

« Rules and standards that may be affected include those related to earthworks, building platforms, cleanfill, the construction of buildings
and rezoning of new land for urban expansion.

« Objectives and policies throughout the document may also benefit from the consideration of natural hazards, such as Policies 5.3.5 and
6.4.7, avoiding the flood plain or flood risk areas.

Point Number

8l.12

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

d the Proposed District Plan to provide for cross references between issues, objectives, policies and rules.

« There are not clear links and cross-references between related issues, objectives, policies and rules.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan by pulling area specific provisions (ie Lakeside) into one Chapter (e.g. Section 9: Specific Zones).

« There are a number of areas that are subject to specific provisions that have been created through plan changes or other processes: e.g.
Te Kauwhata Lakeside, Rangitahi Peninsula.

« Provisions related to these types of developments are spread across multiple chapters of the Proposed Plan. There is an opportunity to
provide an easier way to navigate and read a suite of provisions by pulling them together into one location.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Chapter | to show that the requirements of the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.

« The National Policy Statement for Urban Development Capacity (NPS-UDC) impacts multiple chapters and sections of the Proposed
Plan, relating to the provision of sufficient feasible zoned and serviced housing and business land is provided for.

« Because of the proposed approach to ‘live’ zone new urban growth areas there are a number of areas of concern regarding this, in
particular in relation to the zoning of new areas of land for urban development where it is unclear what infrastructure is available or is
proposed to be provided.

« There is also limited direction for staging which may affect the efficient delivery of infrastructure.

« The submission includes suggested options.

Point Number 8l.15

S y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 4.6.3 Maintain a sufficient supply of industrial land by specifically referencing the National Policy Statement-Urban Development
Capacity.

Decision Reasons:

« The National Policy Statement for Urban Development Capacity (NPS-UDC) impacts multiple chapters and sections of the Proposed
Plan, relating to the provision of sufficient feasible zoned and serviced housing and business land is provided for.

« Because of the proposed approach to ‘live’ zone new urban growth areas there are a number of areas of concern regarding this, in
particular in relation to the zoning of new areas of land for urban development where it is unclear what infrastructure is available or is
proposed to be provided.

« There is also limited direction for staging which may affect the efficient delivery of infrastructure.

« The submission includes suggested options.

Point Number 8l.1é
S of Decision R d: A d Chapter 4, Chapter |6, the Planning Maps and any other provisions that are proposed for unserviced urban residential areas where
Y q p p g Map: y p prop:
there is uncertainty about the funding, staging and timing for infrastructure provision. The amendments should establish a stronger objective,
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policy and rule framework than is proposed, in order to ensure that activities of an urban nature, including subdivision, is not provided for prior
to structure planning processes being undertaken and without certainty about the funding, timing and staging of infrastructure provision.

The submitter is concerned that the provisions of Section 4.1 Strategic Direction do not adequately address how subdivision and
development activities will be managed where a ‘live’ residential zoning is proposed for unserviced land within urban towns and villages.
This concern also applies to other objectives and policies in Section 4 relating to residential activities and to rules contained in Section
16: Residential.

Of particular concern are locations such as Tuakau, Pokeno and Horotiu. Submitter considers that the planning framework proposed for
these areas does not give effect to the WRPS’ direction on ensuring an integrated, staged approach to infrastructure and development.
It is likely to enable development that undermines the ability to coordinate the adequate provision of network and community
infrastructure to support growth.

Submitter suggests that that an alternative method to ‘live’ zoning of these areas should be considered, to more appropriately manage
land where a live zone has been applied, but where there is no existing or planned supporting infrastructure.

Without limiting the scope of any amendments, submitter suggests that options to be considered include:

.

.

. Retention of the operative plan's rural zoning of these areas, with an overlay similar to the 'Hamilton Urban expansion' overlay proposed
in the plan,

. Application of the urban zone, but with an overlay that would signal that while particular areas are considered appropriate particular

activities, e.g. industrial or residential, additional subdivision and development will not be considered until there is certainty about

infrastructure provisions,

Creation of a new Urban Expansion Zone that would have its own suite of provisions for management of landuse and subdivison

N

L od

Point Number

8l1.17

A

n Reasons:

y of Decision R

d the Proposed District Plan provisions so that any subdivision, use and development in areas that are proposed for unserviced residential

where there is uncertainty about funding, staging and timing of infrastructure provision does not compromise them for future development.

.

.

The submitter is concerned that the provisions of Section 4.1 Strategic Direction do not adequately address how subdivision and
development activities will be managed where a ‘live’ reside zoning is proposed for unserviced land within urban towns and villages.
This concern also applies to other objectives and policies in Section 4 relating to residential activities and to rules contained in Section
16: Residential, particularly in locations such as Tuakau, Pokeno and Horotiu.

The submitter considers that the planning framework proposed for these areas does not give effect to the WRPS' direction on ensuring
an integrated, staged approach to infrastructure and development.

The proposed approach is likely to enable development that undermines the ability to coordinate the adequate provision of network and
community infrastructure to support growth.

The submitter considers that that an alternative method to ‘live’ zoning of these areas should be considered, to more appropriately
manage land where a live zone has been applied, but where there is no existing or planned supporting infrastructure.

Without limiting the scope of any amendments, submitter suggests that options to be considered include:

. Retention of the operative plan's rural zoning of these areas, with an overlay similar to the 'Hamilton Urban expansion' overlay proposed
in the plan;

Application of the urban zone, but with an overlay that would signal that while particular areas are considered appropriate particular
activities, e.g. industrial or residential, additional subdivision and development will not be considered until there is certainty about
infrastructure provisions; and

Creation of a new Urban Expansion Zone that would have its own suite of provisions for management of landuse and subdivison
activities.

[

w

Point Number

81.18

A

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan provisions and maps to provide for outcomes identified in the Auckland-Hamilton Corridor Plan and Future

Proof Strategy Phase 2 review.

« There is work underway producing the Auckland-Hamilton Corridor Plan, and also carrying out the Phase 2 review of the Future Proof

Growth Strategy.

« This process will generate a vision for managing urban growth and development in significant parts of the Waikato District that may

differ in some respects from that in the Proposed Plan as currently written.

Point Number

81.19

A

y of Decision R

ion Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to clarify the role and purpose of the Environmental Protection Area.

« Itis unclear what the role and purpose of the Environmental Protection Area is.
« The Environmental Protection Area is mentioned in the Residential, Rural and Country Living Zones however not the objectives and

policies.

« This is problematic as non-compliance with rules sometimes leads to a discretionary activity status and it is unclear what an activity

would be assessed against.

Point Number

81.20

A

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to provide a mechanism to manage areas that meet the WRPS | | A criteria and have not been identified and

mapped in the Proposed Plan.

« The submitter notes that not all areas of significance under section 6c of the Resource Management Act (RMA) and | | A of the Waikato

Regional Policy Statement will have been identified and mapped in the development of the Proposed Plan.

« The plan needs to provide for those areas that meet the SNA criteria, but which were not known about until an activity is proposed.

Point Number

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

81.21

Add advice notes drawing attention to the provisions of the Waikato Pest Management Plan, particularly for earthworks and fill activities.

There is potential for a number of activities to exacerbate the spread of pest plants and diseases, e.g. earthworks and filling.

The spread of such pests and diseases poses a risk to the regional economy as well as indigenous biodiversity.

While the Regional Pest Management Plan provides controls around the management of pests and diseases, it is important to recognise
that activities controlled by the Proposed District Plan may also have implications in terms of biosecurity.

Point Number
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S y of Decision Req ed: Add assessment criteria to earthwork and fill activities to allow the consideration of effects on pest and disease management.

There is potential for a number of activities to exacerbate the spread of pest plants and diseases, e.g. earthworks and filling.

The spread of such pests and diseases poses a risk to the regional economy as well as indigenous biodiversity.

While the Regional Pest Management Plan provides controls around the management of pests and diseases, it is important to recognise
that activities controlled by the Proposed Plan may also have implications in terms of biosecurity.

.

.

Point Number 81.23

y of Decision Req d. Add issues, objectives, policies and rules to address the spread of Kauri Dieback Disease.

Decision Reasons:

.

Kauri dieback is caused by a pathogen that is spread through soil, and is threatening kauri with functional extinction. Its spread can be
facilitated by footwear, gear and machinery that is not cleaned of soil before going near kauri, and again before leaving an area with kauri.
Provisions are sought to manage the effects of land use and development on the spread of kauri dieback.

There is an opportunity to protect kauri. This will require changes in behaviour.

The submission contains some details on environment court proceedings that the submitter are a party to.

.

.

Point Number 81.24

S y of Decision Req ed: Undertake a natural character assessment for wetlands, lakes, rivers and their margins.

n Reasons:

+ The RMA (section 6a) and WRPS (12.2 and 12.2.1) seek to manage natural character in the coastal environment and wetlands, lakes and
rivers and their margins.

« There is policy support for this in Section 3.5 of the Proposed Plan however that does not flow through to other provisions.

« There has been no assessment of the natural character of wetlands, lakes and rivers and their margins and as a consequence natural
character has not been mapped outside of the coastal environment.

« The Policies in section 3.5 that relate to the wetlands, lakes and rivers and their margins will only come into play for discretionary and
non-complying consent applications.

« Asaresult there may be permitted, controlled and restricted discretionary activities that are inappropriate to the level of natural

character.
Point Number 81.25
S y of Decision Req d. A d the provisions to ensure that natural character is managed in accordance with Policy 12.2 and Implementation Method 12.2.1 of the
WRPS.

n Reasons:

« The RMA (section 6a) and WRPS (12.2 and 12.2.1) seek to manage natural character in the coastal environment and wetlands, lakes and
rivers and their margins.

« There is policy support for this in Section 3.5 of the Proposed Plan however that does not flow through to other provisions.

« There has been no assessment of the natural character of wetlands, lakes and rivers and their margins and as a consequence natural
character has not been mapped outside of the coastal environment.

« The Policies in section 3.5 that relate to the wetlands, lakes and rivers and their margins will only come into play for discretionary and
non-complying consent applications.

« As aresult there may be permitted, controlled and restricted discretionary activities that are inappropriate to the level of natural
character.

Point Number 81.26

y of Decision Req ed: A d provisions throughout the plan that relate to natural character to recognise that a different approach is required to high and outstanding
natural character to give effect to Policy 12.2 and Implementation method 12.2.1 of the WRPS.

Decision Reasons:

« All the provisions for areas of High and Outstanding Natural Character are the same, no distinction has been made between the two
areas in terms of the management approach.

« As aresult the different levels of natural character have not been appropriately recognised and managed.

« This is inappropriate given that Policy 12.2 and Implementation Method 12.2.1 of the WRPS seek to recognise the different levels of
natural character and therefore set out a different management approach for each.

Point Number 81.27

y of Decision Req ed Retain mapping of the coastal environment and consider a section that sets out the approach to the coastal environment.

n Reasons:

« The submitter supports the mapping of the Coastal Environment.
« The submitter considers that it would be helpful to plan users if there where a section in the Proposed District Plan that sets out the
approach to the Coastal Environment.

Point Number 81.28

y of Decision Req ed A d the Proposed Plan to take into account activities that may impact on the significant habitats of indigenous fauna that have been identified
and mapped in the planning maps.

n Reasons:

.

Section 6(c) of the RMA and Chapter || of the WRPS both require the protection of significant habitats of indigenous fauna.
Consideration needs to be given to the SNAs identified on the planning maps and whether provisions that focus on the clearance of
indigenous vegetation and earthworks are enough to ensure that significant habitats are protected. For example clearance of exotic
vegetation may in certain circumstances adversely affect significant habitats of indigenous fauna (e.g. bats).

.

Point Number 81.29

y of Decision Req ed A d Rule 22.2.8 Pl (a)(ii) and P2(a)(ii) Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area to exclude clearance in wetlands.

ion Reasons:
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« The submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands, this is potentially permitted through Pl (a)(ii) and
P2(a)(ii).

« Wetlands are underrepresented with approximately 20% of original extent remaining in the Waikato District.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.30

Add an additional clause to Rule 22.2.8 P (a)(vii) and P3(a) Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area as follows:

There is no alternative development area on the site outside of the area of indigenous vegetation clearance.

« Pl and P3 encourage dwellings, marae and papakaainga to locate outside of areas of indigenous vegetation, as is the case for SNAs.

Point Number

81.31

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.2.8 P3 Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area to provide a total cap on clearance, after which a
consent for a restricted discretionary activity is required.

« P3 does not provide a total cap for clearance, at which point a restricted discretionary activity will be triggered.
« An unlimited amount of clearance could occur under this rule with no ability to require avoid, remedy, mitigate or offset.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.32

Retain Rule 22.2.8 RDI Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area for where the permitted thresholds become a
restricted discretionary activity.

« The submitter supports clearance beyond the permitted thresholds becoming a restricted discretionary activity.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.33

Add an additional assessment criteria to Rule 22.2.8 RD| Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area as follows:

« Discretion should include the adverse effects on the indigenous biodiversity on the site and the extent to which these adverse effects
have been avoided, remedied, mitigated or offset to allow consideration of the mitigation hierarchy in WRPS Implementation Method
1.1.3.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

81.34

A d Rule 23.2.9 P (a)(ii) and P2(a)(ii) Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area to exclude clearance in wetlands.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands, this is potentially permitted through Pl (a)(ii) and
P2(a)(ii).
+ Wetlands are underrepresented with approximately 20% of original extent remaining in the Waikato District.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.35

Add an additional clause to Rule 23.2.9 Pl (a)(vii) and P3(a) Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area as follows:

There is no alternative area on the site outside of the area of indis vegetation clearance.

« Pl and P3 encourage d , marae and pap inga to locate outside of areas of indigenous vegetation, as is the case for SNAs.

Point Number

81.36

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d Rule 23.2.9 P3 Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area to provide a total cap on clearance, after which a
consent for a restricted discretionary activity is required.

« P3 does not provide a total cap for clearance, at which point a restricted discretionary activity will be triggered. An unlimited amount of
clearance could occur under this rule with no ability to require avoid, remedy, mitigate or offset.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.37

Retain Rule 23.2.9 RD|I Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area with the permitted thresholds becoming a restricted
discretionary activity.

« The submitter supports clearance beyond the permitted thresholds becoming a restricted discretionary activity.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.38

Add an additional assessment criteria to Rule 23.2.9 RD| Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area as follows:

the extent to which adverse effects have been avoided, remedied, mitigated or offset.
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« Discretion should include the adverse effects on the indigenous biodiversity on the site and the extent to which these adverse effects
have been avoided, remedied, mitigated or offset to allow consideration of the mitigation hierarchy in WRPS Implementation Method

1.1.3.

Point Number 81.39
S y of Decision R ed: A d to clarify the application of the earthworks rule (Rule 16.2.4.3) in terms of whether it includes indigenous biodiversity vegetation
clearance.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter seeks clarity as to whether the earthworks rules for SNA include the clearance of vegetation as a result of earthworks or
if that will be subject to Rule 16.2.8 respectively.
Point Number 81.40
S y of Decision R ed A d to clarify the application of the earthworks rule (Rule 22.2.3.3) in terms of whether it includes indigenous biodiversity vegetation
clearance.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter seeks clarity as to whether the earthworks rules for SNA include the clearance of vegetation as a result of earthworks or
if that will be subject to Rule 22.2.7 respectively.
Point Number 81.41
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 16.2.8 DI Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter is supportive of indigenous vegetation clearance beyond permitted thresholds becoming a discretionary activity (D).
Point Number 81.42
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 22.2.7 D1 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter is supportive of indigenous vegetation clearance beyond permitted thresholds becoming a discretionary activity (D).
Point Number 81.43
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 23.2.8 DI Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter is supportive of indigenous vegetation clearance beyond permitted thresholds becoming a discretionary activity (D).
Point Number 81.44
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 24.2.8 D1 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter is supportive of indigenous vegetation clearance beyond permitted thresholds becoming a discretionary activity (D).
Point Number 81.45
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 28.2.8 DI Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter is supportive of indigenous vegetation clearance beyond permitted thresholds becoming a discretionary activity (D).
Point Number 8l.46
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 16.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend Rule 16.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to exclude clearance of Manuka and Kanuka in wetlands
and the coastal environment from this rule.

The submitter supports the provision for sustainable clearance of regenerating Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood purposes or
for arts or crafts in P2.

However, the submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands or vegetation that is naturally short in
stature.

It is important to ensure that vegetation that is naturally short does not get included in the rules intended to provide for clearance of
Manuka and Kanuka colonising pasture.

Manuka, in particular, can be a permanent and important component of some types of ecosystems. These are generally wetlands, dunes
and other coastal vegetation, but can be gumland vegetation that remains in the leached soils following kauri forest removal.

These persistent shrublands are important habitats for lizards, orchids, mistletoes and a range of threatened species.

Exclusion of permitted clearance of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands and from the Coastal Environment is likely to prevent clearance of
these ecosystems of concern

The exclusion of Manuka and/or Kanuka clearance in the Coastal Environment from this rule would give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in
the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement (NZCPS) and Policy | 1.4 of the WRPS.

Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

.
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Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

81.47

A d Rule 16.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to ensure that weeds are controlled in the cleared area

Decision Reasons:

and native vegetation is allowed to regenerate.

+ Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

Point Number

d

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.48

Delete P6 of Rule 16.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« P6 duplicates P2.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.49
Retain Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to exclude clearance of Manuka and Kanuka in wetlands
and the coastal environment from this rule.

The submitter supports the provision for sustainable clearance of regenerating Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood purposes or
for arts or crafts in P2.

However, the submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands or vegetation that is naturally short in
stature.

It is important to ensure that vegetation that is naturally short does not get included in the rules intended to provide for clearance of
Manuka and Kanuka colonising pasture.

Manuka, in particular, can be a permanent and important component of some types of ecosystems. These are generally wetlands, dunes
and other coastal vegetation, but can be gumland vegetation that remains in the leached soils following kauri forest removal.

These persistent shrublands are important habitats for lizards, orchids, mistletoes and a range of threatened species.

Exclusion of permitted clearance of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands and from the Coastal Environment is likely to prevent clearance of
these ecosystems of concern.

The exclusion of Manuka and/or Kanuka clearance in the Coastal Environment from this rule would give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in
the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement (NZCPS) and Policy | 1.4 of the WRPS.

Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

.

Point Number

81.50

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to ensure that weeds are controlled in the cleared area
and native vegetation is allowed to regenerate.

« Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.51

Delete P6 of Rule 22.2.7 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« Pé6 duplicates P2.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.52
Retain Rule 23.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 23.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to exclude clearance of Manuka and Kanuka in wetlands
and the coastal environment from this rule.

The submitter supports the provision for sustainable clearance of regenerating Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood purposes or
for arts or crafts in P2.

However, the submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands or vegetation that is naturally short in
stature.

It is important to ensure that vegetation that is naturally short does not get included in the rules intended to provide for clearance of
Manuka and Kanuka colonising pasture.

Manuka, in particular; can be a permanent and important component of some types of ecosystems. These are generally wetlands, dunes
and other coastal vegetation, but can be gumland vegetation that remains in the leached soils following kauri forest removal.

These persistent shrublands are important habitats for lizards, orchids, mistletoes and a range of threatened species.

Exclusion of permitted clearance of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands and from the Coastal Environment is likely to prevent clearance of
these ecosystems of concern.

The exclusion of Manuka and/or Kanuka clearance in the Coastal Environment from this rule would give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in
the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement (NZCPS) and Policy 11.4 of the WRPS.

Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

81.53

A d Rule 23.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to ensure that weeds are controlled in the cleared area

Decision Reasons:

and native vegetation is allowed to regenerate.

+ Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

Point Number
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PP o

Delete P6 of Rule 23.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« P6 duplicates P2.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

n Reasons:

81.55

Retain Rule 28.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 28.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to exclude clearance of Manuka and Kanuka in wetlands
and the coastal environment from this rule.

« The submitter supports the provision for sustainable clearance of regenerating Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood purposes or
for arts or crafts in P2.

« However, the submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands or vegetation that is naturally short in
stature.

« Itis important to ensure that vegetation that is naturally short does not get included in the rules intended to provide for clearance of
Manuka and Kanuka colonising pasture.

« Manuka, in particular, can be a permanent and important component of some types of ecosystems. These are generally wetlands, dunes
and other coastal vegetation, but can be gumland vegetation that remains in the leached soils following kauri forest removal.

« These persistent shrublands are important habitats for lizards, orchids, mistletoes and a range of threatened species.

« Exclusion of permitted clearance of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands and from the Coastal Environment is likely to prevent clearance of
these ecosystems of concern.

« The exclusion of Manuka and/or Kanuka clearance in the Coastal Environment from this rule would give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in
the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement (NZCPS) and Policy | 1.4 of the WRPS.

+ Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

Point Number

81.56

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 28.2.8 P2 to ensure that weeds are controlled in the cleared area and native vegetation is allowed to regenerate.

« Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

n Reasons:

81.57

Delete P6 of Rule 28.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« Pé duplicates P2.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

n Reasons:

81.58

Retain provisions for sustainable clearance of regenerating Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood purposes or for arts or crafts in any
chapters not covered in previous submission points, and except for the amendments sought below.

AND

Amend provisions to exclude clearance of Manuka and Kanuka in wetlands and the coastal environment from this rule (Indigenous vegetation
clearance inside a Significant Natural Area) any other area of the Proposed Plan where similar provisions apply.

.

The submitter supports the provision for sustainable clearance of regenerating Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood purposes or
for arts or crafts.

However, the submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands or vegetation that is naturally short in
stature.

It is important to ensure that vegetation that is naturally short does not get included in the rules intended to provide for clearance of
Manuka and Kanuka colonising pasture.

Manuka, in particular, can be a permanent and important component of some types of ecosystems. These are generally wetlands, dunes
and other coastal vegetation, but can be gumland vegetation that remains in the leached soils following kauri forest removal.

These persistent shrublands are important habitats for lizards, orchids, mistletoes and a range of threatened species.

Exclusion of permitted clearance of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands and from the Coastal Environment is likely to prevent clearance of
these ecosystems of concern.

The exclusion of Manuka and/or Kanuka clearance in the Coastal Environment from this rule would give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in
the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement (NZCPS) and Policy 11.4 of the WRPS.

Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

The submission notes a number of rules that have amendments or retention sought as relief (subject to separate submission points)

.

.

Point Number

81.59

y of Decision R ed:

on Reasons:

A d provisions to ensure that weeds are controlled in the cleared area and native vegetation is allowed to regenerate in a Significant Natural
Area, in any chapters not covered in previous submissions.

« Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).
« The submission notes a number of rules that have amendments or retention sought as relief (subject to separate submission points)

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

n Reasons:

81.60

Delete duplicate provisions for the Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area rules in any chapters not covered in
previous submissions.

« Pé6 duplicates P2.
« The submission notes a number of rules that are duplicates (subject to separate submission points) but has requested that the duplicates
be removed for any other area of the Proposed Plan where similar provisions apply.

Point Number
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A d Rule 16.2.8 P3 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area by giving it restricted discretionary activity status.

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P3 Provides for clearance of 250m? of indigenous vegetation removal within an SNA for building/access purposes if there is no
alternative development area on the site outside the SNA. Natural values will not necessarily be evenly spread across the SNA and it is
likely that some parts will be of higher natural value or of greater sensitivity than others. It is appropriate to retain discretion about the
location of clearance in order to avoid as much as possible the adverse effects of the vegetation clearance.

It is appropriate to require mitigation or offsetting to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(iii) or (iv).

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.

.

Point Number

8l.62

S y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.2.7 P3 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area by giving it restricted discretionary activity status.

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P3 Provides for clearance of 250m? of indigenous vegetation removal within an SNA for building/access purposes if there is no
alternative development area on the site outside the SNA. Natural values will not necessarily be evenly spread across the SNA and it is
likely that some parts will be of higher natural value or of greater sensitivity than others. It is appropriate to retain discretion about the
location of clearance in order to avoid as much as possible the adverse effects of the vegetation clearance.

It is appropriate to require mitigation or offsetting to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(iii) or (iv).

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.

Point Number

81.63

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 23.2.8 P3 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area by giving it restricted discretionary activity status.
AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P3 Provides for clearance of 250m? of indigenous vegetation removal within an SNA for building/access purposes if there is no
alternative development area on the site outside the SNA. Natural values will not necessarily be evenly spread across the SNA and it is
likely that some parts will be of higher natural value or of greater sensitivity than others. It is appropriate to retain discretion about the
location of clearance in order to avoid as much as possible the adverse effects of the vegetation clearance.

It is appropriate to require mitigation or offsetting to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(iii) or (iv).

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.

.

Point Number

8l.64

A d Rule 24.2.8 P3 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area by giving it restricted discretionary activity status.

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P3 Provides for clearance of 250m? of indigenous vegetation removal within an SNA for building/access purposes if there is no
alternative development area on the site outside the SNA. Natural values will not necessarily be evenly spread across the SNA and it is
likely that some parts will be of higher natural value or of greater sensitivity than others. It is appropriate to retain discretion about the
location of clearance in order to avoid as much as possible the adverse effects of the vegetation clearance.

It is appropriate to require mitigation or offsetting to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(iii) or (iv).

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.

.

.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

81.65

A d Rule 28.2.8 P3 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area by giving it restricted discretionary activity status.

Decision Reasons:

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

.

P3 Provides for clearance of 250m? of indigenous vegetation removal within an SNA for building/access purposes if there is no
alternative development area on the site outside the SNA. Natural values will not necessarily be evenly spread across the SNA and it is
likely that some parts will be of higher natural value or of greater sensitivity than others. It is appropriate to retain discretion about the
location of clearance in order to avoid as much as possible the adverse effects of the vegetation clearance.

It is appropriate to require mitigation or offsetting to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(iii) or (iv).

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy | 1.4
for the coastal environment.

Point Number

81.66

A d provisions for Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area (P3) by giving it restricted discretionary activity status.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req ed:

AND/OR

Amend provisions to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

« P3 Provides for clearance of 250m? of indigenous vegetation removal within an SNA for building/access purposes if there is no
alternative development area on the site outside the SNA. Natural values will not necessarily be evenly spread across the SNA and it is
likely that some parts will be of higher natural value or of greater sensitivity than others.
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It is appropriate to retain discretion about the location of clearance in order to avoid as much as possible the adverse effects of the
vegetation clearance. It is appropriate to require mitigation or offsetting to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(iii) or (iv).

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.

The submission lists a number of rules subject to the above (subject to their own submission points).

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.67

Retain Rule 16.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 16.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to a restricted discretionary activity.
AND/OR

Amend Rule 16.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to assign a lower threshold than clearance off indigenous
vegetation outside of SNA for the same activity.

AND/OR

Amend Rule 16.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to provide an overall cap on clearance as a permitted
activity.

AND/OR

Amend to clarify the location and extent of areas that might be subject to this rule in order to determine if it is likely to have a significant effect
on indigenous biodiversity.

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P4 provides for up to 1500m2 of vegetation removal for marae complex, 500 m?2 /dwelling, 500 m2/ building, as a permitted activity.
Cumulatively this could be a large loss of significant indigenous vegetation and habitat without the ability to address adverse effects
through avoiding, remedying, mitigating or offsetting.

It is noted that this is the same amount of clearance is provided for non-significant indigenous vegetation.

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 1.4
for the coastal environment.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.68

Retain Rule 22.2.7 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 22.2.7 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to a restricted discretionary activity.
AND/OR

Amend Rule 22.2.7 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to assign a lower threshold than clearance off indigenous
vegetation outside of SNA for the same activity.

AND/OR

Amend Rule 22.2.7 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to provide an overall cap on clearance as a permitted
activity.

AND/OR

Amend to clarify the location and extent of areas that might be subject to this rule in order to determine if it is likely to have a significant effect
on indigenous biodiversity.

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P4 provides for up to 1500m2 of vegetation removal for marae complex, 500 m2 /dwelling, 500 m2 / building, as a permitted activity.
Cumulatively this could be a large loss of significant indigenous vegetation and habitat without the ability to address adverse effects
through avoiding, remedying, mitigating or offsetting. It is noted that this is the same amount of clearance is provided for non-significant
indigenous vegetation.

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy | 1.4
for the coastal environment.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.69

Retain Rule 23.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below.
AND

Amend Rule 23.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to a restricted discretionary activity.
AND/OR

Amend Rule 23.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to assign a lower threshold than clearance off indigenous
vegetation outside of SNA for the same activity.

AND/OR

Amend Rule 23.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to provide an overall cap on clearance as a permitted
activity.

AND/OR

Amend to clarify the location and extent of areas that might be subject to this rule in order to determine if it is likely to have a significant effect
on indigenous biodiversity.

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P4 provides for up to 1500m2 of vegetation removal for marae complex, 500 m?2 /dwelling, 500 m2/ building, as a permitted activity.
Cumulatively this could be a large loss of significant indigenous vegetation and habitat without the ability to address adverse effects
through avoiding, remedying, mitigating or offsetting. It is noted that this is the same amount of clearance is provided for non-significant
indigenous vegetation.

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.
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Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.70

Retain Rule 24.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 24.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to a restricted discretionary activity.
AND/OR

Amend Rule 24.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to assign a lower threshold than clearance off indigenous
vegetation outside of SNA for the same activity.

AND/OR

Amend Rule 24.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to provide an overall cap on clearance as a permitted
activity.

AND/OR

Amend to clarify the location and extent of areas that might be subject to this rule in order to determine if it is likely to have a significant effect
on indigenous biodiversity.

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P4 provides for up to 1500m2 of vegetation removal for marae complex, 500 m?2 /dwelling, 500 m2/ building, as a permitted activity.
Cumulatively this could be a large loss of significant indigenous vegetation and habitat without the ability to address adverse effects
through avoiding, remedying, mitigating or offsetting.

It is noted that this is the same amount of clearance is provided for non-significant indigenous vegetation.

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

8171

Retain Rule 28.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 28.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to a restricted discretionary activity.
AND/OR

Amend Rule 28.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to assign a lower threshold than clearance off indigenous
vegetation outside of SNA for the same activity.

AND/OR

Amend Rule 28.2.8 P4 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to provide an overall cap on clearance as a permitted
activity.

AND/OR

Amend to clarify the location and extent of areas that might be subject to this rule in order to determine if it is likely to have a significant effect
on indigenous biodiversity.

AND/OR

Amend to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P4 provides for up to 1500m2 of vegetation removal for marae complex, 500 m?2 /dwelling, 500 m2/ building, as a permitted activity.
Cumulatively this could be a large loss of significant indigenous vegetation and habitat without the ability to address adverse effects
through avoiding, remedying, mitigating or offsetting. It is noted that this is the same amount of clearance is provided for non-significant
indigenous vegetation.

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 1.4
for the coastal environment.

Point Number

81.72

A d provisions for Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area (P4) in any chapters not covered in previous submissions

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

to a restricted discretionary activity.
AND/OR

Amend provisions for Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area (P4) to assign a lower threshold than clearance off
indigenous vegetation outside of SNA for the same activity.

AND/OR

Amend provisions for Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area (P4) to provide an overall cap on clearance as a
permitted activity.

AND/OR

Amend to clarify the location and extent of areas that might be subject to this rule in order to determine if it is likely to have a significant effect
on indigenous biodiversity.

AND/OR

Amend provisions to provide tighter thresholds/ activity status in the Coastal Environment.

P4 provides for up to 1500m? of vegetation removal for marae complex, 500m?2 /dwelling, 500m?2/ building, as a permitted activity.
Cumulatively this could be a large loss of significant indigenous vegetation and habitat without the ability to address adverse effects
through avoiding, remedying, mitigating or offsetting. It is noted that this is the same amount of clearance is provided for non-significant
indigenous vegetation.

As currently drafted this rule does not give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and Policy 11.4
for the coastal environment.

The submission lists a number of rules subject to the above and these are provided for as separate submission points.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

81.73

A d Chapter |6: Residential Zone to manage buildings, structures and subdivision within landscape and natural character overlay areas,

which may be through activity status, rules and assessment criteria.
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ion Reasons:

« Apart from Rule 16.2.4.4/24.2.4.4 which relates to earthworks in landscape and natural character areas, it appears that no other
provisions apply to buildings, structures and subdivision that fall within an overlay area.
« This does not give effect to WRPS Policy 12.1, 12.2 and associated Implementation Methods.

Point Number

81.74

y of Decision R ed:

n Reasons:

d Chapter 24: Village Zone to manage buildings, structures and subdivision within landscape and natural character overlay areas, which
may be through activity status, rules and assessment criteria.

.

Apart from Rule 16.2.4.4/24.2.4.4 which relates to earthworks in landscape and natural character areas, it appears that no other
provisions apply to buildings, structures and subdivision that fall within an overlay area.
This does not give effect to WRPS Policy 12.1, 12.2 and associated Implementation Methods.

Point Number

81.75

A

y of Decision R ed

ion Reasons:

d Chapter |: Introduction to include additional information for the matters it covers to be better understood and by separating its
contents into discrete chapters. In particular, discussion of the district’s Issues, the Strategic Direction proposed to address these, and that
related to Ngaa Iwi o Tainui ki te Waikato Takiwa, Settlement Acts /Co-management/Rivers Vision and Strategies/ Joint Management Agreement
should all be provided with separate chapters or sections.

« The submitter considers that several of the matters covered in this chapter are of such significance that there should be should be more
emphasis placed on them, including through provision of more detailed information, and separation into standalone plan chapters.

Point Number

81.76

A

s y of Decision R ed

d Section 1.12.2 Natural environment to clarify whether these are to be considered as strategic objectives or desired outcomes. If they
are to be objectives, rewrite in the style of objectives, indicate the connections to relevant policies, and consider other relief sought for a
separate chapter on the Strategic Direction of the Proposed Plan, and whether these sections would sit better there.

« The submitter supports Sections 1.12.2 in part, but seeks clarity about whether these provisions are to be considered as strategic
objectives, or desired strategic directions/outcomes.

Point Number

81.77

A

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

d Section .12.3 Built environment to clarify whether these are to be considered as strategic objectives or desired outcomes. If they are
to be objectives, rewrite in the style of objectives, indicate the connections to relevant policies, and consider other relief sought for a separate
chapter on the Strategic Direction of the Proposed Plan, and whether these sections would sit better there.

« The submitter supports section 1.12.3 in part, but seeks clarity about whether these provisions are to be considered as strategic
objectives, or desired strategic directions/outcomes.

Point Number

81.78

A

y of Decision R

d Sections |.12.4 Ease of movement to clarify whether these are to be considered as strategic objectives or desired outcomes. If they are
to be objectives, rew: n the style of objectives, indicate the connections to relevant policies, and consider other relief sought for a separate
chapter on the Strategic Direction of the Proposed Plan, and whether these sections would sit better there.

« The submitter supports Sections |.12.4 in part, but seeks clarity about whether these provisions are to be considered as strategic
objectives, or desired strategic directions/outcomes.

Point Number

81.79

A

y of Decision Req ed:

ion Reasons:

d Sections |.12.5 Community wellbeing to clarify whether these are to be considered as strategic objectives or desired outcomes. If they
are to be objectives, rewrite in the style of objectives, indicate the connections to relevant policies, and consider other relief sought for a
separate chapter on the Strategic Direction of the Proposed Plan, and whether these sections would sit better there.

« The submitter supports Sections 1.12.5 in part, but seeks clarity about whether these provisions are to be considered as strategic
objectives, or desired strategic directions/outcomes.

Point Number

81.80

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Section 1.12.6 Employment and economic growth to clarify whether these are to be considered as strategic objectives or desired
outcomes. If they are to be objectives, rewrite in the style of objectives, indicate the connections to relevant policies, and consider other relief
sought for a separate chapter on the Strategic Direction of the Proposed Plan, and whether these sections would sit better there.

« The submitter supports Sections 1.12.6 in part, but seeks clarity about whether these provisions are to be considered as strategic
objectives, or desired strategic directions/outcomes.

Point Number

8l1.8l

A

y of Decision R ed:

n Reasons:

d Section 1.12.7 Managing change to clarify whether these are to be considered as strategic objectives or desired outcomes. If they are to
be objectives, rewrite in the style of objectives, indicate the connections to relevant policies, and consider other relief sought for a separate
chapter on the Strategic Direction of the Proposed Plan, and whether these sections would sit better there.

« The submitter supports Sections |.12.7 in part, but seeks clarity about whether these provisions are to be considered as strategic
objectives, or desired strategic directions/outcomes.
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Point Number

81.82

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

to be

d Section 1.12.8 Strategic objectives to clarify whether these are to be considered as strategic objectives or desired outcomes. If they are
objectives, rewrite in the style of objectives, indicate the connections to relevant policies, and consider other relief sought for a separate

chapter on the Strategic Direction of the Proposed Plan, and whether these sections would sit better there.

« The submitter supports Section 1.12.8 in part, but seeks clarity about whether these provisions are to be considered as strategic
objectives, or desired strategic directions/outcomes.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.83

Retain Section |.4.4 The urban environment, subject to the amendments sought in previous submissions for Policy 4.6.3 to show that the
requirements of the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.

« The submitter supports the stated approach of maintaining the productive capacity of Waikato District’s rural resource and ensuring
that population growth and urban development results in high — amenity urban areas.

« The ‘centres based’ approach to retail development in Waikato District is also supported, as is accommodation of growth in a more
compact urban form that is underpinned by robust master and structure planning exercises and aligned with the agreed Future Proof
settlement pattern.

« These approaches assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS’ policies in respect of a strategic, integrated approach to growth
and the provision of infrastructure, but should more clearly articulate the district’s responsibilities and proposed responses in respect of
urban growth management (see submission points on NPS-UDC — submission points 81.14 and 81.15).

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

81.84

Retain |.5.1 Compact urban development, subject to amendments sought in previous submissions for Policy 4.6.3 to show that the requirements
of the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.

The submitter supports the stated approach of maintaining the productive capacity of Waikato District’s rural resource and ensuring
that population growth and urban development results in high — amenity urban areas.

The ‘centres based’ approach to retail development in Waikato District is also supported, as is accommodation of growth in a more
compact urban form that is underpinned by robust master and structure planning exercises and aligned with the agreed Future Proof
settlement pattern.

These approaches assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS’ policies in respect of a strategic, integrated approach to growth
and the provision of infrastructure, but should more clearly articulate the district’s responsibilities and proposed responses in respect of
urban growth management (see submission points on NPS-UDC — submission points 81.14 and 81.15).

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.85

Retain 1.5.2 Planning for urban growth and development, subject to amendments sought in previous submissions for Policy 4.6.3 to show that
the requirements of the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.

« The submitter supports the stated approach of maintaining the productive capacity of Waikato District’s rural resource and ensuring
that population growth and urban development results in high — amenity urban areas.

« The ‘centres based’ approach to retail development in Waikato District is also supported, as is accommodation of growth in a more
compact urban form that is underpinned by robust master and structure planning exercises and aligned with the agreed Future Proof
settlement pattern.

« These approaches assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS’ policies in respect of a strategic, integrated approach to growth
and the provision of infrastructure, but should more clearly articulate the district’s responsibilities and proposed responses in respect of
urban growth management (see submission points on NPS-UDC — submission points 81.14 and 81.15).

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.86

Retain Section 1.5.3 Cross-boundary issues subject to amendments sought in previous submissions for Policy 4.6.3 to show that the
requirements of the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.

« The submitter supports the stated approach of maintaining the productive capacity of Waikato District’s rural resource and ensuring
that population growth and urban development results in high —amenity urban areas.

« The ‘centres based’ approach to retail development in Waikato District is also supported, as is accommodation of growth in a more
compact urban form that is underpinned by robust master and structure planning exercises and aligned with the agreed Future Proof
settlement pattern.

« These approaches assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS’ policies in respect of a strategic, integrated approach to growth
and the provision of infrastructure, but should more clearly articulate the district’s responsibilities and proposed responses in respect of
urban growth management (see submission points on NPS-UDC — submission points 81.14 and 81.15).

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.87

Retain Section |.5.4 Urban growth, subject to amendments sought in previous submissions for Policy 4.6.3 to show that the requirements of
the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.

.

The submitter supports the stated approach of maintaining the productive capacity of Waikato District’s rural resource and ensuring
that population growth and urban development results in high — amenity urban areas.

The ‘centres based’ approach to retail development in Waikato District is also supported, as is accommodation of growth in a more
compact urban form that is underpinned by robust master and structure planning exercises and aligned with the agreed Future Proof
settlement pattern.

These approaches assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS’ policies in respect of a strategic, integrated approach to growth
and the provision of infrastructure, but should more clearly articulate the district’s responsibilities and proposed responses in respect of
urban growth management (see submission points on NPS-UDC — submission points 81.14 and 81.15).

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision R ed:

81.88

Retain Section 1.5.5 Services and general infrastructure, subject to amendments sought in previous submissions for Policy 4.6.3 to show that the
requirements of the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.
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Decision Reasons:

The submitter supports the stated approach of maintaining the productive capacity of Waikato District’s rural resource and ensuring
that population growth and urban development results in high —amenity urban areas.

The ‘centres based’ approach to retail development in Waikato District is also supported, as is accommodation of growth in a more
compact urban form that is underpinned by robust master and structure planning exercises and aligned with the agreed Future Proof
settlement pattern.

These approaches assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS’ policies in respect of a strategic, integrated approach to growth
and the provision of infrastructure, but should more clearly articulate the district’s responsibilities and proposed responses in respect of
urban growth management (see submission points on NPS-UDC — submission points 81.14 and 81.15).

.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.89

Retain Section 1.5.6 Transport and logistics, subject to amendments sought in previous submissions for Policy 4.6.3 to show that the
requirements of the 2017 National Policy Statement on Urban Capacity (NPS-UDC) have been considered.

.

The submitter supports the stated approach of maintaining the productive capacity of Waikato District’s rural resource and ensuring
that population growth and urban development results in high — amenity urban areas.

The ‘centres based’ approach to retail development in Waikato District is also supported, as is accommodation of growth in a more
compact urban form that is underpinned by robust master and structure planning exercises and aligned with the agreed Future Proof
settlement pattern.

These approaches assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS’ policies in respect of a strategic, integrated approach to growth
and the provision of infrastructure, but should more clearly articulate the district’s responsibilities and proposed responses in respect of
urban growth management (see submission points on NPS-UDC — submission points 81.14 and 81.15).

Point Number 81.90

S y of Decision R ed: A d Section 1.5.6 (c) Transport and logistics to correctly reference the Waikato Regional Land Transport Plan (RLTP).
AND
Amend Section |.5 Transport and logistics to reference the development of a Hamilton to Auckland passenger rail service that will run through
the Waikato District.

Decision Reasons:

« Section |.5.6(a) Transport and logistics talks about the need to promote a more regional and holistic consideration of the interactions
between land use and transport infrastructure.

« There is an opportunity to reference the RLTP, as a document that sets out the strategic framework for land transport in the Waikato
Region, including funding.

+ Note Section 1.5.6(c) references the Regional Land Transport Strategy.

« This has now been replaced under the Land Transport Management Act by the Regional Land Transport Plan and the Proposed District
Plan needs to be updated to reflect this.

« The Proposed Plan’s statement in section 1.5.6(c) that public passenger transport will be supported by urban subdivision designs that
promote efficient transport routes aligns with regional planning documents. Note that discussion of commuter rail services in section
1.5.6(d) only talks about advocacy for a passenger rail service extension between Pukekohe and Pokeno. The potential for a Hamilton to
Auckland passenger rail service currently being investigated should also be acknowledged.

Point Number 81.91

S y of Decision R ed: A d Section 1.10.2.3 Waikato Region strategies and plans to correctly reference the Waikato Regional Land Transport Plan
AND
Amend Section .10 Integration of district plan with other plans and documents to reference the development of a Hamilton to Auckland
passenger rail service that will run through the Waikato District.

Decision Reasons:

+ Need to update reference to the recently adopted “2018 Update to the Waikato Regional Land Transport Plan 2015-2045" in the list of
Waikato region strategies and plans in section 1.10.2.3.

« This section would also benefit from a brief outline on the importance of the RLTP for the Waikato District, as the RLTP contains
important policy on regionally significant road and rail infrastructure and the integration of land use and infrastructure.

Point Number 81.92
S y of Decision R ed: A d Chapter 3.1 Indi

Decision Reasons:

Vegetation and Habitats to provide for the opportunity to offset non-significant biodiversity.

« The submitter is generally supportive of Section 3.1 indigenous Vegetation and Habitats. However a number of amendments are sought
in order to give effect to the WRPS and New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement.
« No Hierarchy or offsetting for non-significant biodiversity as per 11.1/ 11.1.3 WRPS.

Point Number

81.93

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 3.1.1 Biodiversity and ecosystems to clearly state that the outcome that is being worked towards is to achieve no net loss.

+ The Proposed District Plan does not clearly state that is seeks to maintain or enhance biodiversity in order to work towards achieving

no net loss.
« Policy I1.1(a), Implementation Method |1.1.3 and 11.2.2 of the WRPS seek to achieve no net loss.
Point Number 81.94
S y of Decision R ed: A d Chapter 3. Indigenous Vegetation and Habitats to provide a mitigation hierarchy for indigenous biodiversity outside of an Significant

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

Natural Area.

« Policy 3.2.4 provides for offsetting where there are significant residual effects on indigenous biodiversity outside of an SNA. However,
there is no policy that sets out a mitigation hierarchy for indigenous biodiversity outside of an SNA. It is important to link offsetting to a
mitigation hierarchy to ensure that adverse effects are avoided, remedied or mitigated before offsetting significant residual adverse
effects is considered.

« Implementation Method I1.1.3 of the WRPS provides direction in terms of biodiversity offsets for indigenous biodiversity outside of
SNA:s. Implementation Method |1.1.3 (a)(ii) states that district plans should promote biodiversity offsets as a way to achieve no net loss
of indigenous biodiversity where significant residual adverse effects are unable to be avoided, remedied or mitigated.
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Point Number

81.95

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

d Section 3.2 Significant Natural Areas to ensure that policies related to indigenous biodiversity outside of Significant Natural Area are not
under section 3.2 Significant Natural Areas,

There are provisions in section 3.2 SNAs that apply to indigenous biodiversity outside of an SNA.

« Implementation Method |1.1.3 of the WRPS provides direction in terms of biodiversity offsets for indigenous biodiversity outside of
SNAs.
« Implementation Method |1.1.3 (a)(ii) states that district plans should promote biodiversity offsets as a way to achieve no net loss of

indigenous biodiversity where significant residual adverse effects are unable to be avoided, remedied or mitigated.

Point Number

81.96

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 3.1 Indi Vegetation and Habitats to ensure that policies related to indigenous biodiversity outside of Significant Natural
Area are not under section 3.2 Significant Natural Areas.

There are provisions in section 3.2 SNAs that apply to indigenous biodiversity outside of an SNA.

« Implementation Method |1.1.3 of the WRPS provides direction in terms of biodiversity offsets for indigenous biodiversity outside of
SNAs.
« Implementation Method 11.1.3 (a)(ii) states that district plans should promote biodiversity offsets as a way to achieve no net loss of

indigenous biodiversity where significant residual adverse effects are unable to be avoided, remedied or mitigated.

Point Number

81.97

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 3.1.2(c) Policies as follows:

(c) Provide for the removal of Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood or arts and crafts on a sustainable basis.

« The level of Manuka or Kanuka removal identified in 22.2.7 P2 and the purpose of that removal is acceptable to the submitter. However,
further detail needs to be added to the policy to ensure that the effects of this type of clearance remain minor.
« This is in line with the WRPS Implementation Method |1.1.4.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.98

Retain Objective 3.2.1 Significant Natural Areas.

« Objective 3.2.1 is supported as it gives effect to Policy 11.2 of the WRPS.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.99

Retain Policy 3.2.2 Identify and Recognise.

« The submitter supports the approach of identification and mapping of SNAs. This approach provides landowners with greater certainty
and assists with achieving Policy 11.2 of WRPS.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

81.100

Retain Schedule 30.5 Urban Allotment.

« The submitter supports the approach of identification and mapping of SNAs. This approach provides landowners with greater certainty
and assists with achieving Policy I1.2 of WRPS.
« The submitter also supports the inclusion of Schedule 30.5 which contains a schedule of SNAs on urban environment allotments.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

81.101

Retain identification of Significant Natural Area's on planning maps.

« The submitter supports the approach of identification and mapping of SNAs. This approach provides landowners with greater certainty
and assists with achieving Policy 11.2 of WRPS.

Point Number

81.102

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 3.2.3 M hierarchy as follows:

(a) Recognise and protect indigenous biodiversity within Significant Natural Areas by:

(i) avoiding the-significant adverse effects of vegetation clearance and the disturbance of habitats-wrless-specific-activiti d-tob- bled:
(ii) remedying any effects that cannot be avoided; then
(iii) mitigating any effects that cannot be remedied; and

(iv) after remediation or mitigation has been undertaken, offset ery-sigri idual more than minor adverse effects in accordance with Policy 3.2.4.

Policy 3.2.3 is generally supported; however, some amendments are required to ensure that the Policy gives effect to Implementation
Method 11.2.2 of the WRPS.

Policy 3.2.3(a)(i) states that significant adverse effects will be avoided unless specific activities need to be enabled. Firstly, the policy sets
the bar at ‘significant adverse effects’ being avoided.

.
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+ Implementation Method 11.2.2(b) of the WRPS requires that all adverse effects are avoided.

« Secondly, no further guidance is provided on what the specific activities that need to be enabled are. This is potentially referring to those
circumstances covered by Policy 3.2.1 of the Proposed Plan, however it is not clear. Implementation Method 11.1.4 of the WRPS
recognises that some activities with minor adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity may be permitted.

« In addition, Policy 3.2.3(a)(iv) requires that any significant residual adverse effects be offset. WRPS Method |1.2.2(d) requires offsets
where more than minor residual adverse effects remain. ‘Significant’ is a much higher threshold than ‘more than minor’ and may result in
residual adverse effects not being addressed.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.103
d. A d Policy 3.2.4 Biodiversity Offsetting to address biodiversity offsets in relation to indigenous biodiversity outside of Significant Natural
Areas.

« As currently worded, Policy 3.2.4(a) addresses biodiversity offsets in both SNA’s and indigenous biodiversity outside of SNAs. The rest
of the Policy only addresses offsets in relation to SNAs. It is important that offsetting in relation to indigenous biodiversity outside of
SNA's is also subject to a robust assessment framework.

+ Outside of SNA’s, WRPS Implementation Method 11.1.3(a)(ii) promotes biodiversity offsets where significant residual adverse effects
remain. Within SNA’s, WRPS Method |1.2.2(d) requires offsets where more than minor residual adverse effects remain.

« Policy 3.2.4 is intended to apply to both SNA and indigenous biodiversity outside of SNA. However it comes under section 3.2 SNAs.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

81.104

ed Retain Objective 3.3.1 Outstanding natural features and landscapes.

Decision Reasons:

+ Objective 3.3.1 is supported as it gives effect to Objective 3.20 and Policy 2.1 of the WRPS.

Point Number

81.105

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d. A d Section 3.3 Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes to require that adverse effects of activities on the values and characteristics of
Outstanding Natural Feature Landscapes are avoided in the coastal environment.

« The policy framework under section 3.3 takes the same approach to Outstanding natural features and landscapes (ONFL) regardless of
whether they are in the coastal environment or outside of the coastal environment. Policy 6.2(c), Implementation Method 12.1.1 (a)(i) of
the WRPS and Policy |5 of the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement require that the adverse effects of activities on ONFL are
avoided. Policy 3.3.3 (iv) of the Proposed Plan talks about avoiding, however that is only in the context of two specific activities;
extractive industries and earthworks.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.106

d. A d Section 3.3 Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes to ensure that, for areas outside of the coastal environment, the hierarchy set
out in Implementation Method 12.1.1(a)(ii) of the WRPS is reflected. l.e. avoid adverse effects, where avoidance is not possible remedy or
mitigate.

« For areas outside of the coastal environment, the policy framework in section 3.3 does not reflect the mitigation hierarchy that is
expressed in Implementation Method 12.1.1(a)(ii) of the WRPS that is avoid adverse effects of activities on the values and characteristics
of ONFL, and if avoidance is not possible remedy or mitigate the adverse effects.

Point Number

81.107

d. A d Section 3.3 Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes to address cumulative adverse effects.

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

« The policies do not specifically address cumulative adverse effects as required by Policy 12.1 of the WRPS.

Point Number

8l.108

ed: Retain objectives, policies, rules and maps for Significant Amenity Landscapes.

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports the approach to significant amenity landscapes as a way to give effect to Policy 12.3 of the WRPS.

Point Number

81.109

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Retain Objective 3.5.1 Natural character.

« Objective 3.5.1 is supported as it gives effect to Objective 3.22 of the WRPS.

Point Number

81110

s y of Decision R

Retain Objective 4.1.1 Strategic, except for the amendments sought below

Decision Reasons:

OR

Amend Objective 4.1.1 Strategic to ensure that these provisions provide a focused, integrated strategic direction in respect of the districts
urban environments.

OR

Add to Objective 4.1. Strategic additional Objectives to ensure that these provisions provide a focused, integrated strategic direction in respect
of the district’s urban environments.
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« Objective 4.1.1 issupported in part as they will assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS and the Future Proof Strategy
Planning for Growth 2017’s (Future Proof Strategy’s) direction for Waikato District’s urban environment.

+ Amendments (or additional objectives) are required to: provide more focussed, integrated strategic direction for the district’s urban
environments; relating to accommodating urban growth and development in Waikato District; and give effect to the National Policy
Statement on Urban Development Capacity (NPS-UDC) and the WRPS.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

8LII

Retain Objective 4.1.2 Urban growth and development, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Objective 4.1.2 Urban growth and development to ensure that these provisions provide a focused, integrated strategic direction in
respect of the district's urban environments.

OR

Add to Objective 4.1.1 Urban growth and development additional Objectives to ensure that these provisions provide a focused, integrated
strategic direction in respect of the district’s urban environments.

« Objective 4.1.2 is supported in part as they will assist to some extent with giving effect to the WRPS and the Future Proof Strategy
Planning for Growth 2017’s (Future Proof Strategy’s) direction for Waikato District’s urban environment.

+ Amendments (or additional objectives) are required to: provide more focussed, integrated strategic direction for the district’s urban
environments; relating to accommodating urban growth and development in Waikato District; and give effect to the National Policy
Statement on Urban Development Capacity (NPS-UDC) and the WRPS.

Point Number

8l.112

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d Objective 4.1.1 Strategic as follows to:
- Clarify whether it applies to both urban and rural communities
- More explicitly refer to planned growth and development that is integrated with infrastructure provision;

- Specify what proportion of the additional dwellings to be created between 2018-2045 are to be provided within the 10 year timeframe for this
district plan and whether they will be serviced; and

- Identify what portion of the additional dwellings to be provided are anticipated to be located within the district’s urban environments.

The Objective fails to provide direction on other matters critical to ensuring thriving, sustainable urban environments, including the
management of natural or ecological values in the urban environment and management of conflicts between rural and urban
environments or different types of urban activities, such as those of an industrial and residential nature.

The submitter considers that additional strategic objectives should be included to address these matters.

To meet the requirements of the NPS-UDC there should also be an objective that sets out the district’s minimum targets for sufficient,
feasible development capacity for housing, with associated policies. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.14, 6.16 and 6.17).

.

Point Number

81113

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 4.1.2 Urban Growth and Development to:

- Clarify that urban growth and development is only to occur within and around towns and villages identified in the settlement pattern set out in
the Future Proof Strategy and WRPS; and

- Direct that urban growth and development will only occur where there is existing or planned supporting infrastructure.

.

The Objective fails to provide direction on other matters critical to ensuring thriving, sustainable urban environments, including the
management of natural or ecological values in the urban environment and management of conflicts between rural and urban
environments or different types of urban activities, such as those of an industrial and residential nature.

The submitter considers that additional strategic objectives should be included to address these matters.

To meet the requirements of the NPS-UDC there should also be an objective that sets out the district’s minimum targets for sufficient,
feasible development capacity for housing, with associated policies. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.14, 6.16 and 6.17).

This submission point is the same as that of 81.117 except that it refers to Objective 4.1.1 rather than 4.1.2.

Point Number

ed:

8l.114

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 4.1.3 Location of development
OR

Amend Policy 4.1.3 Location of development to include additional policy for urban residential activities that is similar to Policy 4.1.6. The
additional policy should specify:

- Which of the plan’s residential zones are to apply in the district’s urban towns and villages;

il subdivisi I

- That rural-r and develop is not to occur in urban areas;

- Exactly what is meant by the term ‘infrastructure’ as used in the policy, for example if it includes on-site waste water treatment, such as might
be used in rural towns and villages; and

- That urban residential development is to occur primarily in accordance with the Future Proof Strategy (and any additional locations identified
through the Future Proof update and Auckland to Hamilton Spatial Plan currently underway) where infrastructure to support development of an
urban nature is or will be available over the term of the district plan; and whether and which of these locations are identified as priority growth
areas for the district.

.

Policy direction similar to that contained in Policy 4.1.6 in respect of the zoning and location of commercial and industrial development
should be included in respect of residential development.

The policy should identify the zones that provide for urban scale residential development; the specific towns and villages where it is
envisaged that residential growth and development is to occur, consistent with the Future Proof Strategy, and giving effect to the WRPS;
and which of these the district intends to prioritise for growth and infrastructure provision over the term of the plan.

Stage 2 of the Future Proof Strategy Update may have changes to the current settlement pattern, and these should be reflected in the
district plan provisions.

Point Number

ed:

8l.115

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Policy 4.1.3 Location of development to take into account high class soils, significant natural areas, outstanding natural features and
landscapes, natural character and hazards.
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Policy 4.1.3 also directs the location of urban development, however, does not take into account consideration of high class soils, SNAs,
outstanding natural features and landscapes, natural character and hazards.

This policy should be expanded to take these into account, giving effect to the WRPS provisions such as Policies 14.2, 13.2, 12.1 and 6.1
among others. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.6, 6.14 and Section 6A).

Point Number

8l.ll6

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 4.1.4 — Staging of development to include details on how subdivision, use and development of new urban areas within urban
towns and villages is to be integrated and staged in areas where a ‘live’ zoning is proposed, but where infrastructure does not currently exist or is
not planned to be provided over the timeframe of the district plan.

« This policy is supported as it will assist with ensuring a co-ordinated approach to infrastructure provisions and integration of growth and
infrastructure provision, however, it does not provide clear guidance on how infrastructure and staging of development will be
integrated. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.14 and Section 6A).

Point Number

8l.117

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 4.1.5 Density to indicate that in the Residential zone closest to Business Town Centre zones, it is anticipated that a higher density
per hectare is to be achieved.

« It is anticipated that a higher density per hectare is to be achieved.

« The submitter is concerned that the proposed densities for the Residential and Village zones do not accurately reflect the Future Proof
density targets and the WRPS’ Policy 6.15 Density targets for the Future Proof area.

« The WRPS targets are expressed as average gross density targets, are specific to greenfield developments for identified towns in
Waikato District, and there are no specific densities provided for the district’s established urban environments.

« Higher minimum densities than those proposed are more appropriate for established residential areas immediately adjacent to the
Business Town Centre zones.

« Higher residential densities around this zone would better support public transport and other infrastructure, the commercial vitality of
the town centre and promote people Ilvmg, working and playing in their local town centres. The submitter notes that the draft North
Waikato | d Growth M Business Case states that a density of approximately |7 dwellings per hectare would
be required to support a commuter train service at Tuakau.

« The submission notes that this submission point should be read in conjunction with submission 81.18

Point Number

8l.118

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 4.1.5 Density to indicate a higher minimum density than is currently proposed for serviced sites within the Village Zone.

+ Concerned that the proposed minimum density of 8-10 households per hectare for sites in the Village Zone where public reticulated
services can be provided does not give effect to the WRPS’ Policy 6.15, which seeks to achieve compact urban environments.

« The density proposed for the Village Zone is equivalent to the WRPS’ direction for density in greenfield developments in Waikato’s rural
villages, and is an average gross density target.

« Densities for these serviced sites should more resemble those in the Residential Zone. This would assist with promoting a more
compact, sustainable urban form and supporting efficient infrastructure provision.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

8L.119

Retain Policy 4.1.6 Commercial and industrial activities.

« Policy 4.1.6 is supported.
« This policy will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction regarding the location of commercial and industrial activities.
(Note: WRPS Policies 6.1; 6.14; 6.16; and Section 6A).

Point Number

81.120

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 4.1.7 Character of towns to ensure that these provisions provide a focused/integrated and strategic direction in respect of the
district's urban environments.

OR

Amend Objective 4.1.7 Character of towns to add additional objectives to better support and align with the matters covered by the associated
policies, including that the existing residential and commerecial character of the district’s urban environments is to be maintained and enhanced by
new growth and development.

Provisions supported in part, but the submitter considers however that the Objective, including its title, does not align well with the
content of the associated policies insofar as the policies address a broader range of matters than are included in the Objective, including
subdivision, density, landscape characteristics and reverse sensitivity issues.

The submitter considers that the objective should be amended, or new objectives added, to ensure better alignment with related
policies. For example, the objective should address the issue of new development connecting well with the existing built environment.
The submission includes some detail about why they support the provisions (in part).

The submission notes the relevant sections of the WRPS.

.

.

Point Number

8l.121

A

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d provisions to provide more detailed guidance about the future urban outcomes (including residential, business and industrial uses) for
the centres, particularly in relation to density, location of growth areas, the timing and staging of new development, and its integration with the
existing towns.

« As proposed, the plan contains no zone descriptions that could assist with an understanding of the desired urban outcomes for the
Residential, Village, Industrial and Business zones.
« The submission notes the relevant sections of the WRPS.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

81.122

A

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d to include additional provisions, including Objectives, Policies, zone descriptions and references to the design guidelines in Appendix 3,
character statements for specific towns and villages in Appendix 10 and structure plans included in other appendices to the plan, to assist with an
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Decision Reasons:

understanding of the particular character, development focus and desired, strategic outcome(s) for each of the identified towns and villages; and
how these outcomes are to be achieved.

.

There is no cross-referencing to the design guidelines in Appendix 3 which are the focus of Policies 4.1.10-4.1.18, the character
statements for specific towns and villages in Appendix 10 and structure plans included in other appendices to the plan.
Cross-referencing to these provisions would assist with better achieving Objective 4.1.7, and provide greater clarity and understanding
about the particular character, development focus and desired outcome(s) for each of the identified towns and villages.

The submission notes the relevant sections of the WRPS.

Point Number

81.123

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d to include cross-referencing to Policies in Section 4.5 Business and Business Town Centre Zones, including Policies 4.5.14 — 4.5.19, and
any other relevant sections of the plan, to enable plan users to obtain a full understanding of the policy direction in relation to the character of
these places, and for an integrated approach to be taken to their growth and development.

« The policies sitting under this Objective should be cross-referenced to Policies in Section 4.5 Business and Business Town Centre Zones,
including Policies 4.5.14 — 4.5.19, and any other relevant sections of the plan. This would enable plan users to obtain a full understanding
of the policy direction in relation to the desired settlement patterns and urban outcomes of these places, and for an integrated approach
to be taken to their growth and development.

« The submission notes the relevant sections of the WRPS.

Point Number

8l.124

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d rules in Chapter 16: Residential Zone to capture the intended location specific character and density sought.

« There are no rules or other methods in Chapters 16 that are clearly targeted to achieve the outcomes sought for particular towns and
villages identified in Policies 4.10-4.1.18.
« The submission notes the relevant sections of the WRPS.

Point Number

81.125

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d rules in Chapter 17 : Business Zone to capture the intended location specific character and density sought.

« There are no rules or other methods in Chapter |7 that are clearly targeted to achieve the outcomes sought for particular towns and
villages identified in Policies 4.10-4.1.18.
« The submission notes the relevant sections of the WRPS.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

8l.126

Retain Objective 4.2.16 Housing options.

« The submitter supports this objective as it assists with giving effect to the WRPS’ direction relating to the integration of land use with
public transport: WRPS Policies 6.1; Policy 6.3 and Section 6A.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

81.127

Retain Policy 4.2.17 Housing types.

« The submitter supports this Policy as it assists with giving effect to the WRPS’ direction relating to the integration of land use with
public transport: WRPS Policies 6.1; Policy 6.3 and Section 6A.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.128

Retain Policy 4.2.18 Multi-unit development.

« The submitter supports this Policy as it assists with giving effect to the WRPS’ direction relating to the integration of land use with
public transport: WRPS Policies 6.1; Policy 6.3 and Section 6A.

Point Number

81.129

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 4.3.1 Village Zone character to include a description or explanation of the character and purpose of the Village Zone
including anticipated intensity of development.

Submitter seeks amendments to provisions to provide greater clarity about critical elements of the character of the Village Zone that is
to be maintained, (for example, the rationale behind the desired intensity of development) and to make a stronger correlation between
infrastructure provision and the outcomes sought in terms of the zone.

The submitter is concerned that in combination, the minimum density of 8-10 households per hectare for Village Zone sites proposed in
2

.

Policy 4.1.5 Density where public reticulated services can be provided, and the requirement for a 3000m“ minimum lot size (Rule 24.4.1)
promote a rural rather than an urban outcome for the Village Zone.

This would not achieve the sustainable, compact urban form necessary to support efficient, effective transport and other infrastructure

services.
The submitter is also of the view that the density policy and subdivision rule promote a settlement pattern that will be difficult to change
if additional, more intensive development is required to provide for future growth around the district’s urban settlements.

Point Number

81.130

y of Decision Req

A d Policy 4.3.2 Character to provide greater clarity about the character of the Village Zone; to make a stronger correlation between
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Decision Reasons:

infrastructure provision and the outcomes sought in terms of the Village zone; and to remove reference to ‘semi-rural character’.

Submitter seeks amendments to the provisions to provide greater clarity about critical elements of the character of the Village Zone
that is to be maintained, (for example, the rationale behind the desired intensity of development) and to make a stronger correlation
between infrastructure provision and the outcomes sought in terms of the zone.

The submitter is concerned that in combination, the minimum density of 8-10 households per hectare for Village Zone sites proposed in

Policy 4.1.5 Density where public reticulated services can be provided, and the requirement for a 3000m2 minimum lot size (Rule 24.4.1)
promote a rural rather than an urban outcome for the Village zone. This would not achieve the sustainable, compact urban form
necessary to support efficient, effective transport and other infrastructure services.

The submitter is also of the view that the density policy and subdivision rule promote a settlement pattern that will be difficult to change
if additional, more intensive development is required to provide for future growth around the district’s urban settlements.

The ‘semi-rural character’ reference is inappropriate for a zone that is to be used to manage activities in an urban environment.

.

.

Point Number

81.131

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d Policy 4.3.3 Future development —Tuakau and Te Kowhai, to provide greater clarity about the urban outcomes sought for the Village
Zone, including anticipated development density; to make a stronger correlation between infrastructure provision and the outcomes sought for
the zone; and to remove reference to ‘semi-rural character’

« The submitter questions the extent to which it will achieve Objective 4.3.1 Village Zone character, to which it relates.

« The submitter submits that the policy should be amended to provide greater clarity about the Village Zone character that is to be
maintained, including anticipated density of development, and to make a stronger correlation between subdivision, infrastructure
provision and the outcomes sought in terms of the Village zone. In addition changes resulting from the Auckland-Hamilton Corridor
Spatial Plan and Future Proof Strategy Phase 2 Review may influence whether this zoning is appropriate in these locations (Note: WRPS
Policies 6.1, 6.3 and Section 6A).

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.132

Retain Policy 4.3.11 Maintain residential function.

« The submitter supports this Policy, as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction relating to the Future Proof
settlement pattern. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.14 and Section 6A).

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.133

Retain Policy 4.5.1 Commercial function and purpose.

« This Policy assists with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction relating to the Future Proof settlement pattern and commercial
development in the Future Proof area. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.14, 6.16, Section 6A; and Table 6-4).

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.134

Retain Policy 4.5.2 Commercial function and purpose.

« This Policy assists with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction relating to the Future Proof settlement pattern and commercial
development in the Future Proof area. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.14, 6.16, Section 6A; and Table 6-4).

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.135

Retain Policy 4.5.3 Commercial purpose: Business Town Centre Zone.

« This Policy assists with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction relating to the Future Proof settlement pattern and commercial
development in the Future Proof area. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.14, 6.16, Section 6A; and Table 6-4).

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.136

Retain Policy 4.5.4 Commercial purpose: Business Zone.

« This Policy assists with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction relating to the Future Proof settlement pattern and commercial
development in the Future Proof area. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.14, 6.16, Section 6A; and Table 6-4).

Point Number

81.137

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d maps to show identified Neighbourhood Centres within the planning maps and not only on master and structure plans.

« The submitter seeks clarity that Neighbourhood Centres will be depicted on the Planning maps, and not only on master and structure
plans.
« The submission also states that WRC supports Policy 4.5.7 in principal but subject to the relief sought.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

81.138

Retain Policy 4.5.13 Town centre built form.
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« This policy gives effect to the WRPS’ direction on encouraging walking, cycling and multi-modal transport and maximising opportunities
for people to live, work and play within their local areas. (Note: WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.14, 6.16, Section and Table 6-4.)

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.139

Retain Objective 4.6.1 Economic growth of industry.

« This objective will assist with maintaining the Future Proof settlement pattern and retaining industrial activities primarily within identified
industrial nodes. (Note WRPS Policy 6.1.4)

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.140

Retain Policy 4.6.4 Maintain industrial land for industrial purposes.

« The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with maintaining the Future Proof settlement pattern, retaining industrial activities
primarily within identified industrial nodes and managing reverse sensitivity issues. (Note WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.14 and Section 6A.)

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.141

Retain Objective 4.6.6 Manage adverse effects.

« The submitter supports this Objective as it assists with giving effect to the WRPS direction relating to the need to have regard to
reverse sensitivity effects. (Note WRPS Policy 6.1 and Section 6A).
« The submission should be read in conjunction with submission point 81.147 (submission on Policy 4.6.7)

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.142

Retain Policy 4.6.7 Management of adverse effects within industrial zones.

« The submitter supports this Policy as it assists with giving effect to the WRPS direction relating to the need to have regard to reverse
sensitivity effects. (Note WRPS Policy 6.1 and Section 6A)
« The submission should be read in conjunction with submission point 81.146 (submission on Objective 4.6.6).

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.143

Retain Objective 4.7.1 Subdivision and Land Use Integration.

« This will give effect to the WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.3 and Section 6A regarding a planned, co-ordinated approach to subdivision, use and
development and infrastructure provision.

Point Number

81.144

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d Rule [4.11.1.1 PI Permitted Activities to add advice notes regarding the Waikato Stormwater Management Guideline and Waikato
Stormwater Runoff Modelling Guideline.

« A note should be provided referring to following the guidance provided in the Waikato Regional Council's Waikato Stormwater
Management Guideline and Waikato Stormwater Runoff Modelling Guidelines.

Point Number

81.145

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 14.11.2 RDI Restricted Discretionary Activities to include a new point (c) as follows:

(c)_The potential for adverse effects to the environment in terms of stormwater quantity and stormwater quality effects.

« The effects on the environment of stormwater quality and quantity are not included as a matter of discretion.
« This change is recommended to ensure that storm water systems are appropriately designed to address potential adverse effects to the
environment.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

8l.146
A d the Section 32 analysis of the road hierarchy to ensure that the One Network Road Classification has been considered when forming
Table 14.12.5.5.

+ The NZ Transport Agency has developed the One Network Road Classification as a tool to categorise roads based on their use, and to
subsequently fund the road infrastructure accordingly. Clarification is sought that the road hierarchy reflects the actual and future
anticipated levels of movement, in alignment with the One Network Road Classification, as this will influence the availability of funding,
and may affect the ability of the road network infrastructure to meet the requirements of users and the associated land uses.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

81.147

Retain Table 14.12.5.10 Required bicycle spaces.
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« Support requirement for bicycle spaces for all activities in section 14.12.5.10 to facilitate the uptake of cycling. The Waikato Regional
Land Transport Plan supports the provision for alternative modes of transport, such as cycling.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

81.148

Retain Rule 16.1.2 P3 Permitted Activities.

« The submitter supports the rule’s encouragement for location of retirement villages within 400 metres walking distance of public
transport, as this assists with giving effect to the WRPS Policies 6.1 and 6.3, and Section 6A Development Principles.
« It also assists with giving effect to the Proposed Plan’s Objective 4.2.16 Housing options and Policy 4.2.17 Housing types.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

81.149

Add to Rule 16.1.3 RD | A Multi-Unit development a new condition as follows:

The development is either serviced by or within 400m walking distance of public transport.

« The submitter supports the provision and considers that it will assist to some degree with the achievement of Objective 4.2.16 Staging
options and Policies 2.2.17 Housing types and 4.2.18 Multi-unit development, however considers that there should be an incentive in the
rule, similar to Rule 16.1.2 Permitted Activities - P3 to encourage this type of development to locate within 400 metres walking distance of
public transport.

« This would assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ direction in Policies 6.1, 6.3 and Section 6A Development Principles.

Point Number

81.150

d Rule 14.11.1.1 P Permitted Activities to include additional clauses that address:

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

« Water quality treatment
« Downstream erosion and scour effects

« Cumulative volume effects.

+ Wording is proposed to support a shift to low impact design stormwater management systems that manage stormwater at source
through retention devices rather than relying on large detention devices downstream.
« This approach is recommended by the submitter and is outlined in Council’s Waikato Stormwater Management Guideline.

Point Number

81.151

A

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.4.1 RDI Subdivision — General to allow for more intensive subdivision in Residential areas directly adjacent to the Business

Town Centre zones at Huntly, Ngaruawahia, Pokeno, Raglan, Te Kauwhata and Tuakau.

« The submitter is concerned that applying this minimum lot size to areas directly adjacent to the Business Town Centre zones for the
towns of Huntly, Ngaruawahia, Pokeno, Raglan, Te Kauwhata and Tuakau will not enable the achievement of a range of the plan’s
objectives and policies for the urban environment, including those relating to housing choice; density aligned with the Future Proof
Strategy; and promotion of subdivision, land use and development that encourages thriving, sustainable town centres, and integrates
with and is supportive of provision of public transport and other infrastructure.

Submission refers to WRPS Policies 6.1 Planned and co-ordinated subdivision, use and develop Policy 6.3 Co-ordir
infrastructure; Policy 6.16 Commercial development in the Future Proof area; and Section 6A Development principles.

growth and

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.152

Add a new alternative residential or mixed use zone or an overlay to the residential zone, or any other method, that includes objective(s) and
policy(ies) that provide for a more intensive residential pattern around the Business Town Centre zones at Huntly, Ngaruawahia, Pokeno, Raglan,
Te Kauwhata and Tuakau.

« The submitter is concerned that applying this minimum lot size to areas directly adjacent to the Business Town Centre zones for the
towns of Huntly, Ngaruawahia, Pokeno, Raglan, Te Kauwhata and Tuakau will not enable the achievement of a range of the plan’s
objectives and policies for the urban environment, including those relating to housing choice; density aligned with the Future Proof
Strategy; and promotion of subdivision, land use and development that encourages thriving, sustainable town centres, and integrates
with and is supportive of provision of public transport and other infrastructure.

« Submission refers to WRPS Policies 6.1 Planned and co-ordinated subdivision, use and P Policy 6.3 C
infrastructure; Policy 6.16 Commercial development in the Future Proof area; and Section 6A Development principles.

ing growth and

Point Number

81.153

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 17.1.2 Permitted Activities — P| Commercial activity and P2 Commercial services to clarify which particular activities are

appropriate for each zone.

« These rules allow for commercial activity and commercial services as permitted activities in both the Business and Business Town
Centre zones.

+ Allowing the same activities to occur in both zones creates unnecessary and inappropriate competition between the Town Centre and
Business Zones, and does not promote a supportive, complimentary role for them.

« This is not consistent with the policy approach set out in Section 4.5, which seeks to encourage a wide range of commercial activities in
both zones, the town centres focusing on retail, administration, commercial and civic centre activities, the Business Zone discouraging
small scale retail and focusing on large format retail.

« The submitter seeks clarification about the rationale behind the rules, and is concerned that they do not give proper effect to the
WRPS’ Policy 6.16 or the policy framework for these zones contained in Section 4.5: of the Proposed Plan.

Point Number

81.154

y of Decision Req ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d Rule 18.1.2 PI Commercial activity and P3 Commercial services to clarify which particular activities are appropriate for each zone.
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ion Reasons:

« These rules allow for Commercial activity and Commercial services as permitted activities in both the Business and Business Town
Centre zones.

« Allowing the same activities to occur in both zones creates unnecessary and inappropriate competition between the Town Centre and
Business Zones, and does not promote a supportive, complimentary role for them.

« This is not consistent with the policy approach set out in Section 4.5, which seeks to encourage a wide range of commercial activities in
both zones, the town centres focusing on retail, administration, commercial and civic centre activities, the Business Zone discouraging
small scale retail and focusing on large format retail.

« The submitter seeks clarification about the rationale behind the rules, and is concerned that they do not give proper effect to the
WRPS’ Policy 6.16 or the policy framework for these zones contained in Section 4.5: of the Proposed Plan.

Point Number

81.155

s y of Decision R

ion Reasons:

ed A d the definitions of "Commercial activity" and "Commercial services" to better distinguish large format from small scale activities.

« These rules allow for Commercial activity and Commercial services as permitted activities in both the Business and Business Town
Centre zones.

« Allowing the same activities to occur in both zones creates unnecessary and inappropriate competition between the Town Centre and
Business Zones, and does not promote a supportive, complimentary role for them.

« This is not consistent with the policy approach set out in Section 4.5, which seeks to encourage a wide range of commercial activities in
both zones, the town centres focusing on retail, administration, commercial and civic centre activities, the Business Zone discouraging
small scale retail and focusing on large format retail.

« The submitter seeks clarification about the rationale behind the rules, and is concerned that they do not give proper effect to the
WRPS’ Policy 6.16 or the policy framework for these zones contained in Section 4.5: of the Proposed Plan.

Point Number

81.156

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d. Add to Rule 17.1.3 - RD | A Multi-Unit development a new condition as follows:

« The submitter supports this provision, however, seeks an incentive in the rule, similar to Rule 16.1.2 P3 to encourage this type of
development to locate within 400 metres walking distance of public transport. This helps to give effects to WRPS Policies 6.1 and 6.3
and Section 6A Development Principles.

« Proposals not meeting the relief sought could be assessed as discretionary activities but has this not been sought this as specific relief.

Point Number

81.157

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

ed: Retain Rule 18.1.3 RDI Restricted Discretionary Activities.

« The submitter supports the provision for multi-unit development in the Business Town Centre Zone, and considers that it will assist
with achieving Objective 4.2.16 and Policies 4.2.17 and 4.2.18.

Point Number

81.158

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

ed: Add to Section 20.5 rules addressing the management of stormwater in the Nau Mai Business Park.

« It appears there are no rules in relation to managing stormwater from development in the Nau Mai Business Park.
« Appropriate low impact stormwater management needs to be undertaken at the Nau Mai Business Park to ensure no adverse
environmental effects from stormwater runoff.

Point Number

81.159

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

ed: Add to Rule 22.1.8 P8 Forestry to have an activity specific condition as follows:

Afforestation must not occur within | Om of a Significant Natural Area.

« The National Environment Standard for Plantation Forestry (NESPF) provides for afforestation as a permitted activity in certain
circumstances.

« Regulation |4 of the NESPF sets out a number of permitted activity conditions. Regulation 4(1)(d) requires that afforestation must not
occur within 10m of an SNA. There are no activity specific conditions that apply to P8 Forestry in the Proposed Plan.

Point Number

8l.160

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

ed d Rule 22.1.5 D15 Discretionary Activities to include afforestation of significant natural areas as a discretionary activity.

« In the Rural Zone “Afforestation of any part of an Outstanding or Natural Character Area or High Natural Character Area” is a
discretionary acti

« National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry Regulation 12 states that afforestation must not occur within a SNA or an
outstanding natural feature or landscape.

« Regulation 16 (1) states that afforestation is a restricted discretionary activity if regulation 12 cannot be met. Regulation 6 provides
certain circumstances in which a rule in a plan can be more stringent than the regulations. These include where a rule gives effect to
NZCPS policies 11, 13, 15 and 22 and matters of national importance (Outstanding Natural Feature Landscape and SNA). Given this, it
is considered that a discretionary activity status is available and appropriate to ensure that the WRPS and NZCPS are given effect to.
However, it is noted that the drafting of D15 should include afforestation as a discretionary activity in SNAs also. As currently drafted it
could be considered a permitted activity under 22.1.2 P8.

Point Number

8l.161

d A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d Rule 22.1.5 D15 Discretionary Activities to make it clear that includes Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural
Landscapes.
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+ The drafting of D15 could be improved to provide certainty as to the areas that it applies to.

Point Number 8l.162

y of Decision Req Clarify the earthwork thresholds (area and volume) for the landscape and natural character areas, across all zones.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter notes that the earthwork thresholds are lower for Landscape and Natural Character Areas in comparison to the rest of
the Rural Zone. This is appropriate to achieve Policy 2.1, 12.2 and 12.3 of the WRPS.

« However, the submitter seeks clarity on what the thresholds are for the second part of the table that runs onto page I3. It is unclear if
the 50m2 area and 250m3 volume applies or if the figures have been omitted.

Point Number 8l.163

S y of Decision R d. Retain Rule 22.3.1 Number of dwellings within a lot.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports the provision of dwellings, buildings and structures in landscape or natural character areas as a discretionary
activity. This gives effect to Policy 6.2, 12.1, 12.2, 12.3 of the WRPS.

Point Number 8l.164

y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.3.2 Minor dwelling to make a minor dwelling in an Outstanding Natural Feature, Outstanding Natural Landscape, Outstanding
Natural Character Area or High Natural Character Area a discretionary activity.

Decision Reasons:

« Itis unclear what activity status a minor dwelling would have in an Outstanding Natural Feature, Outstanding Natural Landscape,
Outstanding Natural Character Area or High Natural Character Area. Would it be captured by 22.3.2 P| or would it be subject to
22337

« For consistency and to enable the effects on the Outstanding Natural Feature, Outstanding Natural Landscape, Outstanding Natural
Character Area or High Natural Character Area to be assessed, discretionary activity is sought for minor dwellings in these areas.

Point Number 81.165

y of Decision Req Retain Rule 22.3.3 Buildings and structures in Landscape and Natural Character Areas.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports the provision of dwellings, buildings and structures in landscape or natural character areas as a discretionary
activity. This gives effect to Policy 6.2, 12.1, 12.2, 12.3 of the WRPS.

Point Number 8l.166

y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

« The prohibited activity status for certain types of subdivision on high quality soils is supported noting WRPS Policy 4.2 and associated
Implementation Method 14.2.1.

Point Number 8l.167

y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(ii) General subdivision to increase the subdivision threshold to 40ha.

Decision Reasons:

« Rule 22.4.1.2 acknowledges the role of high class soils and to limit the extent of rural land fragmentation. As currently written a
minimum 20ha lot size is required before subdivision can be considered.

« InRule 22.4.1.2 (a)(ii) a threshold set at 20 ha has the effect of increasing the area of land within the district for which subdivision may
be permitted, thus increasing the potential for more fragmentation of rural land (and high class soils) than would otherwise be the case
(with a 40 ha threshold). It may also lead to more diffuse rural residential development. This is inconsistent with policy 5.2.3(a) of the
proposed plan around minimising the fragmentation of productive rural land.

Point Number 8l.168

y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General subdivision to clarify that a property scale/site specific Land Use Capability Assessment is required.

Decision Reasons:

« In Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) it is important that the Land Use Capability Assessment be prepared at a suitable scale to reflect the specific
property or properties.
« An assessment using regionally available data will not be sufficient to assess the class of soils on a site.

Point Number 81.169

y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General subdivision to provide for a minimum of 90% high class soils in the parent lot, and a maximum of 10% high
class soils in the child lot.

Decision Reasons:

« Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) also seeks that one lot must contain a minimum of 80% of the high class soils, while the other lot may consist of up to
20% of high class soils.

« Clarification is needed that the parent lot is required to have the higher percentage of high class soils.

« To more effectively give effect to objectives and policies regarding high class soils a higher level of high class soils should be retained in
the parent lot, and a 90%/10% split should apply.

Point Number 81.170
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y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

Add to 22.4.1.2(b) General subdivision the matters of discretion to include the availability of water supply, wastewater services and stormwater
management.

« There is no assessment criteria relating to water supply, wastewater services and stormwater management. This should be included to
promote the integration of infrastructure and land use and subdivision, giving effect to WRPS Policy 6.3.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.171

Add to Rule 22.4.1.5 (b) Rural Hamlet Subdivision the matters of discretion to include the availability of water supply, wastewater services and
stormwater management.

« There is no assessment criteria relating to water supply, wastewater services and stormwater management. This should be included to
promote the integration of infrastructure and land use and subdivision, giving effect to WRPS Policy 6.3.

Point Number

81.172

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary relocation to reduce the scope for inappropriate sized subdivision that does not provide for a suitable minimum
size for productive rural activities.

« The rule as currently written could potentially provide for lots through boundary adjustment that are neither smaller rural residential
sized lots, nor suitably sized to provide for productive rural activities.

« This is not consistent with the policy framework of either the WRPS or the objectives and policies in the Proposed Waikato District
Plan.

Point Number

81.173

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.5(v) Rural Hamlet Subdivision to provide for a minimum 40ha balance lot.

« A threshold set at 20 ha has the effect of increasing the area of land within the district for which subdivision may be permitted, thus
increasing the potential for more fragmentation of rural land (and high class soils) than would otherwise be the case (with a 40 ha
threshold). It may also lead to more diffuse rural residential development. This is inconsistent with policy 5.2.3(a) of the Proposed Plan
around minimising the fragmentation of productive rural land.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.174

Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision.

« The submitter is supportive of mechanisms that incentivise the protection and enhancement of SNA'’s. This is consistent with
Implementation Method 11.1.8 of the WRPS.

Point Number

81.175

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

d Rule 22.4.5 Subdivision within identified areas to make subdivision of land containing an Significant Natural Area that is not a
conservation lot subdivision, a discretionary activity.

Subdivision of land containing an SNA could be considered a restricted discretionary activity under Rule 22.4.1.2 (if the conservation lot
opportunity is not taken up). However, for other overlay areas subdivision is a discretionary activity under Rule 22.4.5.

In order to manage the effects of subdivision and any subsequent land use activities on SNA’s it is considered that a discretionary activity
status is more appropriate. This would give effect to Policy | 1.] and |1.2 and associated implementation methods in the WRPS.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.176

Add to Rule 22.8.3 RD2 Restricted Discretionary Activities assessment criteria as follows:

(vi)_Stormwater management and the mitigation of potential adverse effects.

« Alistis provided in (a) of the matters that council will consider when considering activities against this rule.
+ The effects of stormwater should be included as a matter of discretion to encourage an assessment of effects on the environment from
stormwater infrastructure, giving effect to WRPS Policy 6.3.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.177

Retain Rule 23.3.1 Dwelling.

« The submitter supports the discretionary activity status assigned to dwellings, buildings and structures within an Outstanding Natural
Feature Landscape or natural character area.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

81.178

Retain Rule 23.3.3 Buildings and structures in Landscape and Natural Character Areas.

« The submitter supports the discretionary activity status assigned to dwellings, buildings and structures within an Outstanding Natural
Feature Ladnscape or natural character area.
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Point Number

81.179

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 23.3.2 Minor dwelling to provide for minor dwellings in a landscape or natural character area as a discretionary activity.

« Submitter requires clarification as to what is the activity status for a minor dwelling.

Point Number

81.180

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

d subdivision provisions to implement the objectives and policies of Chapter 4 subject to previous submission points.

« The submitter requests amendments as per other submission points. Refer to submission point regarding the Village Zone in Chapter 4
Urban Environment.

« It is unclear the exact submission point that has been referred to as there are a number of submission points by the submitter (81.123,
81.134, 81.135, 81.136 and 81.150) that have reference to both Chapter 4 and the Village Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

81.181

Retain Outstanding Natural Features as identified in the planning maps.

« The WRPS identifies outstanding natural features and landscapes of regional significant in Section 12A.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.182

Retain Outstanding Natural Landscapes as identified in the planning maps.

« The WRPS identifies outstanding natural features and landscapes of regional significant in Section 12A.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

81.183

Clarify the approach taken to the extent of the outstanding natural feature for Mount Karioi.

« The WRPS identifies outstanding natural features and landscapes of regional significant in Section 12A.

« ONFL 4 Mount Karioi and Outstanding Natural Feature Landscape 7 Mount Pirongia are within, or partly within the Waikato District.
These Outstanding Natural Feature Landscapes have been identified in the Proposed Plan planning maps. However the extent of the
Outstanding Natural Feature Landscape overlay for Mount Karioi is significantly less than what is identified in the WRPS, with the rest of
the area identified as Significant Amenity Landscape.

« The submitter seeks to understand further the rationale behind this approach.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.184

Clarify the approach taken to the extent of the outstanding natural landscape for Mount Karioi.

« The WRPS identifies outstanding natural features and landscapes of regional significant in Section 12A.

« Outstanding Natural Feature Landscape 4 Mount Karioi and ONFL 7 Mount Pirongia are within, or partly within the Waikato District.
These Outstanding Natural Feature Landscape have been identified in the proposed plan planning maps. However the extent of the
Outstanding Natural Feature Landscape L overlay for Mount Karioi is significantly less than what is identified in the WRPS, with the rest
of the area identified as Significant Amenity Landscape.

« The submitter seeks to understand further the rationale behind this approach.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

81.185

Retain Natural Character on the planning maps.

« Areas of outstanding and high natural character have been assessed and mapped in the Coastal Environment.
« The submitter supports this as a way of achieving section 6(a) RMA, Policy 12.2 of the WRPS and Policy |3 of the NZCPS.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

81.186

A

Decision Reasons:

d the planning maps to show streams and their flood plains.

+ Some land is zoned for urban development that has streams running across it.

« There is an opportunity to map streams and their flood plains (if any) to assist with locating residential development, and also managing
assessment of effects. For example an individual resource consent application may propose a small amount of fill in a flood plain, which
may on its own may not create more than minor effects. However, if a number of developments all undertake a small amount of fill, the
cumulative effect may be more than minor.

Point Number

81.187

y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Appendix 6 (2) (1) Biodiversity Offsetting as follows:

Restoration, enhancement and protection actions offered by an applicant will only be considered a biodiversity offset where they are used to effset
compensate for the & biy residual effects of activities that are anticipated will remain after appropriate avoidance, remediation

and mitigation measures eetiens have been applied eceurred in accordance with Policy 3.2.3.
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Decision Reasons:

.

.

Appendix 6 (2) (1) is difficult to follow.

A resource consent applicant is not required to propose or agree to biodiversity offset measures, but may choose to do so if they are
unable to avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse effects of the activity they propose.

A biodiversity offset is not mitigation.

Mitigation is action to reduce the severity of an adverse effect.

A biodiversity offset, in contrast, is designed to compensate for residual adverse biodiversity effects that remain after appropriate
measures to avoid, remedy or mitigate the effects have been applied.

Submitter supports Biodiversity Offsetting Framework outlined in Appendix 6 but seeks the amendments in this submission point.

Point Number

8l.188

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Appendix 6 Biodiversity Offsetting to take into account the forthcoming national guidance for local government on biodiversity

offsetting, Biodiversity Offsetting under the Resource Management Act; A guidance document.

It is recommended to amend the detail relating to offsetting in order to give effect to Policy I 1.1 of the WRPS.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.189

Add to Policy 3.3.2(b) an additional bullet point recognising the flood protection and flood water attenuation properties of the features for

example:

(vii)_existing water reservoirs and dams.

Policy 3.3.2 (b) pertains to recognising the value and qualities of various sites.

Flood infrastructure, particularly the use of Lake Waikare and Whangamarino is not included, however, plays an important role in
managing flood waters in the area.

While not specifically listed in this policy, Lake Waikere is listed as an outstanding natural feature, and could also be listed here. No relief
has been sought for this however.

Point Number

81.190

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Chapter 6: Infrastructure to explicitly provide for the protection of waterways and public drainage networks by suggested additions to

Policies 6.4.2 and 6.4.7 or, alternatively, reflect this outcome in the specific objectives and policies for each zone.

Refer to suggested wording and examples in original submission.

There are no provisions proposed to protect the existing drainage networks from being over loaded from residential, rural residential,
industrial and commercial developments that discharge additional stormwater volumes into existing WRC drainage managed
catchments. An example is the Butcher road rural residential expansion without any form of suitably maintained road berm drainage
disposal system.

There is an opportunity to incorporate provisions that align with Waikato Regional Council stormwater management plan standards.
For example, any subdivision or development of land in an existing Waikato Regional Council managed drainage catchment should be
designed to avoid adverse effects on the drainage catchment, or result in no additional flows, as this can affect the cost of maintenance
and operation, which are then passed onto ratepayers.

Point Number

81.191

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Chapters é: Infrastructure and 14 : Infrastructure and Energy to include a policy and rule framework that will provide for the ongoing

maintenance, repair, replacement and upgrade of flood and drainage scheme infrastructure.

OR

Alternatively provide specifically for flood protection and drainage scheme infrastructure in the policies and rule frameworks for each zone.
(Refer to original submission for full details)

.

.

Given the national significance of flood and drainage scheme infrastructure (similar to the protection of national rail network, state
highways etc.), relevant objectives and policies should be included to ensure its continued functioning (mair , repair, repl

and upgrades).

This includes the related structures for examples pump sheds, transformers, etc. and the upgrades of this infrastructure as required
should be included in the appropriate rules.

Currently there is limited recognition of the nationally significant infrastructure in terms of issues, objectives and policies, and only
limited activities are provided for as rules, for example the exemption of pump sheds from building setback requirements in relation to
waterbodies.

The permitted activity standards across all zones do not provide adequately for the ongoing maintenance, renewal and operation.
The submitter states that the best fit (and their preference) is for the provisions sought to be contained within Chapters 6 and 14 to
provide a district wide framework. An example of the framework has been attached to the submission (Appendix I).

Point Number

81.192

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the definition of "ancillary rural earthworks" in Chapter |3: Definitions to provide for flood protection and drainage schemes managed

by the Waikato Regional Council.

Earthworks associated with flood and drainage schemes is not referenced under this definition.

Point Number

81.193

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the definition of "infrastructure” in Chapter |3: Definitions to include Waikato Regional Council flood infrastructure with associated

flood management regime.

It is noted that flood infrastructure is not included under the definition of infrastructure.

If a standalone approach to flood protection and drainage infrastructure is not included in Chapter 6 (refer to previous submission
points) it will be appropriate to provide for it in the definition of Infrastructure. This should be read in conjunction with submission
point 81.246.
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Point Number

R d

81.194

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition of "Minor Infrastructure Structure" in Chapter |3: Definitions to clarify the terminology.

« The definition of Minor Infrastructure Structure includes “water infrastructure” would this include the infrastructure associated with
flood and drainage schemes?

Point Number

R d

81.195

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition for "Rural Ancillary Earthworks" in Chapter |3: Definitions to clarify the terminology and to be consistent.

« The Plan refers to both ‘Rural Ancillary Earthworks’ and ‘Ancillary Rural Earthworks’.
« Clarification is sought that these refer to the same activity, and consistency is sought in the terminology.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

81.196

Retain Rule 24.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 24.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to exclude clearance of Manuka and Kanuka in wetlands
and the coastal environment from this rule.

The submitter supports the provision for sustainable clearance of regenerating Manuka or Kanuka for domestic firewood purposes or
for arts or crafts in P2.

However, the submitter does not support the removal of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands or vegetation that is naturally short in
stature.

.

It is important to ensure that vegetation that is naturally short does not get included in the rules intended to provide for clearance of
Manuka and Kanuka colonising pasture.

.

Manuka, in particular, can be a permanent and important component of some types of ecosystems. These are generally wetlands, dunes
and other coastal vegetation, but can be gumland vegetation that remains in the leached soils following kauri forest removal.

These persistent shrublands are important habitats for lizards, orchids, mistletoes and a range of threatened species.

.

Exclusion of permitted clearance of Manuka or Kanuka from wetlands and from the Coastal Environment is likely to prevent clearance of
these ecosystems of concern.

The exclusion of Manuka and/or Kanuka clearance in the Coastal Environment from this rule would give effect to the ‘avoid’ direction in
the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement (NZCPS) and Policy | 1.4 of the WRPS.

Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

Point Number

81.197

y of Decision ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 24.2.8 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area to ensure that weeds are controlled in the cleared area
and native vegetation is allowed to regenerate.

« Vegetation clearance within an SNA needs to be remedied to give effect to Policy 3.2.3(a)(ii).

Point Number

y of Decision ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.198

Delete P6 of Rule 24.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« Pé6 duplicates P2.

Point Number

R d

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

81.199

Retain Policy 4.7.3 Residential subdivision.

« These will give effect to the WRPS Policies 6.1, 6.3 and Section 6A regarding a planned, co-ordinated approach to subdivision, use and
development and infrastructure provision.

Point Number

81.200

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Policy 4.7.4 (b) Lot sizes to support appropriate urban outcomes for the Village Zone, and provide for more intense development in
locations immediately adjacent to Business Town Centre Zones.

« Submitter is concerned in Policy 4.7.4(b) that the minimum lot sizes in the Village Zone (particularly Te Kowhai and Tuakau) appear to
promote rural outcomes rather than urban outcomes, and will not achieve the sustainable, compact urban form necessary to support
efficient, effective transport and infrastructure.

The submitter is generally supportive of the min site area (450m2) for urban residential areas across the district but notes their other
submission points seeking higher densities and more intensive subdivision pattern in the Residential Zone immediately adjacent to

the Business Town Centre zones.

Point Number

81.201
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y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Retain Policy 4.7.5 Servicing requirements.

The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.202

Retain Policy 4.7.6 Co-ordination between servicing and development and subdivision.

The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.203

Retain Policy 4.7.7 Achieving sufficient development density to support the provision of infrastructure services.

The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number

81.204

S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Policy 4.7.8 Staging of subdivision.
Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number 81.205
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Policy 4.7.9 Connected neighbourhoods.

Decision Reasons:

The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.206

Retain Policy 4.7.10 Recreation and access.

The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.207

Retain Policy 4.7.11 Reverse sensitivity.

The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

81.208

Retain Policy 4.7.14 Structure and master planning.

.

The submitter supports this Policy as it will assist with giving effect to the WRPS’ policy direction in regard to a planned, co-ordinated
approach to subdivision, use and development and infrastructure provision, achieving compact urban environments, and having regard to
reverse sensitivity effects.

Point Number

81.209

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 4.7.13 (a)(i) Residential Zone — Te Kauwhata Ecological and West Residential Areas as follows:

Promete_Protect the natural features and landscapes of the Whangamarino Wetland and Lake Waikare;

« To promote consistency with the WRPS, Policy 4.7.13 (a)(i) should read ‘protect’ rather than promote the natural features and
landscapes of Whangamarino Wetland and Lake Waikare.
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Point Number

81.210

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Objective 5.1.1(a)(i) The rural environment to incorporate peat soils as follows (for example):

high class soils and peat soils are protected for productive rural activities.

+ The Objective gives effect to WRPS Implementation Method 14.2.1 regarding high class soils and supporting productive rural activities:

« WRPS Provisions related to the Built Environment, including 6.1.5 and 6A regarding urban subdivision, use and development.

« Peat soils form a substantial component of Waikato District’s soils, and are another valuable soil resource for the District.

« There is an opportunity to also seek peat soils to be protected for productive rural activities in this objective, giving effect to Policy 14.5
of the WRPS.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.211

Retain Section 5.2 Productive Versatility of Rural Resources.

« The submitter supports the objective and policies of this section, noting the inclusion of maintaining and enhancing high class soils,
natural ecosystems, freshwater and coastal water bodies and their catchments, and protection of indigenous biodiversity.

Point Number

81.212

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Objective 5.2.1 Rural resources wording to incorporate peat soils.

« Peat soils form a substantial component of Waikato District’s soils, and are another valuable soil resource for the District. There is an
opportunity to also seek peat soils to be protected for productive rural activities in this objective, aligning with Policy 14.5 of the WRPS.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

81.213

A

Decision Reasons:

d Objective 5.2.1 (a)(ii) Rural resources as follows:

The health and wellbeing of rural land and natural ecosystems and biodiversity;

« To ensure that biodiversity is adequately considered this should be included with this objective, giving effect to WRPS provisions Policies
I.land 11.2.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.214

Retain Policy 5.2.2 High class soils.

« This objective and associated policies are supported due to how they give effect to WRPS provisions such as 14.2 and 14.2.1. Policy 14.2
of the WRPS seeks to avoid a decline in the availability of high class soils for primary production due to inappropriate subdivision, use or
development.

« The Proposed District Plan provisions acknowledge the impacts that land fragmentation and other use and development, can have on
high class soils.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.215

Retain Policy 5.2.3 Effects of subdivision and development on soils.

« This objective and associated policies are supported due to how they give effect to WRPS provisions such as 14.2 and 14.2.1. Policy 14.2
of the WRPS seeks to avoid a decline in the availability of high class soils for primary production due to inappropriate subdivision, use or
development.

+ The Proposed District Plan provisions acknowledge the impacts that land fragmentation and other use and development, can have on
high class soils.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

8l.216

Add to Objective 5.2 Production Versatility of Rural Resources an additional policy to recognise and provide for the key features of peat soils.

« To give effect to WRPS Policy 14.5 there is an opportunity to create a policy around peat soils, and their inherent value and limitations.
« The purpose of this policy is to:

« Recognise that peat soils may limit the location of development,

+ Recognise the productive capacity of peat soils,

« Encourage the sustainable management, and where possible, the enhancement of peat soils.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.217

Retain Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision.

+ WRPS Implementation Method 6.1.5 seeks to direct rural-residential development to areas identified in the district plan. This sits within
a greater context of provisions around focusing the expansion of urban devel in identified growth areas, in this case as defined
through Future Proof Growth Strategy.

Point Number

81.218
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y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

Retain Objective 6.4.1 Integration of infrastructure with subdivision, land use and development.

« This provision is supported as it helps give effect to WRPS policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.15 and Section 6A in terms of placing emphasis on
planned, co-ordinated approach to subdivision and development and provision of supporting infrastructure.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.219

Retain Policy 6.4.2 Provide adequate infrastructure.

« This provision is supported as it helps give effect to WRPS policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.15 and Section 6A in terms of placing emphasis on
planned, co-ordinated approach to subdivision and development and provision of supporting infrastructure.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.220

Retain Policy 6.4.3 Infrastructure Location and Services.

« This provision is supported as it helps give effect to WRPS policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.15 and Section 6A in terms of placing emphasis on
planned, co-ordinated approach to subdivision and development and provision of supporting infrastructure.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

81.221

Retain Policy 6.4.4 Road and rail network.

« This provision is supported as it helps give effect to WRPS policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.15 and Section 6A in terms of placing emphasis on
planned, co-ordinated approach to subdivision and development and provision of supporting infrastructure.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.222

Retain Policy 6.4.5 Roading infrastructure.

« This provision is supported as it helps give effect to WRPS policies 6.1, 6.3, 6.15 and Section 6A in terms of placing emphasis on
planned, co-ordinated approach to subdivision and development and provision of supporting infrastructure.

Point Number

81.223

d Section 6.5 Transport Objectives and Policies to take into account the Regional Land Transport Plan.

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

« While the provisions in this section are generally supported, the submitter considers the policies could be considerably strengthened to
be more consistent with the Waikato Regional Land Transport Plan (RLTP). Road Controlling Authorities play an important role in
implementing the policies and implementation actions of the RLTP. The District Plan would benefit from incorporating the following
elements into Section 6.5:

+ Recognising the important role strategic road and rail corridors play in the district for facilitating the movement of inter and
intraregional freight;

« Connecting Regional cycle trails;

« Specifically providing for public transport in new growth areas of the district; and

« Supporting energy efficient transport modes by providing the necessary infrastructure e.g. electric vehicle chargers.

Point Number

81.224

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 6.4.7 (a)(ii) Storm water as follows:

(a)(ii) Manages stormwater in accordance with a drainage hierarchy, with a preference for en-site-treatment at-source management;

« Care is required with on-site treatment, if this means the assets would be on-lot and hence in private ownership.

« How will Waikato District Council ensure that the stormwater management devices are constructed as per design criteria and that they
are operated and maintained into the future?

« At-source stormwater management in the public domain is preferred by the submitter, i.e. in the roading corridor or in drainage
reserves as this ensures that the assets can be operated and maintained as intended with the District Council ensuring this happens.

« Significant systems are needed to be in place within the District Council to manage the implementation and ongoing success of on-lot
devices (to document on-lot device location, design criteria, operation and maintenance requirements, certificate of fitness, issues as
they arise, etc.).

« The submitter’s stormwater discharge resource consents are not able to cover on-lot devices.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.225

Retain Section 8.2 Natural Values.

« The submitter supports the enhancement of the natural environment through the provision of reserves.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.226

Seek further assessment of Te Kowhai Airpark to enable adequate consideration of the area, including, but not limited to covering alignment
with WRPS/Future Proof settlement pattern, assessment of precedent of alternative land release, availability of infrastructure, and impacts of the
proposal on the Te Kowhai settlement as a whole.
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The proposal represents a departure from the Future Proof settlement pattern that has been given legal weight through its insertion
into the WRPS, and if approved, will create a precedent in terms of a departure from that pattern. Alternatives to the agreed settlement
pattern can only be allowed if they are justified by a robust, comprehensive evidence base, including following the criteria for alternative
land release identified in the WRPS.

Further information is sought on the following:

Alignment with other land use and development at Te Kowhai, including Plan Change 17, and the strategic direction for the town and the
Future Proof sub-region

.

The timing, staging and sequencing of development. Rule 27.4.2 Subdivision Allotment Size provides for lot sizes between 450m2 and
2500m?2, dependent on connection to wastewater.

If on-site wastewater disposal only is provided for this becomes essentially a rural residential development, which is not appropriate at
this location

.

Assessment regarding the likelihood of the provision of wastewater mains infrastructure, impacts of providing for non-residential
activities on Te Kowhai businesses

Detail on how to improve connections between the Airpark and Te Kowhai, and better integrate the Airpark into Te Kowhai as a whole.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.227

Seek further assessment of Te Kowhai Airpark to enable adequate consideration of the area, including, but not limited to covering alignment
with WRPS/Future Proof settlement pattern, assessment of precedent of alternative land release, availability of infrastructure, and impacts of the
proposal on the Te Kowhai settlement as a whole.

The proposal represents a departure from the Future Proof settlement pattern that has been given legal weight through its insertion
into the WRPS, and if approved, will create a precedent in terms of a departure from that pattern. Alternatives to the agreed settlement
pattern can only be allowed if they are justified by a robust, comprehensive evidence base, including following the criteria for alternative
land release identified in the WRPS.

Further information is sought on the following:

Alignment with other land use and development at Te Kowhai, including Plan Change 17, and the strategic direction for the town and the
Future Proof sub-region

.

The timing, staging and sequencing of development. Rule 27.4.2 Subdivision Allotment Size provides for lot sizes between 450m2 and
2500m?2, dependent on connection to er. If on-site er disposal only is provided for this becomes essentially a rural
residential development, which is not appropriate at this location

Assessment regarding the likelihood of the provision of wastewater mains infrastructure, impacts of providing for non-residential
activities on Te Kowhai businesses

.

Detail on how to improve connections between the Airpark and Te Kowhai, and better integrate the Airpark into Te Kowhai as a whole.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

81.228

Add to Policy 9.3.3.3 Stormwater management as follows:
(a) Stormwater management systems shall be designed to minimise the erosion potential and rate of run-off into the coastal marine area.

(b)_Stormwater systems designed in accordance with low impact design

(c)_Provide a high level of water quality treatment.

(d)_Minimise change to the existing_hydrological cycle.

« To give effect to WRPS Policy 8.3.10 provision should be made for the management of effects of subdivision, use and development in
relation to this zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.229

Retain Section 10.| Hazardous Substances.

« The objective and associated policies address issues around sensitive land uses, incompatible activities and the environment being
properly separated from hazardous facilities, giving effect to WRPS Policy 14.4.

Point Number

81.230

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 10.2.1.(a) Contaminated land as follows:

(a)...contaminated land is sustainably managed to protect...

+ To enable a broader range of considerations when addressing contaminated site remediation and/or management propose amending the
wording to include the word ‘sustainably’ to provide for, or encourage, sustainable remediation techniques and/or in-situ management.

« The submitter supports the use of human health and the environment as it aligns with National Environmental Standard for
Contaminated Soil and section 31(1)(b) of the RMA.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.231

Retain Policy 10.2.2(b) Managing the use of contaminated land.

« The use of ‘human health and the environment’ is supported as it aligns with the National Envir | Standard for A ing and
Managing Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human Health (NESCS) and section 31(1)(b) of the RMA.
Point Number 81.232
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 10.2.2(d) Managing the use of contaminated land as follows:
(d)Ensure that the use, subdivisi d-develop - inated-and hes contaminated land management approaches associated
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Decision Reasons:

« The National Environmental Standard for Contaminated Soil provides a framework for the management of contaminated sites, and
Implementation Method 14.4.1 of the WRPS requires that District Plans shall include provisions that support the implementation of the
National Environmental Standard for Contaminated Soil.

« To clarify the intent of Policy 10.2.2(d) the wording should be rewritten.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

81.233

Add to Policy 10.2.2(d) Managing the use of contaminated land reference to ‘preliminary site investigations’ .

« To clarify the intent of Policy 10.2.2(d) the wording should be rewritten, with additional wording to include reference to ‘preliminary site
investigations’

« To align with the National Environmental Standard for Contaminated Soil reference to preliminary site investigations should also be
included.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.234

Add to Policy 10.2.2(d) Managing the use of contaminated land an additional sub-point the requirement that any preliminary or detailed site
investigation reports, remedial action plans, site validation reports and ongoing site management plans are prepared in accordance with the
Ministry for the Environment’s Contaminated Land Management Guidelines #1 and #5, and are provided to both Waikato District Council and
the submitter for their records.

« To clarify the intent of Policy 10.2.2(d) the wording should be rewritten, with additional wording to include reference to ‘the ‘Ministry
for the Environment’s Contaminated Land Management Guidelines #| and #5’.

« The National Environmental Standard for Contaminated Soil provides a framework for the management of contaminated sites, and
Implementation Method 14.4.1 of the WRPS requires that District Plans shall include provisions that support the implementation of the
National Environmental Standard for Contaminated Soil.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.235

Add to Chapter |3: Definitions a new definition for "Flood risk area."

« Adding this definition will assist with understanding and implementation of provisions that incorporate this term.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.236

Add to Chapter 13: Definitions a new definition for "Floodplain."

« Adding this definition will assist with understanding and implementation of provisions that incorporate this term.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

81.237

Add to Chapter 13 a new definition for "Low impact design."

+ Adding this definition will assist with understanding and implementation of provisions that incorporate this term.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

81.238

A

Decision Reasons:

d the definition of "Overland flow path" in Chapter |3: Definitions as follows:

Overland flow path

Means-either-a-primary-or-secondary-Overland flowpath - route taken by stormwater runoff not captured in a reticulated or natural stormwater system.

« Current definition for overland flow path does not align with the definition in WRC’s Waikato Stormwater Management Guideline.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.239

Add to Chapter 13 a new definition for "Biodiversity offset" as follows:
Biodiversity offset
A measureable conservation outcome resulting from actions designed to compensate for residual, adverse biodiversity effects arising from activities after

appropriate avoidance, diation, and mitigatic have been applied. The goal of a biodiversity offset is to achieve a no-net-loss, and preferably a
net-gain, of indigenous biodiversity values.

« Biodiversity offsetting and its relationship to avoiding, remedying and mitigating adverse effects of an activity is poorly understood.
« A new definition is recommended to be added to clarify what this is, and the expectations around it.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.240

Add to Chapter |3: Definitions a new definition for "Catchment Management Plan" and ensure it there is delineation between stormwater
catchment plans and Waikato Regional Council led Catchment Management Plan or Healthy Rivers Wai Ora sub catchment plans.

« Itis noted that the term Catchment Management Plan is not defined in the Proposed Plan. There is a need to ensure delineation
between storm water catchment plans and Waikato Regional Council led Catchment Management Plan or Healthy Rivers Wai Ora sub
catchment plans.
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Point Number

y of Decision R

81.241

A d the definition for "Cleanfill" in Chapter |3: Definitions to reflect the definition in WasteMINZ ‘Technical Guidelines for Disposal to Land

Decision Reasons:

(August 2018)".

The definition for cleanfill does not fully align with the latest sector guidelines from WasteMINZ ‘Technical Guidelines for Disposal to
Land (August 2018)’.

Currently the definition specifically limits cleanfill to that which has no adverse effects on people or the environment. This should be
removed from the definition, with the rule framework providing the basis for managing effects of cleanfill.

.

.

Point Number

81.242

< y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition of "Conservation Activity" in Chapter |3: Definitions to exclude the establishment of walkways, cycle ways and accessory
buildings.

AND/OR

Amend Rule 25.1.2 P3 Permitted Activities to include appropriate thresholds or activity status for the clearance of indigenous vegetation as a
result of establishing walking, cycling tracks or accessory buildings.

In the Reserve Zone, Conservation activities are permitted with no activity specific conditions. The definition for conservation activity
includes the establishment of walking and cycle tracks and accessory buildings. Therefore these activities would be permitted with no
restrictions on the amount of clearance.

The submitter considers that this is inappropriate given the potential effect on indigenous biodiversity.

.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

81.243

A d Rule 25.1.2 P3 Permitted Activities to include appropriate thresholds or activity status for the clearance of indigenous vegetation as a

Decision Reasons:

result of establishing walking, cycling tracks or accessory buildings.
AND/OR

Amend the definition to exclude the establishment of walkways, cycle ways and accessory buildings.

« In the Reserve Zone, Conservation activities are permitted with no activity specific conditions. The definition for conservation activity
includes the establishment of walking and cycle tracks and accessory buildings. Therefore these activities would be permitted with no
restrictions on the amount of clearance.

« The submitter considers that this is inappropriate given the potential effect on indigenous biodiversity.

Point Number

81.244

2 d the definition of "High class soils" in Chapter 13: Definitions to include the peat soil definition as per the definition in the Waikato

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

Regional Policy Statement.

« The definition of high class soils is supported, and aligns with the definition in the WRPS. However, peat soils are excluded from this
definition and there is no definition of peat soils in plan.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

81.245

A d the Proposed District Plan to clarify the terminology of the Huntly South Assessment Area and the Huntly south ponding zone and

Decision Reasons:

apply consistently if they are the same.

« There is potential confusion in terminology: in some areas the Huntly south assessment area is referred to then the Huntly south
ponding zone- are these are the same or different.

Point Number

81.246

A d Chapter 14 to ensure it is consistent with the approach to overlay areas in the zone chapters. For example, there should be consistency

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

between permitted activity thresholds and activity status between Chapter |4 and the zone chapters.

« Paragraph 14.1(1) of the Infrastructure and Energy Chapter states that the provisions of that chapter apply across the district in all the
zones and overlays in the district plan. It goes on to say that the zone chapters and their associated overlays, objectives, policies and
rules do not apply to infrastructure and energy activities unless specially referred to within Chapter [4. Therefore, it appears that
Chapter 14 is largely intended to be a standalone/ self-contained chapter.

+ See submission for examples of inconsistencies in Chapter 14.

+ Amendments are required to Chapter 14 to ensure that Chapter || and |12 of the WRPS and the NZCPS are given effect to.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

81.247

Add to Chapter |3: Definitions a new definition for "ldentified Area."

« Itis unclear what the term ‘Identified Area’ means. This appears throughout Chapter [4.
« lIs itintended that this captures Outstanding Natural Feature Landscape, Significant Amenity Landscapes, Natural , SNA and non-SNA?

Point Number

81.248

A d Rule [4.11.1.1 Pl Permitted Activities as follows:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

(a)(ii) Primary systems detain/retain runoff from all...
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Decision Reasons:

+ Wording is proposed to support a shift to low impact design stormwater management systems that manage stormwater at source
through retention devices rather than relying on large detention devices downstream.
« This approach is recommended by the submitter and is outlined in Council’s Waikato Stormwater Management Guideline.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

81.249

A d Policy 3.2.4 Biodiversity Offsetting to require offsetting of more than minor residual adverse effects on Significant Natural Areas.

Decision Reasons:

« As currently worded, Policy 3.2.4(a) addresses biodiversity offsets in both SNA’s and indigenous biodiversity outside of SNAs. The rest
of the Policy only addresses offsets in relation to SNAs. It is important that offsetting in relation to indigenous biodiversity outside of
SNA's is also subject to a robust assessment framework.

+ Outside of SNA’s, WRPS Implementation Method 1 1.1.3(a)(ii) promotes biodiversity offsets where significant residual adverse effects
remain. Within SNA’s, WRPS Method |1.2.2(d) requires offsets where more than minor residual adverse effects remain.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

81.250

Retain Policy 3.2.5 Biodiversity in the coastal environment.

« This Policy gives effect to Policy |1.4(a) of the WRPS.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.251

Retain Policy 3.2.6 Providing for vegetation clearance, except for the amendments sought below.
AND

Amend Policy 3.2.6 Providing for vegetation clearance to recognise that only clearance with minor adverse effects in relation to the maintenance
or protection of indigenous biodiversity will be enabled as a permitted activity.

« Policy 3.2.6 gives effect to Implementation Method | 1.1.4 of the WRPS. However, for clarity and consistency with the WRPS it is
suggested that the opening statement be amended to refer to minor adverse effects, as this is the basis for the activities listed in the
WRPS Implementation Method.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

81.252
Retain Policy 3.2.6 Providing for vegetation clearance, except for the amendments sought below.
AND

Amend or Relocate Policy 3.2.6 Providing for vegetation clearance so that it is clear that is applies to both SNA’s and indigenous biodiversity
outside of Significant Natural Areas.

« The activities in Policy 3.2.6 are provided for as permitted activities in the rules (just as they are for SNA, but different thresholds apply).
However, this Policy falls under the heading 3.2 SNAs.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

81.253

Retain Policy 3.2.8 Incentivise subdivision.

« The submitter is supportive of mechanisms that incentivise the protection and enhancement of SNA's. This is consistent with
Implementation Method |1.1.8 of the WRPS.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

82 Submitter: Don and Angela Needham

320 Limited trading as Kids Time Kindergarten and Kids Time Early Learning Centre

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

82.1

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Rule 17.1.2 Permitted Activities.

+ No reason provided.

Point Number

822

A d Rule 18.1.2 Permitted Activities to include education facilities as a complying activity

S y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

OR

Amend the zoning of the property at 94 Great South Road, Ngaruawahia from Business Town Centre Zone to Business Zone.

.

Under the Proposed District Plan, an Educational facility is no longer a complying activity. The submitter understands that existing use
rights apply under the Resource Management Act

The submitter plans to hopefully demolish the existing premises and rebuild a new purpose built premises sometime within the next few
years.

The submitter is happy to comply with the building requirements of the business town centre zone if necessary.

Kids Time Kindergarten is licensed for 50 children and provides services to up to 75 different local children at a time (represented by
about 60 different families). The submitter believes this provides an essential service to Ngaruawahia and that a new purpose built
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facility on the existing site would be an asset to the area.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

86 Submitter: David Grigor

Grigor Construction Limited

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

86.1

Delete Rule 16.3.9.1 P3 Building setbacks - All boundaries which requires a garage to be set back behind the facade of the dwelling.

« Rule 16.3.9.1 is a significant constraint for residential development. There is no clear adverse effect from this activity and the submitter
notes that the Auckland Unitary Plan (informed by a significant body of Urban Design advice and assessment), does not include this
requirement in residential zones.

Submitter Number: 87 Submitter: Dianne O'Hara
Point Number 87.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to enable subdivision of the property at 26 C Rotowaro Road Huntly, into smaller lots.

Decision Reasons:

« To make the property more productive in the future.

Submitter Number: 88 Submitter: John Kinghorn
Point Number 88.1
S y of Decision R ed: & d the location of Maaori Site of Significance S14/82 on the property at 214 Bell Road Whatawhata to match the New Zealand

Decision Reasons:

Archaeological Association records (attached to the submission).

.

The original site record from the NZ Archaeological Association (NZAA) shows the correct location of identified site S14/82, and
describes the location as 300m northwest from the end of Bell Rd. The site record is attached, which contains an aerial photograph
showing the location adjacent the small tributary stream south of the Waipa River.

However, the location shown on the PDP maps is roughly 450m northeast (rather than west) and adjacent the Waipa instead of the
tributary stream.

« An archaeological assessment was carried out in 2016 on the property where the PDP maps show the site. The AEE report prepared by
AECOM and submitted to WDC (refer SUBO156/16) concluded that 'there are no archaeological sites (when looking at WDC and
NZAA records) affected by the proposed subdivision'.

The attached map of sites in the area from the NZAA shows the correct location of site S14/82 as being approximately 300m southwest
of where it is currently shown on the PDP maps.

.

Submitter Number: 89 Submitter: CSL Trust and Top End Properties
Point Number 89.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d zoning of the properties at 179 and 205 Helenslee Road, Pokeno from Rural Zone to a mixture of Country Living and Residential Zone

Decision Reasons:

with an identified neighbourhood centre and an additional residential zone to enable higher density development (minimum lot size 300m2 as
identified in the Appendix A of the submission).

OR

Alternative amendments to resemble the relief sought.

This area is an obvious expansion area for the current residential area of Pokeno.

The rapid growth of Pokeno has outstripped the population projections of the Franklin District Growth Strategy ( FDGS, 2007). Most of
the operative residential zoned land has been developed, or is under development.

A mixed lot size and housing typology will better cater for future residents.

There is insufficient Residential Zoned land to meet growth. Pokeno is experiencing rapid residential and commercial growth, due to its
strategic location between Auckland, Hamilton and Tauranga and the proximity to key transport infrastructure such as State Highway |,
State Highway 2 and the North Island Main Trunk Line.

The public waster and water services are able to be economically scaled and treated.

The affordability of land and houses and the access to public amenities, Pokeno Town Centre, Pokeno School and Tuakau College.

A combination of standard residential and large lots is needed to provide diversity within Pokeno's future housing stock.

Additional residential land will assist in meeting the obligations of the National Policy Statement for Urban Development Capacity.
On-site retention /detention and public stormwater attenuation ponds means there will not be an increase in downstream flooding.
See attachment to the submission for full details.

.

Submitter Number: 90 Submitter: Kevin Vickers
Point Number 90.1
S y of Decision R ed A d the Significant Natural Area for the property at 38 Hermitage Road, Waiuku to only include the covenated bush.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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When making a resource consent application for a subsidiary dwelling, Councils consultant planner notified the applicant that the
subsidiary dwelling was located inside the Significant Natural Area overlay when it was proposed to be located on a grassed area outside
the covenanted bush shown on the title. This resulted in unnecessary assessment due to the overlay rule 22.2.7.

This could cause the applicant unnecessary expense and delay if consent is required in the future on the area outside the covenanted
bush.

Submitter Number: 92 Submitter: Warren Jonson
Point Number 92.1
y of Decision Req ed A d the zoning of the property at 158 Limmer Road RD8, Hamilton from Rural Zone to Village Zone.
Decision Reasons:
« Village zone is appropriate for 158 Limmer Road because it is bounded by the Te Kowhai airfield (in particular the residential precinct).
The site is a small parcel of land encompassed in a large block between the Te Kowhai village and Limmer Road, which pursuant to the
current proposed plan is to be classified village or airfield.
« The land between the airfield block and the village is zoned Village and it would be consistent to incorporate the land south of the
airfield, village zone also. Our block is flat land suitable for Village zone development.
« Further the intensification proposed for the airfield land will adversely affect the rural land potential of the site.
Submitter Number: 93 Submitter: Martin Fleetwood
Point Number 93.1

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission states supports Chapter 22 Rural Zone.

No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

94

Submitter: Carol Fleetwood

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

94.1

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 22 Rural Zone.

No reason provided.

Submitter Number:

95

Submitter: Warren Allen

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

95.1

Retain the Residential Zoning for the property at 18 Kernott Road Horotiu.

Rezoning 18 Kernott Road from Country Living Zone to Residential Zone would better reflect the current land use in Horotiu.
Residential zoning would also allow more efficient, practical land use as well as additional capacity, to support the anticipated population
growth in the Horotiu/Northgate Industrial Park area.

Submitter Number:

96

Submitter: Carmen Allen

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

96.1

Retain the Residential Zoning for the property at 18 Kernott Road, Horotiu.

.

.

Rezoning 18 Kernott Road from Country Living Zone to Residential will better reflect the current land use in Horotiu.

Residential zoning would also allow more efficient, practical land us and additional capacity to support the anticipated population growth
in the Horotiu area.

As the Northgate Industrial Park establishes and develops, there will be increased demand for residential housing in the area.
The proposal to change the Horotiu zoning from Country Living Zone to Residential Zone future proofs the increased requirements for

residential accommodation.
More residents in the areas will help provide for a base of students at Horotiu School.

Submitter Number:

97

Submitter: Annie Chen Shiu

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

97.1
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s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

Retain the proposed Residential Zoning for 160ha land west of Helenslee Road and north of Huia Road, Pokeno (see map contained in the
submission).

.

.

.

.

.

The ability to appropriately respond to key Pokeno-specific constraints such as the underlying topography and the provision of
infrastructure has been demonstrated.

Infrastructure can be provided to ensure future residential development is adequately serviced.

The residential design is based around the existing contours and natural features of the site. This will ensure that these features are
positively worked into the development with no large scale re-contouring or bulk earthworks proposed.

Assessment of the growth projections for Pokeno has identified the need for additional residential-zoned land. Evidence of this is the
projected deficit in the supply of households in the periods of 2026 - 2035 and 2036-2045. This Pokeno West Plan Change area
provides for circa 1350 residential lots which would greatly boost the future house stock of Pokeno ensuring the future demand for
households in Pokeno can be met.

The Pokeno West Plan Change area represents a logical extension of the existing residential core of Pokeno.

Separated only by Helenslee Road, the opportunity exists for additional residential development expanding the areas that are currently
developed/under development.

Council has obligations in accordance with the National Policy Statement Urban Development Capacity to ensure sufficient development
capacity exists for the future. Retaining the Residential Zone as it is currently applied to the proposed area is a strategic move that will
ensure Council's obligations can be met.

Supporting technical reports have been provided with the submission (refer to submission for these reports).

Submitter Number: 98 Submitter: Andrew and Jo Payne
Point Number 98.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at 198C Buckville Road, Buckland from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean that residential housing would eventuate in this locality, rather than a large open space rural
environment.

« The subject property does not contain prime soils.

« The property is located close to the village of Buckland and the town of Pukekohe.

« A zone change from Rural to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in zoning for this area.

Submitter Number: 99 Submitter: Peter Roberts
Point Number 99.1

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes the painting of yellow no passing lines on Kaiaua Road.

Expresses concern about control to beauraucrats and cops, and that ratepayers are not trusted to use roads sensibly.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

99.2

No specific decision sought, but submission states that Council are wasting ratepayers' money.

Council does not respect ratepayers.
Council appears to be stealing rural ratepayers funds to subsidise town infrastructure.
Council hires contract ecologists.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

99.3

No specific decision sought, but submission expresses concerns regarding the quality of Council’s roading infrastructure, in particular Ratoroa

Road.
Decision Reasons:
« Ratoroa Road is not fit for purpose.
« If there were to be a fatality on Rataoa Road, residents will point at Council negligence.
« Council has taken contributions for subdivision on this road and returned nothing.
« Extremely poor value for money on rates.
« Maybe a rates boycott of road citizens is an option.
Point Number 99.4

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Delete the Significant Natural Area overlay, including from the property at 87 Rataroa Road, Miranda.

.

.

Council hires contract ecologists to justify their work.

Significant Natural Areas are a Council grab at property rights.
Identifying these areas is the beginning of a hidden agenda.

Poorly identified Significant Natural Area, shows lusitanica forestry.

Council should stick to its knitting (i.e. Roads).

Submitter Number:

100

Submitter: Medihah Bardsley
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On behalf of:

The Bardsley No. | Family Trust

Point Number

100.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the area of Significant Natural Area through reassessing and reducing the area located at 3| Birchwood Lane, Tamahere.

+ Most of the area is immature native trees planted by the landowner that does not warrant Significant Natural Area status.
« The Significant Natural Area unnecessarily restricts the subdivision potential of the property.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

100.2

Delete the Maaori Site of Significance S14/56 from the property at 31 Birchwood Lane, Tamahere.

+ Waikato District Council has acquired all of the land (Designation M106) that could be affected by the Maaori Site of Significance and it
should no longer be associated with 31 Birchwood Lane, Tamahere.

Submitter Number: 101 Submitter: Martin Bloxam
Point Number 101.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the area of Significant Natural Area on the property at 13 Te Awa Lane, Tamahere to the area of natural wetland.
Decision Reasons:
« The area identified on the planning maps exceeds the area of natural wetland that is considered of significant value.
« There is a large wetland at the rear of the property which does have significant value.
« The area identified appears to be based on an aerial photo taken when trees had leaves.
« The trees are not native. They are pin oaks and swamp cypress planted 25 years ago.
« The land under the tree shade is grassed and maintained by mowing.
Submitter Number: 102 Submitter: Lawrence and Audrey Cummings
On behalf of: Waiawa Downs Ltd
Point Number 102.1
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND
Amend the |.6ha maximum lot size in Rule 22.4.1.2 General Subdivision (specific amendments not stated in the submission).
Decision Reasons:
« To have greater flexibility for establishing a range of rural activities within the new lot.
Point Number 1022
S y of Decision Req ed. Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision in its entirety.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 102.3
y of Decision Req ed A d the thresholds for earthworks within a Significant Natural Area in Rule 22.2.3 P1 (i) and (i) Earthworks - Significant Natural area, to
200m3 volume and 800m2 area.
Decision Reasons:
« There is an existing farm track dissecting the Significant Natural Area and the amended thresholds would be more appropriate for
maintaining this.
+ Need more flexibility to cater for the characteristics of this particular property.
Submitter Number: 103 Submitter: David Hall
Point Number 103.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d the zoning of the properties on along O'Brien Road, Rotokauri from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« There are 15 houses in O'Brien Road already.
« There is a need for smaller sized sections close to Hamilton city.
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Submitter Number: 104 Submitter: Tim Newton
Point Number 104.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the size of the proposed Significant Natural Area located on the property atl665 Whaanga Road, Raglan to reflect areas of significant

Decision Reasons:

ecological value, as shown on the map attached to the submission.

« Parts of the proposed Significant Natural Area are of low ecological value.
+ Comprises recently regenerated Kanuka as well as exotic species and pest species including woolly nightshade and gorse.
« This area has been sustainably farmed for the past 100 years.

« These areas are important parts of the farm and the loss of these productive areas will seriously impact on the economic value of the
farm.

« There are areas of vegetation that are of greater significance (see the map attached to the submission for further detail).

Point Number

104.2

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d the area of the Significant Natural Area on the property at 1665 Whaanga Road to exclude existing farm tracks.

« To ensure sustainable farm operations can continue.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

104.3

A d Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area by deleting "5m3" and replacing it with "I per cent"

Decision Reasons:

AND

Delete the words “outside the coastal environment” from Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« 5m3 is insufficient to provide for the heating needs of farms, especially those with more than one dwelling.
« Al per cent allowance would have no adverse effects on sustainable management of the resource or on ecological values.

« Excluding the coastal environment from the firewood allowance is unnecessary and unreasonable.

Point Number

104.4

A d Rule 22.2.3.4 PI(a)(ii) Earthworks - within Landscape and Natural Character Areas, to allow [,000m2 area and 500m2 volume for all

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

categories of landscape or natural character areas.

« The restrictions on all categories of landscape or natural character areas other than Hill Country are unrealistic and will unreasonably
restrict ordinary farm management activities.

Point Number

104.5

A d Rule 22.2.3.3 Earthworks - Significant Natural Areas, to permit earthworks to construct new tracks through Significant Natural Areas.

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

+ Rule 22.2.3.3 is silent about construction of new tracks in Significant Natural Areas.
« New tracks should be permitted to enable farming operations and farm development.

Point Number

104.6

A d the extent of the Significant Natural Area on the property at | 109 Whaanga Road, Raglan to reflect areas of significant ecological value

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

worthy of protection.

« Wish to ensure any further sites removed from current farming land use are surveyed and verified as worthy of protection.

+ Some areas included in the proposed Significant Natural Area has been cleared regularly and is used for grazing stock.

« Areas typically around streams, gullies and significant natural diversity should be preserved.

« This property and neighbouring properties need to continue to be managed as working farms.

« Wish to work with Council to identify the truly significant natural areas on the farm and ensure it does not interfere with practical farm
operations or compromise stock welfare.

Submitter Number: 105 Submitter: William & Paulette Screen
Point Number 105.1
y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at | 18 Logan Road, Buckland to be zoned from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing, and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

« The subject property does not contain prime soils.

+ Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a
logical progression in zoning for this area.

« Buckland School is located within close proximity to the submitter's property.

« A Christian School is directly opposite the submitter's property.
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« A proposed school is within | km of the submitter's property.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Bruce and Dorothy Chipman

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

106.1

Retain the Rural Zoning for the property at 1689 Miranda Road, Mangatangi.

« Support the Proposed District Plan bringing together both Sections (Franklin and Waikato) of the District.
« Having a property that is across both sections has made subdivision difficult and costly due to the inconsistency between the two sets of
rules.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

106.2

Retain Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision, except for the amendments sought

AND

Amend Policy 5.3.8(d) Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision as follows:

(d) Rural hamlet subdivision and boundary relocations of consented lots and Records of Title ensure the following:...

« Clause (d) is amended to include the provision for the relocation of consented lots and Records of Title.

Point Number

106.3

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the activity status of Rule 22.4.1.1 PR2 Prohibited subdivision, from Prohibited to a Non-Complying Activity.

« There may be circumstances where the subdivision of high class soils has overall positive effects that can be supported by the objectives
and policies, particularly with regards to rural character and landscape.

Point Number

106.4

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision, to replace “lot” with “Record of Title or consented lot”.

« It may be necessary to create multiple lots and hold them in one Record of Title. This may occur where a stream or a public road
bisects land held together in one Record of Title.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

106.5

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(i) — (ii) General Subdivision.

« Submitter supports the inclusion of General Subdivision rules.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

106.6

Add a performance standard to Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(iv) General Subdivision that allows for smaller lots around existing dwellings that follow the
fenced curtilage, driveway, effluent disposal and any reserve area.

General Subdivision creating a child lot around an existing dwelling should be able to be smaller than 8,000m2.
« Where curtilage is established and a farming regime in place, flexibility in lot size should be provided to ensure that the existing farming
regime can continue.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

106.7

Delete Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(v) General Subdivision, in relation to the 80/20 provision for high class soil.

.

The submitter agrees with the intent of this rule, which is to design subdivision to avoid the fragmentation and loss of the high class
soils.

The strict and arbitrary 80/20 requirement may not necessarily result in the best layout, design or environmental outcome for the site.
Would like to see matters relating to the retention of high class soils and the maintenance of productivity/farming systems addressed as
a matter of discretion for the General Subdivision provisions.

The requirement to include Landuse Capability Reporting with every subdivision under the General Provisions becomes an additional
compliance cost that does not result in a better outcome.

There is no analysis in the s32 report as to why the 80/20 rule was chosen as a method.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

106.8

Add the following matter of discretion to Rule 22.4.1.2 General Subdivision, as follows:

(b)(vii)_effects on rural productivity and fragmentation of high class soils.

« Council’'s planners should be able to have discretion of where these are required to adequately assess the effects of the subdivision.
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+ Would like to see matters relating to the retention of high class soils and the maintenance of productivity /farming systems addressed as
a matter of discretion for the General Subdivision provisions.

Point Number

106.9

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary Relocation, to read as follows:
(a) The boundary relocation must:

(i) Relocate a common boundary or boundaries between two or more existing Records of Title or consented lots that existed prior to |8 July 2018...

.

Support the inclusion of boundary relocation provisions.

Support flexibility to allow rural properties to rationalise large landholdings.

Would like provision made for the relocation of the boundaries of adjacent and consented lots and Records of title held in common
ownership.

This could be achieved by allowing consented lots to be relocated under the Boundary Relocation and Rural Hamlet Subdivision Rules.

.

Point Number

106.10

A d Rule 22.4.1.5 Rural Hamlet Subdivision as follows:

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

(a) Subdivision to create a Rural Hamlet must comply with all of the following conditions:

(iii) Each proposed lot has a minimum area of 5,000m2 8:000m2-
(iv) Each proposed lot has a maximum area of 1.0ha +-6ke-

(b) Council’s discretion is restricted to the following matters:

(vi)_Effects on rural productivity and fragmentation of high class soils.

Allow for relocation of consented General Lots within a continuous landholding as part of a Rural Hamlet, where farmers have multiple
titles.

Would have positive outcomes through the provision of shared infrastructure and maintenance of the production systems.

It will limit the wide dispersal of lots and enable subdivision layout to account for effects from intensive farming or mineral extraction
activities.

Rural hamlets can be difficult to achieve in reality and hamlet design needs to specifically respond to the site circumstances and it may be
more appropriate to have smaller size lots to ensure the benefits of Hamlet design are achieved.

The design guide should ensure that a response to the landscape context is more important than meeting performance standards
relating to lot size and should allow for a reduction in the lot size.

Rural Character and amenity values will be maintained by the 20ha + balance surrounding the Hamlet.

Five lots at |.6ha would take up 8ha of land and would visually result in dispersed rural housing and not a Hamlet and would result in a
loss of productive land.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

106.11

Add the following matter of discretion to Rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary Relocation:

(v)_Effects on farm management and productivity.

« Support the inclusion of boundary relocation provisions.

« Support flexibility to allow rural properties to rationalise large landholdings.

+ Would like provision made for the relocation of the boundaries of adjacent and consented lots and Records of title held in common
ownership.

« This could be achieved by allowing consented lots to be relocated under the Boundary Relocation and Rural Hamlet Subdivision Rules.

Submitter Number:

107 Submitter: Dirk-Jan & Family Oostdam

Point Number

107.1

A d the zoning of the property at 196B Logan Road, Buckland, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing, and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

The subject property does not contain prime soils.

Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a
logical progression in zoning for this area.

.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

108 Submitter: Kevin and Barbara Brown

Warkworth Law Trust

Point Number

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

108.1

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for the Proposed District Plan and for growth and subdivision. The submission
references properties at 17 Innovation Way, Horotiu and 18 Rangimarie Road, Ngaruawahia.

« The growth that is required for the future for this location.
« Subdivision required for the population growth explosion on its way.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Submitter Number: 109 Submitter: Gareth Wigmore
Point Number 109.1
S y of Decision R d. A d the noise limits applying at the notional boundary within any zone to reflect World Health Organisation limits db (LA Max), excluding

Decision Reasons:

noise generated by farming and noise generated by emergency generators and emergency sirens.

« db (LA eq) limits are difficult and expensive to measure.

+ World Health Organisation Limits use simple db (LA max) levels to measure noise limits to protect people in all zones from excessive
noise.

Submitter Number:

110 Submitter: GD Jones

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

110.1

Retain the Village Zone in Tuakau.

« The Village Zone is an appropriate solution to allow for large lot subdivision without compromising the desire for potential increased
density in the future.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

110.2

Retain all elements of the Village Zone including Section 4.3 Village Zone except for the amendments sought below.

AND

Amend Rule 24.4.2 RD | (a) Subdivision - Te Kowhai and Tuakau, to reduce the minimum net site area from 3000m2 to 2500m2.
AND

Amend Rule 24.4.2 RD2(a) Subdivision - Te Kowhai and Tuakau, to reduce the minimum net site area from 1,000m2 to 800m2.

lly safe on-site

2500m?2 is sufficient to enable an envir
subdivision design.

2500m?2 is in line with the non-serviced single lot zone minimum size requirements in the Auckland Unitary plan.
Reducing the minimum size will allow more flexible design while keeping the larger residential lot objective of the zone.
800m2 is in line with the non-serviced single lot zone minimum size requirements in the Auckland Unitary plan.

er solution and the site reduction allows for more flexibility in

.

Point Number

110.3

A d Rule 14.12.5.14 Access and Road conditions to increase the access allotment requirement from 5 -8 to 5 - 10

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend Rule 14.12.5.14 Access and Road conditions to increase the local road allotment from >8 to >10.

« Under the proposed rule if 221 Dominion Road is developed initially in a non-serviced scenario 10 allotments could be potentially
developed via an access allotment.

« The proposed access lot rule would limit that unnecessarily to 8 lots.

« It would be inefficient and out of place for the property to have a full 20m wide local road requirement.

Submitter Number: Il Submitter: Peter Donald Johnson
Point Number I
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 94 Buckville Road from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

The subject property does not contain prime soils.

Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a logical
progression in zoning for this area.

.

Submitter Number: 112 Submitter: Graham Reaks
Point Number 2.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 76 Logan Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.
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« The subject property does not contain prime soils.
« Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a
logical progression in zoning for this area.

Submitter Number:

13 Submitter: Dianne Murdoch

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3.1

No specific decision sought, but submission refers to Significant Natural Areas and provides an annotated map.

« See map attached to submission for further detail. The areas highlighted in red are already covenanted, as are the rest of the trees on
the property at 60 Kidd Road, Waiuku. These areas are already fenced.

Submitter Number: 114 Submitter: Steven Mundy - Z & Z Developments Limited Partnership
Point Number 114.1
S y of Decision Req ed A d the zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata from Country Living Zone to Village Zone

AND

Decision Reasons:

Amend Rule 24.4.2 Subdivision - Te Kowhai and Tuakau to apply the minimum net site area requirements of 1,000m2 to subdivision at 102
Travers Road, Te Kauwhata.

.

A minimum net site area of 1000m2 is appropriate for the site given the capability of the site to be provided with connections to public
potable water and wastewater infrastructure.

The minimum lot area with the exemption applied is 4000m?2 less than for general subdivision within the Country Living Zone.

Te Kauwhata is referenced in key strategic growth documents as an area for substantial growth and sufficient land will be needed to
cater for this growth.

The submission site is primed for development and will greatly improve development capacity within Te Kauwhata.

The site will be able to provide a significantly higher lot yield.

The site adjoins the Residential Zone and has direct road access.

The adjoining Environmental Protection Areas will not be adversely affected by the relief sought.

A geotechnical report indicates there are no major geotechnical constraints (see report attached to the submission as Appendix C for
further detail).

The site could create a transition zone between the large lots of Green Acres Drive and the smaller lots of Bragato Way.

Provides an increased variety of lot sizes.

Meets the relevant objectives and policies in the Proposed District Plan.

The site can fulfill Waikato District Council's visions for development within the Village Zone including meeting the desired residential
character, reticulation is possible for water, wastewater and stormwater.

See the concept plan attached as Appendix B to the submission for further detail.

.

.

.

.

Submitter Number:

15 Submitter: Robina Ross

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

115.1

Add 14 Galileo Street, Ngaruawahia as a heritage item to Schedule 30.1 (Historic Heritage Items).

.

The house is a villa over 100 years old.

It retains its original general form materials and street facade, including original double-hung sash windows with lead lights and bull
nosed roofed verandah.

The house has architectural significance and intrinsic or amenity values that meet the list under Policy 7.1.3.

The original owner of this house was William King, who was the first baker in Ngaruawahia and the original bakery building is still
standing as a listed heritage item.

The house at 14 Galileo Street is currently listed as a heritage item in The Operative District Plan (number 125).

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

16 Submitter: Ross & Margery Weir

R.M. & M.A. Weir Family Trust

Point Number

6.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d the zoning of the property at 702 State Highway 39 (Horotiu Rd) at Te Kowhai, on the western side of State Highway 39, from Village
Zone to Rural Zone.

« The land proposed to be zoned as Village Zone is currently a working dairy farm and its production will be lost with a Village Zoning.
« Other land along Te Kowhai Road would be more suitable for Village Zoning as it is already fragmented and unproductive.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

1162

Retain the Village Zone on the property at 692 Te Kowhai Road.

« The land is suitable for Village Zone as it is handy to the village and is already unproductive because of previous subdivision.
« People's preference is for smaller blocks so they do not spend all weekend on lawnmowers.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Submitter Number:

17 Submitter:

Navin Makan

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

117.1

Retain Residential Zoning for the property at 2346A Buckland Road, Tuakau.

« The proposed Residential rezoning is required because of housing demand and due to the potential for reverse sensitivity issues -
cropping operations involve noise, dust, spray and sometimes irregular hours such as night and public holidays.

Point Number

1172

Consider the most appropriate location for the walkway/cycleway/bridleway identified on 2346A Buckland Road.

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

« The walkway is in low land wetland in places (swamp).

Submitter Number: 118 Submitter: Neil & Suzanne Cummings
Point Number 118.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at 1474 Kauaia Road, Mangatangi from Rural Zone to Village Zone.

Decision Reasons:

The land is suitable for Village Zone subdivision for the following reasons:

« Easy contour;
« Adjoins Managatangi Village;
« Has good road access on a tarsealed road in a 80km/hr speed zone.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

19 Submitter:

Makan Daya & Co Ltd

Dheru Makan

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

119.1

Retain the Residential Zoning of the properties at 2356 and 2364 Buckland Road, Tuakau.

« Proposed Residential Zone of the sites is required because of housing demand.

« There are potential reverse sensitivity issues, also market garden operations involve sprays, irrigation, noise, dust in irregular hours such

as public holidays and night times.

Point Number

119.2

A d the location of the walkway/cycle way/bridleway near 2356 and 2364 Buckland Road, Tuakau.

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

« Some contours are not practical as the ground levels drop into swamp areas.

Submitter Number: 120 Submitter: Amanda Shaw
Point Number 120.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d zoning of the properties in Scotsman Valley, Tauwhare which are currently Country Living Zone in the Operative District Plan from

Decision Reasons:

Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« Land owners in the Country Living Zone at Scotsman Valley have already made plans and investment decisions that reflect the value of
the land and subdivision potential of the Country Living Zone. It is therefore unfair to change it to the Rural Zone.

« There will be no value to the District from the Rural Zoning in terms of agricultural production.

Submitter Number: 121 Submitter: Mark Fendall
Point Number 121.1
y of Decision Req ed A d the zoning of the properties 129, 151 and 161G Hakarimata Road, Ngaruawahia from Country Living Zone to Village Zone.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

« This change would allow one additional lot to be subdivided allowing a greater number of people to live in a native bush clad setting,

close to and enabling the growth of Ngaruawahia.
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« The growth of subdivision to the north along Hakarimata Road highlights a clear need for additional housing in this area.
« This land is at the foot of the Hakarimata range, beneath the native bush that the reserve is known for. The proposed additional lot
would have minimal or no visual impact, being set low down and close to Hakarimata road, but with sufficient planting that the setting

would not be disturbed.

« To preserve the mana of the Hakarimata, the owners have already designated three quarters of the property (4.5ha) as a Significant
Natural Area.

« This is not productive agricultural land, but it would provide for self-sufficient living without the need for reticulated services.
« Electricity supply and telecommunications services are already nearby.
« There is an existing area for a dwelling, which would require minimal earthworks.

« This lot would use the existing shared driveway to Hakarimata Road, which has good sightlines and would provide safe access. This
would also minimise any additional runoff.

« The above reasons would make it appropriate to zone this property as Village zoning as per Section 24 of the Proposed District Plan.
This zoning would allow for one additional lot with a minimum lot size of 3000m2 to be created.

« On this basis, the submitters believe that setting 161G Hakarimata Road, as a Village Zone would be of benefit to the people and
economy of the Waikato.

Submitter Number: 122 Submitter: Mark Fendall
Point Number 122.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the properties at 129, 151 and 161G Hakarimata Road, Ngaruwahia from Country Living Zone to Village Zone

Decision Reasons:

« The change would allow a greater number of people to live in a native bush clad setting, close to and enabling the growth of
Ngaruawahia.

« The growth of subdivision to the north along Hakarimata Road highlights a clear need for additional housing in this area.

« This land is at the foot of the Hakarimata range, beneath the native bush that the reserve is known for. The subdivision options would
have minimal or no visual impact, being set low down and close to Hakarimata road, but with sufficient planting that the setting would
not be disturbed.

« In order to preserve the mana of the Hakarimata, the owners of 161G have already designated three quarters of their property (~4.5
hectares) as a Significant Natural Area. This is not productive agricultural land, but it would provide for self-sufficient living without the
need for reticulated services. Electricity supply and telecommunications services are already nearby.

« There are existing obvious plots for future dwellings, which would require minimal earthworks.

« These lots could use the existing shared driveway to Hakarimata Road, which has good sightlines and would provide safe access. This
would also minimise any additional runoff.

« The above reasons would make it appropriate to zone these properties as Village Zoning as per Section 24 of the Proposed District
Plan. This zoning would allow for one additional lot with a minimum lot size of 3000m?2 to be created for each property.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

123 Submitter: Libby Gosling

Classic Builders Waikato Limited

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

123.1

Retain Rule 14.12.1.3(1)(a)(i) Permitted Activities — exemption of Local Roads within the Residential and Village Zones with a posted speed limit
of less than 60km/h from providing on-site manoeuvring, as notified.

« The currently operative District Plan requires that all sites provide onsite manoeuvring and the submitters find that this requirement is
very restrictive and results in poor outcomes where the house functionality and onsite amenity is sacrificed to cater to car parking and
manoeuvring space.

« The submitters support the proposed change to remove this requirement for residential properties in low speed environments.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

1232

Retain Rule 14.12.5.7 Required parking spaces and loading bays which requires two car parks per dwelling, as notified.

« The currently operative plan requires one onsite car park to be provided per bedroom in a dwelling.
« The submitters support the proposed change for two carparks per dwelling.

« More than two carparks is excessive, results in poor outcomes for the site, and is counterproductive to encouraging the use of public
transport.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

1233
Delete Rule 16.1.3 RDI (c) Restricted Discretionary Activities, which requires a minimum net site area of 300m2 for multi-unit development

OR

Amend Rule 16.1.3 RDI (c) Restricted Discretionary Activities to reduce the minimum net site area to less than 300m2 for each unit for multi-
unit development.

« Council already has discretion without being fixed on a specific value (e.g. 600m2 for a duplex). In Hamilton, the requirement for a
duplex is 400m2.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req ed:

1234

Delete Rule 16.2.4.1 PI(a) (vi) Earthworks — General requiring earthworks to be a minimum of 1.5m from all boundaries.
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« The submitters believe that this minimum setback is impractical, particularly as section sizes get smaller.
« Frequently a small batter or retaining wall is required near the boundary, but not at a scale that should require resource consent.

« The permitted yard requirement for the residential zone is 1.5m (to cladding), to build I.5m from a boundary, it is necessary to
undertake earthworks to create the footings etc. for the foundation which would be within this 1.5m area and trigger resource consent.

Point Number

ed:

1235

A d Rule 16.3.9.1 Pl (a) Building setbacks — All boundaries, to allow eaves to encroach over setbacks.

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

« This is common in many other districts and allows sites to be more usable, particularly as sites become smaller.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

123.6

Retain Rule 16.4.1 (a)(i) Subdivision — General, relating to minimum net site area.

« The submitters support the removal of the 600m?2 average lot size as in the Operative District Plan.
« The submitters do not consider a 600m?2 average lot size enables the efficient use of residentially zoned land.

« It restricts the submitter’s ability to provide affordable housing due to reduced yield, and less efficiencies gained in servicing and
development of the land.

« The submitters consider a 450m?2 average lot size to be beneficial to provide some range and variation in lot sizes, or for policy
framework to support lot size variation if discretionary activity resource consent is sought, to promote a range of typologies .

Point Number

A d Rule 16.3.2 (a)(i) Minor dwelling to reduce the minimum net site area 900m2 to enable Minor dwellings on smaller lots.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

« The submitters have experienced that minor dwellings are becoming more common for a variety of situations (e.g. investors, elderly
parents, adult children saving for home deposit).

« Minor dwellings are often being constructed with new builds to provide an additional income stream for first home buyers and helping
finance approval.

« In a new build situation, minor dwellings can easily be integrated into the bulk of the primary dwelling.

« In Tauranga, sections 500m2 and over are allowed. In Queenstown, there is no minimum lot size to be entitled to a Minor dwelling but
the submitters are frequently building them on lots of approximately 400m2. Whilst the submitters acknowledge that Tauranga and
Queenstown are quite different to Waikato, they believe that 900m2 is too restrictive.

b bdivisi

, because the lots sizes are too small.

« The 900m2 limit will rule out the majority of ild/greenfield

Point Number

S y of Decision R

123.8

A d Rule 16.3.5 P| Daylight admission, as follows:

Decision Reasons:

Buildings must not protrude through a height control plane rising at an angle of 3745 degrees commencing at an elevation of 2:52.7m above ground level at
every point of the site boundary.

« This daylighting standard is too restrictive on smaller lots, and lots that have topographical constraints and variations.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

123.9
Retain Rule 16.3.8 Service court, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Rule 16.3.8 Service court to allow for greater flexibility to how it can be achieved and delivered.

« The current requirement results in dwellings being designed around a 15m2 space containing a 3m circle.

« 2m is an adequate width to allow wheelie bins etc., this would allow greater flexibility to provide these spaces in locations that are
usable, and functional, rather than just wherever it is manageable to fit a 3m circle.

Point Number

123.10

A d Rule 16.3.9 Building setbacks to not apply to rear lots, or other lots where the garage door is not on a main street facing facade of the

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

dwelling, e.g. laneways or side entry garages.

« The rule needs clarifying.

« This rule should not be applied to rear lots or other Lots where the Garage door is not on main street facing facade of the dwelling (e.g.
laneways).

« This rule should not apply to side entry garages.

Submitter Number:

124 Submitter: Tony Welch
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Point Number 124.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at 52 Scott Road, Te Kauwhata, from Residential Zone to Light Industrial Zone as it was in the Operative
District Plan.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter is currently running a self-storage business on the property as it is currently zoned as Light Industrial.
« The submitter would not be able to run their business under Residential zoning.
« The Waikato District Council has approved the business under a building consent.
« The submitter is in the process of subdividing the land under SUB 0053/19, so would be happy if Lot 2 was kept as Light Industrial.
Submitter Number: 125 Submitter: Guy Rathbone

Organisation:

Dunholme Farm

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

125.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 5254 Highway 22, Waingaro.

« The submitter had attended a meeting at the council in 2015 and was assured that they did not have any significant areas on the farm.

« 91% of what the submitters produce is exported. By protecting Manuka and Kanuka, both, which are very fast growing and spreading
each year, restricts the farm use and production. Both Manuka and Kanuka protect and allow gorse, blackberry, privet, tobacco and
heather to become established and spread under the cover of this environment.

« The submitter has controlled the spread of Manuka and Kanuka by using scrub cutter bars and not burning these plants - unlike other
farms in the area. There is now over 500 Totara trees and other native trees, plus exotic trees they have planted. This is because they
did not burn areas and did not clear all native trees, as they have more than protected native trees for future generations.

« In comparison to other cut and burn farms the submitter is now being penalised under the Significant Natural Area proposal.

« The submitter asks for their steady plan of control to be allowed so they can continue to be viable in the future and carry on protecting
native trees.

« Farmers are being penalised by this scheme compared to other farmers who have burnt all trees and now have all their farm cleared and
in pasture.

« By the Council imposing the proposed Significant Areas plan and telling farmers they are unable to control the re growth of Manuka and
Kanuka, this is reducing the grazing land available to help increase the sheep numbers, which in turn will increase the export returns of
the country.

« The submitter is a member of the NZ Tree Crops Association so is committed to the preservation of native trees for future generations
and should be allowed to continue to preserve the countries heritage.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Bonita Dean

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

126.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 523 Waingaro Road, Ngaruawahia.

« The quality of the bush is low as it is regenerated tea tree and planted gum trees to prevent erosion (see the photos attached to the
submission for further detail).

« It also includes undesirable species such as pine and pest species such as gorse and blackberry.

« Part of the mapped area is pasture.

« The land does not have any vegetation that has significant value as defined in the policy for significant natural areas.

« There will be a detrimental effect on farming activities through lose of productive area.

« The substantial fencing area costs would far outweigh the quality of the vegetation identified for protection.

« There would be no benefit in protection; only unjustified costs to the landowner.

Submitter Number: 127 Submitter: Gary & Jill Morris

Point Number 127.1

S y of Decision Req d. A d zoning of the property at 157D Golding Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:
« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territorial boundary has been zoned Future Urban under the

Auckland Unitary Plan. This could result in a residential environment in this locality rather than a large open space rural environment.

« The property does not contain prime soils.
« Country Living Zone is a logical progression in zoning for this area given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe.

Submitter Number: 128 Submitter: Trevor Reid

Point Number 128.1

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision R ed:

Retain the Residential Zoning for the property at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.

This land is suitable for Residential Zone for the following reasons:

« Close to the school
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« Good road access
« Forms part of the same community as the properties in the Residential Zone on the north side of Horotiu Bridge Road.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

1282

Delete the requirement in Rule 22.3.2 P (b)(l) Minor dwelling for the minor dwelling to be located within 20m of the existing dwelling.
AND

Delete the requirement in Rule 22.3.2 P (b)(ii) Minor dwelling for a minor dwelling to share a driveway with the existing dwelling.

« There should be more flexibility in the rule to fit the circumstances of the residents and make better practicable use of existing land
areas and driveways.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

128.3

Retain the Residential zoning of the property at 108 Horotiu Bridge Road, Horotiu.

« It makes sense for it to be Residential Zone given the new residential development.

Point Number

128.4

S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 20.2.3.1 P3 Noise - General.
Decision Reasons:
« This rule provides existing residences with a safeguard against excessive noise from nearby Industrial Zones.
« Existing houses at Horotiu, near the Industrial Zone, do not have noise insulation and therefore need to have their amenity protected.
Submitter Number: 129 Submitter: Geoffrey Long
Point Number 129.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of land in the Matangi vicinity from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone (see the map attached to the submission for the
general area).
Decision Reasons:
« The area is already in small lots and not in farm production.
« Country Living Zone would better provide for the existing residents as well as releasing the development potential of the area.
Submitter Number: 130 Submitter: Kathleen Reid
Point Number 130.1
S y of Decision R ed Retain the Residential zoning of the property located at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.
Decision Reasons:
« The property at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu is close to services and the school.
« lts residential development will be in keeping with neighbouring properties and will provide a good quality gateway to Hamilton.
Point Number 130.2
S y of Decision R ed: A d the noise limits to match the Operative District Plan for the Industrial Zone.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 130.3
S y of Decision Req d. Delete the requirement in Rule 22.3.2 P1(b)(ii) for the minor dwelling to be located within 20m of the existing dwelling.
AND
Delete the requirement in Rule 22.3.2 P1(b)(ii) Minor dwelling for minor dwellings to share a driveway with the existing dwelling.
Decision Reasons:
« There should be more flexibility in the rule to fit the circumstances of the residents and to make better practicable use of the existing
land areas and driveways.
Point Number 130.4
S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 16.3.10 PI Building - Horotiu Acoustic Area to make it clear that existing buildings do not have to comply with the insulation

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

requirements.

« The rule is not clear about the requirements to insulate existing buildings.
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« It would be unfair and costly for existing buildings to be insulated.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

130.5

Retain the Residential Zone of the property at 108 Horotiu Bridge Road.

« The zoning has previously been proposed by Council and agreed by residents.
« The land is suitable for Residential Zoning for the following reasons:

- It has good road access;

- It is handy to Horotiu School; and

- Surrounded by houses.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

130.6

Retain Rule 20.2.3.1 P3 Noise - General.

« This rule provides existing residences with a safeguard against excessive noise from nearby industrial zones.
« Existing houses at Horotiu near the Industrial Zone do not have noise insulation and therefore need to have their amenity protected.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

131 Submitter: Vanessa Gibson

Brownie Investments

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

131.1

Retain the Residential Zoning of the property at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.

+ Good use of land with the anticipated growth within the area.

+ Wil provide a wider range of housing options.

+ A good quality development as a gateway to Hamilton as opposed to industrial.
+ Close to services.

« Within walking distance to school.

« Fits in with the development of neighboring properties.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

132 Submitter: Brett Harvey

B&A Harvey Ltd

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

132.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area from all B & A Limited Properties, Te Kauwhata.

« Render the land incapable of reasonable use.

« The land and values have been protected for as long as the family have owned it and there is no need for identification of a Significant
Natural Area on the site.

« Negative effect on the land values and workability.

« Council can purchase property if it wants it to be a Significant Natural Area (refers to a property in the middle of Lake Waikare which is
for sale).

« The submitter is concerned that Council is trying to steal the natural areas.

Submitter Number:

133 Submitter: Simon Gibson

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

133.1

Retain the Residential zoning of the property at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.

« The submitter wishes to subdivide and provide family homes.
« Support the local school and community.

« Fits in with the development of neighbouring properties.

« Can provide a range of stylish homes.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

1332

Ensure that the Industrial Zone noise limits are not increased.

+ No reasons provided.
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Submitter Number:

134 Submitter: Barbara Baker

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

removal of the recently planted trees on the roadside of Te Kowhai Road, Hamilton.

« These trees will cause a traffic hazard because they grow too big and their trimming or removal is a ratepayer expense.
+ Keeping them trimmed relies on the health of the owner and continuous ownership of the property.

Submitter Number:

135 Submitter: John & Roselei Holland

Point Number

<

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

135.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 368 Riverview Road, Huntly.

« The bush is not high quality as it is a remnant of previously logging.
« The adjacent Aggregate Extraction Area and Aggregate Resource Area will be compromised by the Significant Natural Areas as the
rock resource provides economic, social and environmental benefits to the district as per Objective 5.4.1.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

136 Submitter: Evelyn Ward

Ward Ranch Ltd

Point Number

<

136.1

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

the weir from the Whangamarino Wetland.

« The weir has ruined any natural aspects of the Whangamarino Wetand, has resulted in no water flow through the Pungarehu or Morrins
Creek area, which are flooded with stagnant water.
« It has caused drainage, pasture and fencing damage on the submitter's property.

Submitter Number:

137 Submitter: Michele Gamble

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

137.1

Retain the proposed Residential zoning of the property located at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.

« The property at 6257 Great South Road is close to the school and services.
« Developing it for residential purposes will be in keeping with neighbouring properties.
« It will provide a more attractive gateway to Hamilton than industrial development.

Point Number

137.2

A d the noise limits to match the Operative District Plan for the Industrial Zone.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

138 Submitter: Kim Crook

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

138.1

Retain the proposed Residential Zoning for the properties located at 6257 and 6263 Great South Road, Horotiu.

« More housing is needed to support the school's in-zone children.

Point Number

138.2

A d the noise limits to match the Operative District Plan for the Industrial Zone.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

140 Submitter: Richard Wright
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On behalf of:

Equus Enterprises Ltd

Point Number 140.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 182A Logan Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.
Decision Reasons:
« The surrounding area to the north and west is zoned Future Urban under the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential
housing and therefore a residential environment rather than a large open space rural environment.
« The site does not contain prime soils.
« Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for this area.
Submitter Number: 141 Submitter: Susan & Maurice McKendry
Point Number 141.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 95 Buckville Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.
Decision Reasons:
« The surrounding area to the north and west is zoned Future Urban under the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential
housing and therefore a residential environment rather than a large open space rural environment.
« The site does not contain prime soils.
« Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for this area.
Submitter Number: 142 Submitter: Daniel Miles
Point Number 142.1
S d A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the property at 606 Great South Road, Horotiu from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number: 143 Submitter: James Edward Greenhough
Point Number 143.1
S A

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the property at 137C Buckville Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west is zoned Future Urban under the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential
housing and therefore a residential environment rather than a large open space rural environment.

« The site does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for this area.

Submitter Number:

144 Submitter: Kirsten Seamer

Point Number

144.1

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the property at 166 Logan Road, Buckland from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west is zoned Future Urban under the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential
housing and therefore a residential environment rather than a large open space rural environment.

« The site does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for this area.

Submitter Number: 145 Submitter: Peter & Lee Walter
Point Number 145.1
A

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d the zoning of the property at 181D Golding Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west is zoned Future Urban under the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential
housing and therefore a residential environment rather than a large open space rural environment.

« The site does not contain prime soils.

+ Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for this area.
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Submitter Number:

146 Submitter: Bruce & Raelyn Wallbank

Point Number

146.1

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of the property at 210C Logan Road, Buckland from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west is zoned Future Urban under the Auckland Unitary Plan.

« This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment rather than a large open space rural environment.

« The site does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for this area.

« The submiter does not want building on the land that is being subdivided on vegetable growing lands.

Submitter Number:

147 Submitter: Haley Bicknell-McMahon

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

147.1

Delete the Airport Subdivision Control Boundary from Planning Map 27.2.

« The Airport Subdivision Control Boundary unnecessarily restricts subdivision and development potential in this area.
« The Airport subdivision Control Boundary is unnecessary to protect the airport as reverse sensitivity issues are sufficiently addressed by
building insulation requirements in the District Plan.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

147.2

A d Rule 23.4.2 RD1(a)(i) General subdivision by reducing the minimum net site area from 5000m2 to 3000m2.

Decision Reasons:

« A minimum net lot size of 3000m?2 is appropriate for Tamahere because this area will become a future dormitory suburb of Hamilton
and a greater density of development will help to meet the demand.
+ Wastewater disposal is still feasible within 3000m2 lots. The open nature of Tamahere will be preserved.

Submitter Number: 148 Submitter: Stephen John & Megan Lesley Ronke
Point Number 148.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the buffer d with the Maori Site of Significance (Paa) S14/75 to exclude the property at 64C Houghton Road, Whatawhata.

Decision Reasons:

+  When the purchase of 64C Houghton Road was being considered in 2016, enquiries to Council then confirmed that this paa site would
have no effect on this property.
« The submitter strongly opposes a change in status of the property at 64C Houghton Road.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

149 Submitter: Peter Thomson

Maramarua Golf Club

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

149.1

Maramarua Golf Club carpark be maintained by Council.

« Prior to Super City formation, Franklin Council painted parking lines on carpark. This has not been kept up by Waikato in spite of
request Golf Club is a community asset that is used much more than just golf.

Submitter Number: 150 Submitter: Nigel & Lee Tiley
Point Number 150.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 210F Logan Road Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban under the
Auckland Unitary Plan.

This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a large open space rural
environment.

The subject property does not contain prime soils.
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« Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living is a logical
progression in zoning for this area.

Submitter Number:

151 Submitter: Todd Bawden

Point Number

I151.1

A d the zoning for the property at 2324 River Road, Horsham Downs (Lot 3 DP 507442) from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Refer the MGSL Plan Change Submission Report as attached for the reasons requested.

By rezoning as Country Living Zone, the area will then be capable of contributing to the Waikato District’s Future Proof Strategy
Planning for Growth 2017 for additional 13,300-17,500 dwellings between 2018 and 2045.

It is more important to use the land efficiently for future low density housing sites for accommodating future growth rather than to hold
the area as a vacant rural small block of unproductive ‘farm’.

The site is surrounded by existing roads so therefore cannot be utilised as a rural run-off block by any adjacent farmers.

Aligns with the purpose of the Country Living Zone aims to” provide for low density living in specific locations in rural areas.”

The size of the site will aid in preserving low density dwellings in accordance with the Country Living Zone rather than the purpose of
the Rural Zone.

This will accommodate low-density residential housing and a differing range of housing typologies between the country living areas
located on the northern side of the Waikato River and newer residential areas on the Southern Side of the Waikato River.

In addition, where there are new future employment focus areas (located south-west of the proposed site area), there is potential to
provide additional housing on the proposed site area to be connected within close walking/cycling proximity of the future focused
employment area to the south-west.

Due to sand from the Waikato Expressway excavations, the ground conditions make it more appropriate that the subject Lot be
rezoned as Country Living Zone without the Hamilton Urban Expansion Area Policy rather than a zone for intensified residential
development (i.e. A Residential Living Zone or a Country Living Zone with the overlay).

The adverse effects of rezoning the subject Lot is anticipated to be less than minor.

Within An 800m pedestrian-shed analysis shows that there is one primary school (Horotui Primary School), suburban neighborhood
node of Horotiu, new residential areas (located south-west of the identified area), Industrial Park and Heavy Industrial areas
(employment opportunities), business areas (employment opportunities and daily commercial/retail activities), country living areas,
reserve areas along the fringes of the Waikato River and rural areas (located around and north of the site area).

During the construction of the Waikato Expressway, any “high class soils” were removed or distributed.

The area is not entirely rural due to its locality in relation to the surrounding land use activities located to the south and south east in
which includes new residential areas, other countryside living areas, new residential areas, small portion of business areas, local primary
school, industrial park and heavy industrial areas.

Water infrastructure is readily available and new stormwater and wastewater infrastructure would be established upon resource
consent.

Significant views of the surrounding rural environment and mountain ranges.

.

.

.

.

.

.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

152 Submitter: Rolande Paekau

Te Whaanga 2B3B2 & 2Bl Ahu Whenua Trust

Point Number

152.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Section 2.2 (a) Background to apply the Resource Management Act definitions of "Tangata Whenua" and "Mana Whenua", as follows:

Tangata Whenug; in relation to a particular area means the iwi, or hapu, that holds mana Whenua over that area.

+ Waikato-Tainui is not 'the' tangata whenua, as if to proclaim that they are an entity that has a higher status than other iwi, hapu and
marae in Waikato District.

« The Waikato-Tainui lwi Authority was established to receive settlement funds from the Crown as a result of raupatu. Council must not
confuse the identity and status of tangata whenua and other hapu and/or iwi with its obligations under the Resource Management Act to
all tangata whenua groups within Waikato District.

« Poihakena Marae and its beneficiaries assert that tangata whenua in Whaingaroa are only those that can whakapapa to Whaingaroa i.e.
Ko Karioi te Maunga, Ko Whaingaroa te Moana, Ko Tainui te Waka, Ko Tainui te Iwi, Ko Ngati Koata, Ngati Hounuku, Ngati Te lkaunahi,
Ngati Kahu, Ngati Karu, Te Paetoka, Ngati Pukoro, Ngati Tira, Ngati Rua Aruhe, Ngati Heke, Ngati Tahau, Ngati Te Kore nga hapu.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

1522

Retain Section 2.5 Understanding of Maaori Land Ownership, as notified.

« Enables more Maori land to be utilised for the benefit of their landowners and beneficiaries.
« The submitter supports the change of Maori freehold title to Maori Lands in the Waikato District.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

152.3

Retain Section 2.8 Concept Management Plan, as notified.

« The submitter states that they support this section given Whaingaroa Kite Whenua's Tihei Mauriora Plan.

« This includes plans for a cultural theme park to be endorsed by Council, and any updated versions of this plan.

« This Tihei Mauriora Plan captures the vision and aspirations of Tuaiwa Rickard.

+ A Concept Management Plan will enable Maori land trusts to develop their land blocks with the assist of funding from Council and
central government.

« Supports the Concept Management Plan for Maori land blocks and Trusts for Whaingaroa.

« Supports a Concept Management Plan funding pool to be allocated for the Waikato District.

Point Number

1524

A d the Proposed District Plan to enable the following activities as permitted on Te Kopua lands on Riria Kereopa Memorial Drive, Raglan

y of Decision Req

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

(including Te Kopua Trust, Te Kopua 2B3 Incorporation and Whaingaroa Kite Whenua):

« Facilities for surface water activities
+ Recreation
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Decision Reasons:

+ Kohanga reo

« Education facilities

« Public toilets

« Camp site and associated car wash, grocery or boating store and marae
« Restaurant

« Conference facilities

« Travellers' accommodation

« The submitter requests the same permitted activity provisions for Te Kopua lands as per the Pa Zone in the Operative District Plan as
they reflect the aspirations of tangata whenua, owners and beneficiaries of those lands.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

1525

Retain Section 2.10 Iwi Management Plans as notified
AND

Create an Iwi Management Plan fund for Tangata Whenua, dedicated to hapu and marae to develop and implement their respective plans.

« The submitter supports Iwi Management Plans.

+ Recommends that Council contributes towards a dedicated funding pool or budget to implement Iwi Management Plans throughout
Waikato District and therefore enable iwi, hapu and marae to develop their respective plans.

« An Iwi Management Plan will inform and guide Council in respect to consulting with the right people/tangata whenua in the development
of master plans, blueprints and community plans as per Council's obligations under section 35(A) of the Resource Management Act 1991
and the Local Government Act 2002.

« Supports an Iwi Management Plan Fund for Tangata Whenua. This is a critical gap for Council who are seeking to develop Master Plans,
Blueprints and community plans.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

1526

Retain Section 2.14 Objective - Kaitiaki (steward/guardian), as notified.

« The submitter wishes to reiterate the importance of understanding who is tangata whenua with any consultation process.Waikato-Tainui
is not the tangata whenua of Raglan/Whaingaroa. The people of Tainui ki Whangaroa (Raglan) are the tangata whenua and hold mana
whenua over their rohe.

« The submitter expects Council staff to consult with the submitter on any issue relating to their land or sea, including any development
proposal.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

1527

Retain the Maaori Site of Significance that contains the Ururpa-Rangipu on the planning maps (located on Riria Kereopa Memorial Drive, Raglan).

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

152.8

Add the wahi tapu located at the end of Riria Kereopa Memorial Drive (on Te Kopua 2B3 Inc) to Schedule 30.3 Maaori Sites of Significance.

«  This wahi tapu site is significant to iwi and hapu.

Submitter Number: 153 Submitter: Michael Shen
Point Number 153.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the extent of the Significant Natural Area at 68 Brown Road, Tuakau, to extend no further than the area to which the existing

Decision Reasons:

Conservation Covenant applies (see map attached to the submission for further information).
OR

Amend Rule 22.4.1.6 to allow for additional subdivision entitlement for the legal protection of any Significant Natural Area that is not subject to
an existing conservation covenant.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide any alternative, additional or consequential relief as is necessary to achieve consistency with the
above and to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Gives the landowner an incentive to legally protect the remaining half of the Significant Natural Area.

Point Number

1532

A d the zoning of Lot 2 DP 153636 (54 Dominion Road), Lot 2 DP 371796 (52 Dominion Road) and Lot | DP 485993 (48 Dominion Road)

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

from a split zoning of Rural Zone and Residential Zone to purely Residential Zone.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide any alternative, additional or consequential relief as is necessary to achieve consistency with the
above and to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Air Quality report prepared for Plan Change 16 recommended a 250m separation distance through a rural buffer but did not consider
other methods. This fait accompli was raised in a peer review of this report prepared by Jacobs for Waikato District Council and was
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included in part of the Plan Change |6 Section 32 analysis.

« The acoustic assessment prepared for Plan Change |6 does not assess the effects of providing residential development within the
southern portion of the Dominion Road sites, or whether other methods can be applied to mitigate potential adverse acoustic effects.
« Separate assessment of noise effects which concluded that the current noise levels at 48 and 52 Dominion Road are suitable for

residential land uses (therefore, no buffer would be required).

« Separate assessment of air quality which recommended a separation distance of 150m between industrial and residential activities.
« Supporting evidence has not been provided in the Proposed District plan as to why the buffer has been increased in width, or why the

buffer width varies.
« Costs and benefits of different buffer widths has not been considered.
« Use of other methods have not been considered.

« The proposed zoning pattern will result in the reduction of over |10ha of potential residential land within Ikm of the Tuakau town centre

without supporting evidence that this is necessary to avoid reserve sensitivity effects.

« A Rural Zone buffer is only applied to the north of the Whangarata industrial area, not to the west where the Industrial Zone abuts the

Residential Zone. This method has not been observed in any other Waikato District towns.

« Supporting information of PC16 suggested that a rural buffer was not required along the western interface due to topography,
requirements for esplanade reserves, and building setbacks. Those attributes apply to the northern interface, which also includes the
North Island Main Trunk railway corridor, inherently providing between 150m and 200m of separation.

« Removal of the rural buffer at 54 Dominion road would avoid split zoning and would provide a defensible boundary to urban limits along

the Kairoa Stream.

« Southern portions of 48 and 52 Dominion Road have steep topography that would restrict residential development in the area closest

to the Industrial Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

153.3

Retain the proposed Residential Zoning at 56 Dominion Road, Tuakau (Lot | DP 153636).

« Reasons not stated.

Submitter Number: 155 Submitter: Karl Crook
Point Number 155.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain the proposed Residential Zoning at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.
Decision Reasons:

« Provides a wider range of housing options.

+ Close to school

+ Close to services

« Fits in with the development of neighbouring properties.
Point Number 1552
S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 20.2.3 Noise, to not increase the noise limits for the Industrial Zone.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons given.
Submitter Number: 156 Submitter: David Rawiri
Point Number 156.1
S y of Decision Req d. R access to the property at 123 Rawiri Road from Rawiri Road, despite future changes to roading configuration.
Decision Reasons:

« That access to the property at 123 Rawiri Road is maintained from Rawiri Road.
Submitter Number: 157 Submitter: John Baillie
Point Number 157.1

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Retain the proposed Residential Zone at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.

+ Close to the school

+ Good for the community

« Close to services

« Better quality development as gateway to Hamilton

« Fits in with the development of neighbouring properties.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 20.2.3 Noise, to not increase the noise limits for the Industrial Zone.

« Not stated.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Submitter Number:

Submitter: Peter Thomson

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of Maramarua township to encourage its development as a service centre for State Highway 2.

« This needs to occur to continue to serve the surrounding townships.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

159

Submitter: Jefferis and Susan Bodley

Kainga Moana Nui Ltd

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

159.1

A

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of all four titles at 228 Waerenga Road, Te Kauwhata from Rural Zone to Village Zone.

« The topography is suitable for residential development.

« The existing wetlands and ponds and lake views provide good amenity for Village Zoning.

« The ponds and wetlands have been used by various Community groups including Scouts, Guides and emergency services.
« Property has reticulated water supply

+ Good natural drainage.

« Waste water services are adjacent.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Anthony Armstrong

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

160.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area at property number 2018784, Kakakariki Road, Hamilton.

« This was man made with pussy willow covering the dug out area for a duck pond approximately 10 years ago (see photos attached to
the submission).

« The credibility of the SNAs initial identification need verification. Students were hired for holiday work to scout the district and identify
what they thought were areas of SNA. They were not qualified to identify these. The Council then took this information as credible.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Martin Lynch

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d zoning of 2044 River Road, Hamilton from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone, therefore retaining the Operative District Plan zoning.

« The Rural Zoning will have an adverse material impact on the value of the property.

« The zoning is illogical and unfair that takes no account of the adjacent character and adjoining properties.

« The property is inappropriate and too small for rural land use and therefore should retain its existing Country Living Zone status.

« The zoning takes no account of the limited proportion of productive land available for use.

« The land can be subdivided into optimal sized lots and provide rural residential living opportunities in context with immediate
surroundings alleviating pressure on other potential subdivision areas which are isolated.

« The property is adjacent to existing rural residential land use.

« The property will not generate reverse sensitivity effects on abutting rural land use.

« The neighbouring dairy farm (Rural Zone) has not generated any reverse sensitivity effects.

+ The immediate farmland adjacent is grazed on a 4 week rotation and the herd is typically present in those paddocks for a one day
period.

« There has been no issues of reverse sensitivity in locations to the south where cows graze up against property boundaries.

« The surrounding farming buildings are located more than 500m away.

« Houses in surrounding developments are well setback from boundaries providing space between activities.

« A wetland development to the east end of the property provides an additional buffer to the dairy farm.

« The degree and rational behind the proposed zone change is contrary to Part 2 of the RMA as the proposal does not constitute
sustainable management of natural and physical resources.

« If the property was subdivided it would not be an isolated Country Living Zone.

« The proposed rezoning to rural would undermine the existing rural residential amenity in the immediate area(s) and undermine the
integrity of the Operative District Plan.

« Country living zoning of the property would facilitate effective and efficient use of land resource for housing in the Waikato District.

« Adverse effects on productive land resources in the district from the Country Living Zoning of the property are negligible.

« The property is in easy commuting distance of Hamilton and there is high demand for such properties, particularly in this northern
location.

« The property and surrounding areas have already been managed in regard to Future Proof.

« Rezoning the property to rural will result in adverse environmental effects on existing land use that has already developed under the
Country Living provisions of the Operative District Plan.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

161.2

A

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d Rule 23.4.1 (Prohibited subdivision) to remove a blanket ban on subdivision of properties in the Country Living Zone within the

Hamilton Urban Expansion Policy Area.

« The submitter opposes the blanket ban of subdividing properties inside the Hamilton Urban Expansion Area as this is a blunt instrument
which locks up value for the property owners for s significant period of time when there is the ability to design subdivisions to cater for
future intensification at a later date.

« Prohibiting subdivision would have a material adverse economic and social outcome which goes against Objective 5.6.1 which calls for a
balanced policy approach.

« Prohibiting subdivision in this areas does not take into account the ability to future proof for residential intensification.
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« A blanket ban would be a blunt tool which does not take into account the existing layout of Country Living Zones and whether future
development would materially impact upon the long term strategy of protecting Hamilton's Urban Expansion Area.
« The proposed change does not reflect public consultation phases and is contrary to ratepayers' expectations and the submitter's.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

161.3

Delete the requirement for a 23m building setback apply to artificial water bodies in Rule 23.3.7 (Building Setbacks).

« It is inappropriate for a setback to apply to artificial water bodies which have been developed for the purpose of adding character and
amenity value on private property.

+ The rule does not take into account elevation, screening and other material items.

« The rule prevents the provision of a small hut or bird viewing shelter which would be a great attribute for children and adults interested
in conservation.

Submitter Number:

162 Submitter: Tim Searle

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

162.1

Retain proposed Country Living Zone in the areas bounding Travers Road and Green Acres Drive, Te Kauwhata.

« The land is low lying and is a potential overflow area in case of flooding.

« To build residential dwellings on that piece of land will increase the likelihood of flooding on a wider scale in the area. Any additional
flooding would cause surrounding properties to be potentially flooded as there is a drain that runs down the length of the property at
21 Green Acres Drive feeding into the drain at the low point of Travers Road.

« The submitter enjoy the country living aspect of our area of the village and piece of land and want to maintain that country lifestyle
outlook.

« The submitter is pleased that ongoing development is occurring in the village with the Scott Road development and other developments
around the Golf Course and see these developments as vital to the long term future of Te Kauwhata and helping ensure a thriving
community.

« A change in zoning to on a relatively small flood prone low lying section of land does not fit with the future development and plans that
have been made for Te Kauwhata.

Submitter Number: 163 Submitter: Kevin Mitchell
Point Number 163.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 102 Travers Rd, Te Kauwhata from Residential Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The land at 102 Travers Rd is, and has been subject to flooding and unsuitable for close subdivision.

« There is no need for additional sections to be created in Te Kauwhata, due to the excess sections available and that there is enough land
already zoned to meet projected demands.

« Additional residential development on this land will compromise the current amenity for neighboring properties and compromise the
current land users for viticulture and lifestyle activities, (including stock).

Submitter Number:

164 Submitter: Hiini Kepa

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

164.1

No decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 2 Tangata whenua.

« Allows autonomy, growth and independence.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

164.2

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 3 Natural Environment.

« Allows autonomy, growth and independence.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

164.3

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 5 Rural Environment.

« Allows autonomy, growth and independence.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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164.4

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 6 Infrastructure and Energy.
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+ Allows autonomy, growth and independence.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

164.5

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 14 Infrastructure and Energy.

« Allows autonomy, growth and independence.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

164.6

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Chapter 22 Rural Zone.

« Allows autonomy, growth and independence.

Submitter Number: 165 Submitter: Janice Boot
Point Number 165.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d designation U23 (1117 Tauwhare Rd) to exclude the possible future cell phone transmitter/tower.

Decision Reasons:

« The designation including cell phone tower will devalue the adjoining property.
« The submitter is concerned about the effect of radiation from the operation of a cell phone transmitter/tower.
« The submitter does not object to the existing telephone exchange as it currently exists.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

166 Submitter: Reginald Briggs

Beverage Developments Ltd

Point Number

166.1

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of the Rural Zoned land that is existing urban housing in the area around Park Road and 6000-6012 Great South Road

Horotiu (the submission does not specify a suitable zone).

« This area is zoned "rural" and no way can it ever be described as adhering to the objectives and policies relating to rural zoning. e.g.

Objective 5.1.1(a)(iii).

« This pocket of houses is an urban development in every sense of the word and the demand for denser development is evidenced by

Council's approval of the residential development in the rezoned greenfields just north of the nearby golf course.

+ New residential developments are largely funded by the developers, but Council still has an obligation to upgrade obsolete
developments by the installation of modern day infrastructure even it means raising loans to be repaid by targeted rates.

« Itis further noted that numbers 6010 and 6012 are currently carrying out non complying commercial activities (with | understand
Resource Consent applications pending) which further indicates that the "rural” zoning is no longer appropriate for this area.

Submitter Number:

167 Submitter: Roger Heaslip

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

167.1

Retain the proposed Residential Zoning of the property at 6257 Great South Road, Horotiu.

« Close to school.

+ Good for the Horotiu Community.

« Close to services.

« Fits in with the development of neighbouring properties.
« A good quality development as gateway to Hamilton.

Point Number 167.2
S y of Decision Req ed A d the Proposed District Plan to not increase the noise limits for the Industrial Zone.
Decision Reasons:
« No reasons provided.
Submitter Number: 168 Submitter: Paula Brown
Point Number 168.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of Scotsman Valley, Tauwhare properties from the notified Rural Zone back to Country Living Zone as they were zoned in

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

the Operative District Plan.
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« Land owners in the Country Living Zone (Operative District Plan) at Scotsman Valley have already made plans and investment decisions
that reflect the value of the land and subdivision potential of the Country Living Zone. It is unfair to change it to Rural Zone. There
will be no value to the district from Rural Zoning in terms of agricultural production.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

169 Submitter: Tom Seddon

Jo, Peggi, Oki, Mila, Jade, Anita and other kids

Point Number

169.1

ed: Oppose the construction of apartments on the corner of Stuart Street and Wainui Road, Raglan

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

« The function and (high end) targeted users of these apartments, let alone the aesthetic, do not adhere to the "Raglan Naturally' ethos.
The submitter believes a construction project of scale can only erode the remaining charm and character of central Raglan, with no
benefit to the town, socially or financially.

On behalf of:

Point Number 169.2
S y of Decision R ed: Oppose the prohibition of horse access to Ngaranui Beach via the north-end carpark track.
Decision Reasons:
« Safety is concern to the submitter.
« Since the closure of the "pines" beach access track due to the creation of the mountain bike trails, this is the only safe access to
Ngaruanui beach for all the people with horses on Wainui Road. The only alternative access requires a very dangerous ride down the
open highway with no foot path or cycle lane.
Submitter Number: 170 Submitter: Anita Seddon

Jo, Jade, Mila, Peggy, Oki and other kids riding with me!

Point Number

170.1

ed: Oppose the prohibition of horse access to Ngaranui Beach via the north-end carpark track.

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

« Safety is a concern to the submitter. Since the closure of the "pines" beach access track due to the creation of the mountainbike trails
this is the only safe access to Ngaranui beach for all the people with horses on Wainui road. The only alternative access requires a very
dangerous ride down the open highway with no footpath or cycle lane.

Point Number

170.2

ed: Oppose the apartments on the corner of Wainui Street and Stewart Street, Raglan. Apartments like this should not be built in seaside Raglan.

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

+ Not good that the feeling and look of Raglan is being changed similar to Mt Maunganui. The submitter supports Raglan becoming a
conservation area with rules similar to these http/www.peakdistrict.gov.uk/planning/advice/conservation-areas where buildings cannot be
changed, trees cut down or any other changes without it being good for the community.

Submitter Number: 171 Submitter: Louis (Luke) Faesenkloet
Point Number 171.1
S y of Decision R d. Retain Rule 22.3.2 Minor Dwelling, particularly that a minor unit is a permitted activity that the maximum size is 70m2, that the minor dwelling

Decision Reasons:

is located within 20m of the dwelling and that the minor dwelling shares driveway access with the existing dwelling
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to clarify that the 70m2 maximum gross floor area for a minor dwelling does not include a garage.

« Provision enables additional accommodation without needing consent, e.g for farmhands, elderly parents, teenagers.

Point Number

1712

d. A d Rule 22.3.7.1 Building setbacks -all boundaries to reduce the setbacks from the road which apply to the submitter's three titles at

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

McWatt Road, Pokeno, that have frontages to paper roads.
OR

Amend Rule 22.3.7.1 Building setbacks -all boundaries so that the building setbacks only apply to one of the road boundaries for the submitter's
three titles on McWatt Road, Pokeno.

« Development of site is difficult as a permitted activity due to the paper roads adjoining the submitter's site.
« Achieving 7.5m setback from road boundaries is unachievable.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number 171.3
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 NC| General subdivision, where subdivision that does not comply with Rule 22.4.1.2 (RD1) is a non-complying activity.
Decision Reasons:
+ Non-complying activity status is more appropriate than prohibited activity status.
Point Number 171.4
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.4.1.4 (RD ) Boundary Relocation to ensure that a boundary relocation can occur in relation to the submitter's property in

Decision Reasons:

McWatt Road, where the smallest title is 9965m2 and the two titles are currently separated by an unformed paper road (see screen shot
attached to submission).

« The submitter's smallest title on 130 McWatt Road is separated from our other nearest title by way of a paper road. The location of the
paper roads will make development of this smallest site difficult, particularly given the building setback requirements from roads for
habitable buildings.

« Asaresult, the submitter is seeking that the boundary relocation provisions be adjusted to enable them to relocate the boundaries
between the smallest title and the next closest title, notwithstanding that there is currently a paper road separating the two titles.

« The submitter will approach the Council about potentially stopping one part of the paper road.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Shaun Jackson

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

172.1

Retain Residential Zoning as notified for the property at 139 Dominion Road, Tuakau.

« Development of the site is generally in line with the desired outcomes of the Proposed District Plan (see plan attached to submission).

Point Number

1722

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

d zoning of | |8F Barnaby Road, Tuakau from Rural Zoning to either Village Zone or Residential Zone.

« This site has potential to provide roading and walkway connections from Dominion Road through to Harrisville Road.

« Currently the only way out from Barnaby Road and Dominion Road are singular and this could provide connections.

« Itis a Rural Zone predominately surrounded by Village and Residential Zones and may be better served to become Village or Residential
Zone.

Point Number 172.3
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the map to create a separation between |15 Harrisville Road, Tuakau and the Pukekohe Motorcycle Club (Harrisville MX park).
Decision Reasons:
+ The MX club creates a lot of dust and noise and putting residential hard on its boundary is bound to create conflict.
+ The MX Club is a significant local attraction and should be assisted to stay as part of the community.
Point Number 1724
S y of Decision Req ed A d the zoning of the Johnson Street, Tuakau area from Village Zone to Residential Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« This area is approximately 200 meters from the main street and makes a good location for higher density development.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

1725

Retain the zoning of 100C Bollard Road, Tuakau as Industrial Zone as notified.

« Generally support the rezoning to Industrial Zone.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Cameron & Alicia De'Arth

Point Number

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the property at 199 Buckville Road, Pukehohe. from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

« The subject property does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a
logical progression in zoning for this area.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Submitter Number: 174 Submitter: David Shorter
Point Number 174.1
S y of Decision R ed: A

Decision Reasons:

d zoning of the property at 33 Jamieson Road, Buckland from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

« The subject property does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a
logical progression in zoning for this area. This area already has existing services infrastructure to handle the growth as well as access to
public transport compared to Pokeno.

Submitter Number: 175 Submitter: Yvonne Pack
Point Number 175.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d the zoning of the property at Jamieson Road, Buckland from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

+ The subject property does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to the village and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a logical
progression in zoning for this area.

« Surrounding streets already have electricity, town water, established roads and for the submitter's site gas piped to across the driveway.

« In addition Buckland School is within walking distance and Pukekohe Intermediate and High Schools are on the bus route and the rail
track is within walking distance.

Submitter Number: 176 Submitter: Isobel Waitere
Point Number 176.1
S y of Decision R ed: Delete the Significant Natural Area from 511 Wharf Road, Te Akau South.

Decision Reasons:

« This land has been in the submitter's family for close to 100 years. In this time the submitter has protected it themselves and would like
to continue to do so. A Covenant protecting the bush is already in place following a subdivision around 30 years ago.

Submitter Number:

177 Submitter: Nick Hill

Point Number

177.1

d A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d the zoning of properties in Scotsman Valley, Tauwhare from the notified Rural Zone back to Country Living Zone as they were zoned in
the Operative District Plan.

« Land owners in the Country Living Zone (Operative District Plan)at Scotsman Valley have already made plans and investment decisions
that reflect the value of the land and subdivision potential of the Country Living Zone. It is unfair to change it to Rural Zone. There
will be no value to the district from Rural Zoning in terms of agricultural production.

Point Number

177.2

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d Rule 22.3.7.1 PI (a) (iii) Building Setbacks - all boundaries, from 25m to 12m.

« The 25m proposed setback is unr and will ur
lifestyle property and consented subdivision.

ily limit the submitter's building and development options on their

Submitter Number: 178 Submitter: Steven Shue
Point Number 178.1
S y of Decision R ed A d the zoning of the property at 169 Buckville Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

« The subject property does not contain prime soils.

« Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a
logical progression in zoning for this area.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Submitter Number: 179 Submitter: Jennifer Buchanan

Point Number 179.1

y of Decision R ed: A d the zoning of the property at 140 Logan Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

.

The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan. This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a
large open space rural environment.

The subject property does not contain prime soils.

Given the close proximity to the village of Buckland and town of Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone
is a logical progression in zoning for this area.

Submitter Number: 180 Submitter: Roger Peart
On behalf of: RM & CA Peart

Point Number 180.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the Coastal Zone to a Rural Zone, especially for working farms.

Decision Reasons:

« At present any building work requires a resource consent which is a huge hassle and cost requiring the help of a planner. This seems
unnecessary especially when a proposed building is part of a working farm and within all the rules and guidelines.

Submitter Number: 181 Submitter: Robert Smith
Point Number 181.1
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 16.4.1 Subdivision General

Decision Reasons:

+ No reason provided.

Submitter Number: 182 Submitter: Kirriemuir Trustee Limited
Point Number 182.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the sites on the western side of Geraghtys Road, Tuakau adjoining the Proposed Residential Zone (as shown in Figure 3 of

the submission) from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.
AND
Amend provisions as consequential changes to give effect to the relief sought in the submission.

Decision Reasons:

.

There is no detailed reasoning as to why the proposed Residential Zone boundary location has been selected. The s32 analysis relies on
the Tuakau Structure Plan (TSP) to establish the rural/residential boundary.

.

The proposed Residential Zone boundary does not meet a key objective of the TSP as it does not provide a clear edge for the town to
retain its rural context. An alternative location uses a Significant Natural Area and Outstanding Natural Feature as a definite defensible
and permanent urban edge. (see Figure 3 of the submission document).

Based on existing technical reports (including within the s32 documentation) no geotechnical, infrastructure, archaeological, transport
or landscape impact effects are likely to arise from the extension to the Residential Zone which cannot be appropriately managed or
mitigated.

See submission document for further details supporting the change sought.

Point Number 1822

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, but submission states general support for Chapter 4 Urban Environment except as otherwise noted in
supplementary points within the submission document.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 182.3

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, but submission states general support for Chapter |6 Residential Zone except as otherwise noted in supplementary
points within the submission document.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 182.4
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d

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission states general support for Chapter |3 Definitions, except as otherwise noted in supplementary
points in the submission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

182.5

S y of Decision Req ed: Retain the Objectives and Policies in Section 4.1 Strategic Direction as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The provisions provide a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.
Point Number 182.6
S y of Decision R ed Retain the Objectives and Policies in Section 4.2 Residential Zone, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The provisions provide a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.
Point Number 182.7
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain the Objectives and Policies in Section 4.4 Residential and Village Zones - Noise, lighting, outdoor storage, signs and odour, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The provisions provide a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.
Point Number 182.8
S y of Decision Req d. Retain the Objectives and Policies in Section 4.7 Urban Subdivision and development, as notified, unless otherwise specified in the submission.
Decision Reasons:
« The provisions provide a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.
Point Number 182.9
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Policy 4.1.3 (b) Location of development, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The Future Proof Strategy recognises Tuakau as a R2 growth area.
Point Number 182.10
S y of Decision Req ed Retain Policy 4.4.2 Noise, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The policy seeks to ensure lawfully established activities are protected and that setbacks are provided. This is agreed and will need to be
supported with robust planning (for lawful establishment) and technical (acoustic) reporting where any setback is proposed.
Point Number 182.11
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Policy 4.4.5 Objectionable odour, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The policy seeks to ensure lawfully established activities are protected and that setbacks are provided. This is agreed and will need to be
supported with robust planning (for lawful establishment) and technical (acoustic) reporting where any setback is proposed.
Point Number 182.12
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Objective 4.6.6 Manage adverse effects, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« Industrial activities are required to manage effects in accordance with Regional and District Plan provisions and any relevant resource
consents.
Point Number 182.13
S y of Decision R ed: A d Policy 4.7.11 Reverse sensitivity to ensure that "protection” of sites generating adverse effects is extended only where those effects are

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

lawfully established, as follows:

(a) Devel and subdivision design

wider environment; and

lawfully established and operating reverse effects on adjacent sites, adjacent activities, or the

industry or industrial activity.
AND

Amend provisions as consequential changes to give effect to the relief sought in the submission.
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« Activities which generate effects on adjoining sites should not be protected if there is no consented right to operate.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

182.14

Retain Chapter 16.] to 16.4 Residential Zone, as notified.

« The provisions provided for suitable controls expected within a residential environment.

Submitter Number:

183 Submitter: Tracey Smith

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

183.1

Retain Rule 16.4 Subdivision.

« No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

184 Submitter: Vera Wennekers

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

184.1

Add a new zone titled 'Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone' to the planning maps.
AND

Amend the zoning of the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Section 3 SO 482553, Lot | DPS 20619, Section | SO Plan 60522, Allotment
740 Parish of Taupiri, Allot 857 Parish of Taupiri and Allotment 6 Paris of Taupiri from Rural Zone to the proposed Kimihia Lakes Recreation and
Events Zone (See table 6.1 within the submission for details).

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognised that overlays are in relation to significant tracts of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no longer desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

Excludes the existing Lake Kimihia which is owned and managed by the Department of Conservation.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

1842

Add a new section 9.5 Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone within Chapter 9 Specific Zones containing objectives and policies specifically
catering for the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone as set out in section 4.2.2 of the submission.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognized that overlays are in relation to significant tracks of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no linger desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

184.3

Add a new definition for "Ancillary Buildings (Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park)" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means a supporting building that is subordinate and incidental to a permitted activity undertaken in the Park, including storage units, administration and
ablution facilities and clubrooms.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Decision Reasons:

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

1845

Add a new definition for "Community Activities and Facilities (Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Event Park)" to Chapter |3 as follows:

includes buildings for educational purposes, community functions and public toilets or public rooms.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

184.6

Add a new definition for "Operational Facilities" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

including_but not limited to car parking, internal access; ticketing_offices, storage and maintenance sheds, and helipads.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

184.7

Add a new definition for "Outdoor Education” to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means in the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, land or buildings used for the formal or informal education or training and includes (but is not
limited to)_confidence courses.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

184.8

Add a new definition for "Outdoor Pursuits" to Chapter |3 as follows:

Means moving across land by non-powered means for example biking, orienteering, tramping, and horse trekking,

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

184.9

Add a new definition for "Recreation Activity and Facilities to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

and shall include such activities on or in water or land, or in the air and includes but is not limited to:

Recreational events and activities
Walking, running_and cycling tracks
Training or education

Club Days and practice activities
Organised Events and festivals
Concerts

Multi sport and off road running_events
Qutdoor skate parks and playgrounds
Informal Recreation

Tourism related activities

Qutdoor Pursuits

.

.

.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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No specific decision sought, but the submission notes that the of the Regional Infrastructural Specifications (RITS) and the Waikato Regional
Council Regional Plan will be the relevant documents for some developments in the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park.
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Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

184.11

A d the zoning of the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Allotment 746 Parish of Taupiri, Lot 20 DP 347582, Lot 2| DP 347582,

Decision Reasons:

Allotment 777 Parish of Taupiri and Lot 23A Section 463 Parish of Taupiri from Rural Zone to Residential Zone (See Table 6.1 of the submission
for further details).

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« This area is located abutting existing Residential Zoned land and so forms a contiguous residential tract, ensuring services and
infrastructure can easily be extended to the new residential area.

« Tunnel mining was undertaken west of the site and under the Huntly township including State Highway |, Schools, the Power Station,
the Waikato River and Riverine Lakes but no tunnel mining was undertaken at the Huntly East Mine. Subsidence as a result of mining
would not occur in this location. Residential use of the land is therefore not subject to that risk.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

184.12

Retain the Residential Zone on the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Lot 18 DP 347582, Lot |9 DP 347582, Sec 3 SO Plan 400374,
Allot 515 Parish of Taupiri and Allot 789 Parish of Taupiri (see table 6.1 of the submission for further details).

« Tunnel mining was undertaken west of the site and under the Huntly township including SH1, schools, the Power Station , the Waikato
River and Riverine lakes but no tunnel mining was undertaken at the Huntly East Mine. Subsidence as a result of mining, would not occur
in this location. Residential use of the land is therefore not subject to that risk.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

184.13

Add a new Chapter 29 Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone that contains rules for the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone as
outlined within section 4.2.4 of the submission.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognised that overlays are in relation to significant tracts of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no longer desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

.

.

Point Number

184.14

A d Rule 14.12.1 Activity specific conditions 14.12.1.1(1)(e) relating to Pl Vehicle access for all activities, as follows:

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

(1) All activities must comply with the following vehicle access conditions:

(e) On a site with legal access to two roads, the activity only accesses the road with the lower classification in the road hierarchy in Tables 14.12.5.5 and

14.2.5.6 (where the roads have the same classification, access is only to the road with the lower average daily traffic except in the Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Zone where this rules does not apply;

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

184.15

Add a new clause (2) to Activity-specific conditions 14.12.1.2 relating to P2 on site parking and loading as follows:
(1) All activities must comply with the following...

(2)_In the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone the above standards do not apply providing that:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

184.16

Add clause (j) to Activity-specific condition 14.12.1.4(l) relating to P4 traffic generation as follows:

(1) Any activity must comply with the following traffic generation conditions:
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Decision Reasons:

(j)_Within the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, there shall be no maximum traffic generation provided that:

implemented for all activities. The Traffic Management Plan shall:

(i)Provide for the supervision and control of patrons entering and exiting the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park, and the transportation of patrons to
and from the Park;

(ii)_Limit the speed of traffic within the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park to 30km/h

(iv)_Provide for monitoring and reporting_on the number of vehicle movements for all activities and events;

(v)_Include protocols for undertaking reviews of the Traffic Management Plan by an Implementation Monitoring Committee consisting of the New Zealand
Police, the Council and the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park operator

Traffic Management Plan that are to be implemented.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

184.17
Add clause (b) to Activity-specific conditions 14.12.1.8 relating to P8 Off-road pedestrian and cycle facilities, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events

Zone.
Submitter Number: 185 Submitter: Grant & Merelina Burnett
Point Number 185.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 50 Te Awa Lane, Tamahere from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

+ The Local Purpose Reserve - Walkway vested in Waikato District provides the logical separation point between the Te Awa Lane cul-de-
sac Country Living Zone and a Rural Zone.
« The site is bordered to the north and east by Country Living Zoned sites with an average lot size of Iha.

« The site is legally and physically separated from adjoining lots zoned Rural where a potential for amalgamation would otherwise exist to
give effect to sustainable rural land use according to the Zone;

« Sustainable rural land uses are dictated by minimum parent lot size pre-and post-subdivision in Chapter 22 of the Proposed Waikato
District Plan which do not align with the size of the site; and

« Should the owners wish to use that site under an intensive or horticultural rural land use, consent is highly likely to be granted in
consideration of high-risk reverse sensitivity effects in a locality where the site is immediately surrounded on all boundaries with land

use activities that are residential in character.

« See attachment to the submission for further information and photos.

Submitter Number: 186 Submitter: Taik Seok Hwang
Point Number 186.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at | || A Buckville Road, Pukekohe from the Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan.

« This could mean residential housing, and therefore a residential environment in this locality rather than a large open space rural
environment.

« Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change of zone from Rural to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for this area.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

187 Submitter: Heather Parker

Warren & Heather Parker

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

187.1

Add the property opposite 24 Kernott Road, Horotiu to Schedule 30.4 Maaori Areas of Significance.
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« The land at the beginning of Kernott Rd have identified as "Kernott Gardens" in Schedule 30.4 Maaori Areas of Significance. The land
opposite 24 Kernott Rd has a similar number of borrow pits and these are not protected nor does the property have any housing on it.
The submitter considers that the borrow pits on this property should be protected as an area of significance.

Point Number 187.2

y of Decision Req ed: Ensure the property opposite 24 Kernott Road, Horotiu is not made Residential.

Decision Reasons:

« This property has a number of borrow pits on it. The submitter considers the property should be included in the Kernott Road gardens
and not be made residential.

Submitter Number: 188 Submitter: Sheryl Tukiri

Point Number 188.1

y of Decision Req Retain Chapter 2 Tangata Whenua as notified.

Decision Reasons:

« These changes are allowing Maori to use the land and develop the land for more of the whanau and are protecting Maori heritage,
especially for future generation (Mokopuna).

Point Number 188.2

y of Decision R ed: Retain the provisions for Maori Freehold Land as opposed to Paa Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« These changes are allowing Maori to use the land and develop the land for more of the Whanau.

Point Number 188.3

y of Decision ed: Retain the rules for permitted activities on Maaori Freehold land.

Decision Reasons:

« These changes are allowing Maori to use the land and develop the land for more of the Whanau.

Point Number 188.4

S y of Decision R d. Retain Schedule 30.3 Maaori Sites of Significance.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter likes how council has started to protect Maori heritage for future generations.

Submitter Number: 189 Submitter: Kane Ongley
Point Number 189.1
S y of Decision Req ed A d Map 23.4 to realign the walkway/cycleway/bridleway adjacent to 3| Bay View Road, Raglan to avoid the cliff area.

Decision Reasons:

« The route shown on Map 23.4 is impracticable, as the cliff top is unstable and dangerous. Submitter suggests a better route would be a
board walk along the base of the cliff.

Submitter Number: 190 Submitter: John Brannan
Point Number 190.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Delete the proposed walkway around the boundary of the Waikare Golf Club property.

Decision Reasons:

The Waikare Golf course is private property and therefore not available for public use.

There is a risk of injury from golf balls.

Dogs are not permitted on the course.

This walkway is not feasible as the land surrounding the course will be developed for housing, so there will olny be access to the golf
course not the wetlands.

Submitter Number: 191 Submitter: Neil Fredricson
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Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

191.1

Delete the proposed walkway on the Waikare Golf Club grounds.

« The submitter considers there is danger to the general public if the walkway goes ahead. This would also affect the driveway, the tenth
tee and the fairway.

Submitter Number:

192 Submitter: Ngarita Goode

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

192.1

Delete the proposed walkway on the Waikare Golf Club grounds.

« The Waikare Golf Course is private land and used by all the community. A walkway in this area would be a hazard and a breach of
health and safety laws. There would be a substantial cost to purchase this land for a walkway.

Submitter Number:

193 Submitter: Neil Goode

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

193.1

Delete the proposed walkway on the Waikare Golf Club grounds.

« The Waikare Golf Course is private land and used by all the community. A walkway in this area would be a hazard and a breach of health
and safety laws. Any access would likely need to be totally enclosed and would be costly and visually detrimental to the amenity of the
course. There would be a substantial cost to purchase this land for a walkway.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

194 Submitter: Neil Barker

Ngaruawahia Golf Club Inc

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

194.1

Add a Permitted or Controlled Activity to Rule 25.1 Land Use - Activities for golf courses and their ancillary uses
OR

Delete the Reserves Zones from the Proposed District Plan and replace with the approach used by Hamilton City Council which individually
classifies recreation spaces according to their purpose.

Golf courses are classed as non-complying activity.

Ngaruawahia Golf Club is recognised nationally for the quality of the course and ease of access. The location of the golf club allows for
ease of access from both Auckland and Hamilton and is played regularly by those travelling the North Island. The course has long
brought visitors to the Waikato district, who in turn spend money at local businesses.

Ngaruawahia Golf Club facilities are not only utilised for golf, but community events and fundraisers throughout the year.

The site has potential to serve the community in an increased capacity, but is concerned about the flexibility of the plan to allow for this.
While the rezoning of the site from Rural to Reserve does not increase restrictions, it does contribute.

.

The submitter seeks to clarify its ability to accommodate future ancillary uses of the golf course as a permitted activity. This may include
the formalisation of the existing driving range, which would see low-level buildings and some fencing along Great South Road.

.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

194.2

A d Chapter 25: Reserve Zone to provide opportunities to develop land for small-scale commercial activities as a Restricted Discretionary

Decision Reasons:

Activity, consistent with the objectives of the Reserve Zone — Chapter 8: Reserves.
OR

Delete the Reserves Zone from the Proposed District Plan and replace with the approach used by Hamilton City Council which individually
classifies recreation spaces according to their purpose.

.

These future initiatives are consistent with what the Proposed District Plan seeks to achieve in the Reserve Zone and what is currently
being undertaken on site.

The site has potential to serve the community in an increased capacity, but is concerned about the flexibility of the plan to allow for this.

.

The submitter seeks to clarify its ability to accommodate future ancillary uses of the golf course as a permitted activity. This may include
the formalization of the existing driving range, which would see low-level buildings and some fencing along Great South Road. This
activity is intended for club members, but a small number of fee-paying participants may look to use the facility. If Council considers this
to be a commercial activity, then Council should see this as a minor activity and classify it a Restricted Discretionary Activity, rather than
a Non-Complying Activity.

.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

194.3

A d Chapter 25: Reserve Zone to allow other recreation activities to be accommodated as Restricted Discretionary Activities, consistent

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Decision Reasons:

with the objectives of the Reserve Zone — Chapter 8: Reserves.

OR

Delete the Reserves Zone from the Proposed District Plan and replace with the approach used by Hamilton City Council which individually
classifies recreation spaces according to their purpose.

.

.

Wish to consider further recreational facilities.

These future initiatives are consistent with what the Proposed District Plan seeks to achieve in the Reserve Zone and what is currently
being undertaken on site.

The site has potential to serve the community in an increased capacity, but is concerned about the flexibility of the plan to allow for this.
While the rezoning of the site from Rural to Reserve does not increase restrictions, it does contribute.

Future population growth to the north of Hamilton and adjacent to site will see increased demand for sport and recreation.
Future development of the site may include, for example, a fitness suite or squash court.

These types of uses will benefit the community and Ngaruawahia Golf Club a leading recreation provider in the region, however such
ies are currently Non-Complying Act

Point Number

194.4

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

metres

.

d Rule 25.2.7 Signs to provide for signage on sites with road frontage over 500 metres at a ratio of one non-illuminated sign per 150
of road frontage as a controlled activity, with a maximum sign area of 3m2 (or similar wording).

The site has almost 1000 meters of road frontage to this former state highway. The submitter does not seek to swamp the boundary
with signage, but see increased flexibility to put more signage up and generate a small amount of revenue to pay for this community
asset. They key concern for all Club members when discussing signage is they do not want to see the natural amenity of the area
degraded by advertising, because the members value this natural setting too.

While two or more signs would be deemed a Restricted Discretionary Activity, this is overly onerous and provision should be made so
that the number of signs on a site is dependent on the length of road frontage.

Submitter Number: 195 Submitter: Chris Ryan
Point Number 195.1
< d A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the Kimihia Open Cast Mine to a multi-purpose recreation and events zone alongside a residential zone as set out in the

submission from Allen Fabrics Limited.

.

.

The District Council recognises the need for economic development in this part of the Waikato (Huntly area).

It seeks to create assets for a hole in the ground that would otherwise have limited economic and social benefit for the Huntly
community.

The plans proposed by Allen Fabrics addresses any possible adverse effects such as traffic, signs etc.
There are obvious deficiencies at this stage of the proposal in terms of detail as to the numbers of business operations such as cafes and
specific locations of supporting infrastructure including entry and exit points to the lake, numbers and locations of car parking spaces

etc. The requested zoning makes the future development easier, which would benefit the developers and the Waikato District Council.

The conversion of past open cast mines into lakes used for recreation, leisure and tourism, and for environmental causes such as
provision of nesting areas for waterfowl is common. e.g Oceana Gold has mooted it in other parts of New Zealand such as at Waihi.

When developed as an integrated resource that can include hotel and conference facilities (along with water sports and recreation usage
that can incorporate sporting competitions) significant economic benefits can occur.

The geographical position of Huntly and the increasing ease of accessibility to the Auckland market are factors that could contribute to
the eventual success of the project to the benefit of the Huntly community.

The request for zoning classification being sought is mutually advantageous to three key stakeholders — Allen Fabrics, The Waikato
District Council and the broader Huntly Community by facilitating future planning of the development.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Derek and Colleen Hartley

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

196.1

Delete Rule 23.4.2 RD I(a) (i) and (ii)so that net site areas are not prescribed.

.

Rule should allow for discretion and subdivision to net site areas which do not materially/significantly affect the amenity values.

Rule that creates the Airport Subdivision Control Boundary unnecessarily constrains subdivision potential of land within that boundary.
Many sites in surrounding area are considerably less than 5000 m? and do not materially or significantly affect amenity values of the
country living zone.

Councils section 32 report dated July 2018 acknowledges a balanced approach is most beneficial to achieve country living zone
objectives.

Report further states there must be recognition of having land too small for farming but too large to maintain as gardens.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

196.2

Delete the Airport Subdivision Control Boundary from the Proposed District Plan.

The Designation unnecessarily constrains subdivision of land within the airport subdivision control boundary.
Designation does not significantly/materially enhance the principles of the Country Living Zone.
Enquiries with WDC cannot identify documents/evidence to support Zoning or Designation.
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« The Noise from airport operations can be adequately protected by noise insulation techniques and rules for new dwellings.
« Existing lots less than 5000m2 have no impact on principles of the Country Living Zone.

Submitter Number: 197 Submitter: Jeska McHugh
Organisation: NZ Pork
Point Number 197.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Retain Policy 4.1.10 - Tuakau.

« The submitter supports a policy directive of avoidance of potential reverse sensitivity effects on existing intensive farming activities in
Tuakau.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.2

Retain Policy 4.1.15 Ngaruawahia.

« The submitter supports a policy directive of avoidance of potential reverse sensitivity effects on existing intensive farming activities in
Ngaruawahia.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.3

Retain Policy 4.7.1.11 Reverse Sensitivity.

« The relationship of rural and urban activities at the interface must be a key consideration in master planning and structure planning for
urban growth.

« Supports the policy directive of avoidance of potential reverse sensitivity effects of locating new dwellings in the vicinity of an intensive
farm.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.4
A d Objective 5.1.1 The rural environment, as follows:
(a) Subdivision, use and devel within the rural envi where:

(i) high class soils and rural production land is ere-protected for productive rural activities;

(ii) productive rural activities are supported, while maintaining or enhancing the rural environment;

(iii) urban

use and P in the rural envi is avoided.

« The submitter supports a strong strategic objective for the rural environment

+ The objective should be extended to the projection of rural land for productive purposes as while high-class soils are important, so too
is the productive capacity of rural land more generally.

« The submitters suggest the strategic directive should also contain a direction on managing countryside living.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.5

Retain Objective 5.3.1 Rural character and amenity.

« NZPork supports an objective seeking to maintain rural character and amenity subject to a good understanding on what those
characteristics and amenity is for the rural area as developed through the policy framework.

Point Number

d

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.6

Retain Policy 5.3.2— Productive rural activities.

« The submitter supports the directive policy for recognising and protecting the continued operation of the rural environment as a
productive working environment.

« Itis noted that the policy recognition does not align with the limitation on building coverage for rural buildings.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

197.7

Retain Policy 5.3.4 — Density of dwellings and buildings within the rural environment.

« The submitters support the policy recognizing the need for dwellings to support workers accommodation while noting the method
provides a size limitation that would not support a family unit.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

197.8
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d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Retain Policy 5.3.5 - Earthworks activities.

« The submitter supports policy support for a permitted activity range for ancillary farming earthworks.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

197.9

Retain Policy 5.3.6 Intensive farming activities.

« The submitter supports specific policy support for intensive farming activities and that they operate in accordance with industry best
practice.

Point Number

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

197.10

Retain Policy 5.3.7 Reverse sensitivity effects, except for the amendments sought below
AND
Amend Policy 5.3.7 (a)(ii) Reverse sensitivity effects as follows:

(ii) Noise, odour, dust, traffic and visual effects associated with the use of land for farming, horticulture, Intensive Farming, forestry, farm quarries;

« The submitter supports policy that provides for intensive farming activities, recognising the potential adverse effects that need to be
managed, including noise, visual amenity, rural character or landscape effects, and odor.

+ These effects are typical of the rural environment and the policy would be improved by recognizing this along with other farming
horticulture, forestry, and farm quarries.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

197.11

Retain Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision.

« The submitter supports clear policy on managing effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision.

Point Number

197.12

A d the definition for "Ancillary rural earthworks" in Chapter |3 Definitions to include the following activities:

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Minister under the Biosecurity Act 993.

« A permitted activity status and the exclusion of ancillary rural earthworks from the definition of earthworks is supported but should be
amended to manage biosecurity responses.

Point Number

197.13

A d the definition for "Building" in Chapter 13 Definitions to clearly exclude mobile shelters for outdoor pigs from the definition of building.

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

+ The definition must clearly exclude mobile shelters for outdoor pigs from the definition of building.

Point Number

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

197.14

Retain the definition for "Minor Dwelling" in Chapter |3 Definitions
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include provisions for onsite farm workers accommodation of sufficient size to accommodate a family.

« The submitter supports the recognition of the need for additional dwellings on rural properties, ancillary to the principal dwelling.

« There is a lack pf provision of onsite farm workers accommodation of sufficient size to accommodate a family.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

197.15

Retain the definition for "Rural Industry" in Chapter |3 Definitions subject to clarifying that rurally located feedmills and feed manufacturing
activities are included in this definition.

« The definition is generally supported subject to clarity that rural located feedmills and feed manufacturing activities are included in this
definition.

Point Number

197.16

A d the definition for "Sensitive land use" in Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

Means an education facility including a childcare facility, waananga, and kohanga reo, a residential activity, papakaainga building, rest home, retirement
village, travellers accommodation, home stay, health facility or hospital, cafes, i i activities, community, services.
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« Sensitive land use activities from a pork production perspective are broader than the activities listed in the proposed definition and are
activities often located or seeking to locate in rural areas.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.17

Retain Rule 22.1.2 P7 Permitted Activities, as notified.

« The submitter supports the Permitted Activity status for Farming.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

197.18

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.1.3 RD| Restricted Discretionary Activities, as follows:

INTENSIVE PIG FARMING is a restricted discretionary, activity subject to meeting the

following standards:

(a)_Compliance with the setback dard

(b)Activity does not generate dust or odour which create a nuisance at or beyond the boundary of a site.

(c) Activity to operate in accordance with Pork Industry Board Code of Practice and Industry Guide.

OUTDOOR PIG FARMING is a restricted discretionary, activity subject to meeting the following standards:

(a)_Compliance with the setback standards.

(b)_Groundcover is maintained in accordance with best farming practices including_any, relevant industry good management practices.

AND

Add a new rule to Rule 22.1.5 Discretionary activity that any activity that breaches these standards is a Discretionary Activity.

NZPork opposes the 3% building coverage limitation.

There is a number of indoor piggeries (Intensive Pig Farming) that do not need the expansive farm land unrelated to the activity that this
condition requires.

Producers must meet the requirements of both the Animal Welfare (Pigs) Code of Welfare 2010 and the PigCare™ program. This
includes a minimum lying space allowance for growing pigs.

Pork production requires additional building areas for: grain milling, feed storage, plant and equipment rooms, and staff housing.

NZPork supports a setback regime for pigs in both intensive and extensive situations.

NZPork opposes the threshold numbers, which are arbitrary relative to effects. It is assumed this is 500 pigs at one time, which might
mean 50 sows plus progeny. A medium sized farm with 400 sows would have 4800 pigs.

.

A more effective and efficient method would be to separately define Intensive and Extensive farming and to provide performance
standards around each given the different effects.

.

NZPork supports reducing the overlap between the regional and local authority, and thereby reducing planning costs and timeframes.

.

Air quality is an important resource management issue and one that requires an integrated approach between regional and local
authorities. Issues relating specifically to air quality (dust and odor), rather than general amenity or reverse sensitivity effects, are more
appropriately addressed through the regional plan by the Waikato Regional Council as is currently the case.

The regional Council controls stock numbers for Extensive Farming through Plan Change |. The justification for Waikato District
Council to set a 500 pig per site threshold is not clear.

Within the Rural Zone, farming activities and their associated effects should generally be expected to occur and therefore there should
be an element of tolerance for this activity type. This sentiment is expressed through the creation of an extensive farming definition and
rendering this activity type as permitted. This allows those activities that cause little or no effect to occur without needing resource
consent.

.

By having a definition for extensive and intensive farming, it provides clarity as to where a particular activity sits on the spectrum and if

resource consent requirements have been triggered. There is a clear delineation between what could be considered an ‘extensive’ farm

and an ‘intensive’ farm. An extensive farm would be considered to involve outdoor operations, with low stocking densities, grass cover

being maintained, with low amounts of dust and odor being discharged from the activity. An intensive farm would primarily consist of an
indoor high stock density operation.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.19

Retain Rule 22.2.1.1 P| Noise — General, as notified.

.

The submitter supports the Permitted Activity status for farming.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

197.20

Retain Rule 22.2.2 P| Glare and Artificial Light Spill, as notified.

The submitter supports the Permitted Activity status for vehicles used in farming activities and agricultural equipment.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

197.21

Retain Rule 22.2.3.1 P| Earthworks — General, as notified.

« The submitter supports the Permitted Activity status for Ancillary Farming Earthworks.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

197.22

Retain Rule 22.2.3.1 P2 Earthworks- General, insofar as supporting the permitted and restricted discretionary activity thresholds (volume and
area) for earthworks in the Rural Zone

AND

Delete Rule 22.2.3.1 P2 (iii) Earthworks — General requiring all earthworks to be setback |.5m from all boundaries.

« The Permitted and Restricted Discretionary Activity thresholds (volume and area) for earthworks in the Rural Zone are supported.
« The submitter would not support a more onerous activity status for earthworks,

« The submitter opposes the requirement that all earthworks are setback |.5m from all boundaries.

Point Number

197.23

S y of Decision Req ed: Delete the conditions from Rule 22.3.2 P| Minor dwelling
OR
Add separate provisions for farm workers accommodation.
Decision Reasons:
« A minor dwelling that might be used for farm workers accommodation appears to be limited by conditions that do not support a viable
farm workers requirement.
« Larger and more intensive rural production activities will often require the onsite provision of farm workers accommodation to provide
onsite farm assistance, animal husbandry, and security.
+ A 70m?2 limitation would not support a farm worker and family and the requirement that the minor dwelling be located 20m from the
dwelling does not allow for privacy.
Point Number 197.24
S y of Decision Req d. Delete Rule 22.3.6 Building coverage.
Decision Reasons:
« Building coverage standards are utilised to control stormwater, character and amenity effects. Other technical standards can be adopted
to effectively manage stormwater,
« Itis considered that Rural Buildings irrespective of their size are an accepted element of rural character and amenity.
« The building coverage limitation and subsequent discretionary activity status for non-compliance is a constraint for rural production
activities and will not encourage reinvestment or expansion in the Waikato.
« Rural producers will look elsewhere for more supportive planning frameworks.
Point Number 197.25
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 22.3.7.1 Pl Building setbacks — All boundaries, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter supports setbacks for habitable buildings from site boundaries to manage reverse sensitivity
« Physical separation achieved through a defined setback regime is supported by NZ Pork as an effective method to avoid, remedy or
mitigate potential conflicts and reverse sensitivity issues.
Point Number 197.26
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 22.3.7.1 P2 Building setbacks — All boundaries, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter supports setbacks for inhabitable buildings.
« Physical separation achieved through a defined setback regime is supported by NZ Pork as an effective method to avoid, remedy or
mitigate potential conflicts and reverse sensitivity issues.
Point Number 197.27
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 22.3.7.1 P3 Building setbacks — All boundaries, as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« The submitter supports setbacks for habitable buildings from site boundaries to manage reverse sensitivity.
« Physical separation achieved through a defined setback regime is supported by NZ Pork as an effective method to avoid, remedy or
mitigate potential conflicts and reverse sensitivity issues.
Point Number 197.28
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 22.3.7.1 P4 Building setbacks — All boundaries, as notified.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports setbacks for inhabitable buildings.
« Physical separation achieved through a defined setback regime is supported by NZ Pork as an effective method to avoid, remedy or
mitigate potential conflicts and reverse sensitivity issues.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Retain Rule 22.3.7.2 P Building setback sensitive land use as notified.
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Decision Reasons:

« Physical separation achieved through a defined setback regime us supported by NZ Pork as an effective method to avoid, remedy, or
mitigate potential conflicts and reverse sensitivity issues.

Point Number

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

197.30

Retain Rule 22.4.9 RD| Subdivision - Building platform, insofar as it requires a specified building platform for proposed lots

AND

Add a new matter of discretion to Rule 22.4.9 RD1 Subdivision — Building platform, as follows:

« The requirement for a specified building platform for a proposed lot is supported.

« The matters of discretion need to be expanded to consider the relationship of the building platform and future use of the site with
surrounding rural production activities.

Point Number

197.31

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition for "Earthworks" in Chapter |3 Definitions to include the following:

Minister under the Biosecurity Act 1993.

« The plan should identify this to avoid delay in responding to a biosecurity threat.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

197.32

Retain the definition of "Farming" in Chapter 13 Definitions as notified.

« The inter-relationship between rural production activities, mixed farming operations and intensive farming must be encapsulated in the
higher order rural production issues, objectives and policies.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

197.33

Retain the definition of "Farming noise" in Chapter 13 Definitions as notified.

« The definition is supported.

« Farming noise must not be subject to regulatory constraints for activities that are a typical and necessary part of the rural production
environment.

Point Number

197.34

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d the definition of Impervious Surface in Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means a surface such as a road, rooftop, footpath, paving, decking, swimming pool, patio, driveway, vehicle access and maneuvering area or highly-
compacted soil that is not vegetated and does not infiltrate runoff.

It excludes wooden decks with spacing between boards of 4mm or more, where water is allowed to drain through to a permeable surface below the deck.

« The definition must exclude farm tracks.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

197.35

Delete reference to “free-range pig farming” from the definition of "Intensive farming" in Chapter |3: Definitions.
AND

Add a new definition to Chapter |3 Definitions for "Extensive Farming" as follows:

Extensive Farming

Means the keeping, breeding or rearing of stock for commercial purposes, on pasture at a stocking density that sustains the maintenance of pasture or
ground cover.

NZPork opposes the inclusion of free-range pig farming in the definition of an intensive farming.

These activities are dependent on the fertility of the soils on which the activity is located and in accordance with good management
practice required to maintain grass cover

Supplementary feed is brought on to the site, as is the case in many farming activities.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

198 Submitter: Katherine Wilson

Property Council New Zealand

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

198.1

S y of Decision R ed: Place on hold the District Plan review process to align with the Ministry for the Environment's National Planning Standards, incorporate
structure plans as a result of current blueprinting work and incorporate a Natural Hazards chapter.
Decision Reasons:

« This would provide the opportunity to incorporate the structure plans and natural hazards chapter at the same time of the review.

« The Plan references structure plans, but there is an absence of structure plans in the Plan.

«  While the submitters support the blueprint exercise, especially considering the growth challenges the district faces, the timing is unfortunate and
would have been more effective if the process had been undertaken prior to the notification of the Proposed District Plan, as the blueprinting
exercise has the potential to require a further plan change to implement.

« By placing the plan on hold, there is real potential to align the Ministry for the Environment’s National Planning Standards and incorporate natural
hazards into the District Plan.

« The submitters are concerned that the natural hazards chapter has been omitted from the Proposed District Plan. It is challenging to consider the
District Plan without knowing how a future inserted natural hazards chapter will relate to other chapters in the plan.

« Given the vast array of natural hazards in the Waikato District, it is not realistic to progress the District Plan without natural hazards being
considered in tandem with all other chapters.

« This will ensure consistency and integration across the plan.

o It will unlock the potential to align the Ministry for the Environment’s National Planning Standards and incorporate structure plans as a result of the
blueprinting exercise.

« The Proposed District Plan acknowledges that cross boundary issues are common due to the Waikato District being located between two growing
cities. The submitter has strongly supported the MfEs Draft National Planning Standards to ensure that standardisation of definitions is consistent
between council plans.

« The Council is silent on how they intend to implement the National Planning Standards once they come into force.

« The submitter encourages the Council to think about the need to update this the Plan given the impending planning standards which will have set
definitions and zone requirements across New Zealand.

Point Number 1982

S y of Decision R ed: Retain the Proposed District Plan's approach to focus urban development and growth primarily into existing towns and villages near necessary
infrastructure such as transport nodes.

Decision Reasons:

« Urban growth in the Waikato District is a fine balancing act between the need to foster and enhance growth to keep up with demand,
and the need to protect its rich soils and landscapes. Tightening land control may deter investment resulting in developers believing
Waikato is ‘closed for business’.

« In contrast, no strategic plan and loose controls will have environmental impacts and may result in fragmented pocket communities.

« A carefully managed strategic plan is required to meet the regions interests and effectively plan for growth.

« Itis important to ensure people live in or near cities with good transport options, to have access to economic and social opportunities.

Point Number 198.3
S y of Decision Req ed: Increase collaboration with other councils for the sharing of resources and infrastructure near or crossing boundary lines.
Decision Reasons:

« This is important because of the increased urban development in both the north and south.

« Itis encouraging to see the Council working closely with Auckland Council to ensure that infrastructure accommodates urban growth south of
Auckland.

« The sharing of infrastructure and services between the two districts is important.

« It aligns with the Waikato District Development Strategy 2015.

« The submitter supports the Councils’ ongoing collaboration with other councils.

« This will ensure that key stakeholders are aware of the infrastructure needs facing the region along with proposed future projects.

Point Number 198.4
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the planning standards to better align with the Hamilton to Auckland Corridor Network Plan.
Decision Reasons:

« This will ensure greater density around transport nodes, which in turn could help fund infrastructure.

« It will provide the important connectivity linkages between future planned urban development settlements and the new rail passenger service and
expressway.

« The submitters suggest this occur sooner rather than later, as the expressway is set to be completed by 2020.

Point Number 198.5
S y of Decision R ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to strongly support urban growth in a way that does not rely solely on the Future Proof 2010 data, and to

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

use more ambitious growth estimates in the region to support urban growth.

AND

No specific decision sought, but the submitter considers that Policy 4.1.3(b) Location of development is counterproductive, given that the
predictions and data used by Future Proof date back to 2010.

This will provide potential developers with an early opportunity to provide feedback regarding their feasibility and likelihood of development
opportunities that the settlement pattern aims to achieve.

Future Proof has been a slow process which is concerning given the rate of predicted future growth in the region.

The submitter wishes to see more progress on Future Proof and are willing to be approached for feedback on early stages of Phase 2
work.

Future Proof has the potential to drive regional collaboration by monitoring and identifying land supply needs along with an agreed
sequence for development over the next 50 years.

.

Future Proof and Corridor Plan work should be linked and communicated to key stakeholders.
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.

The submitter wishes to see Future Proof flourish with more ambitious (and realistic) growth targets.

.

The submitter’s 2017 submission on Phase | of Future Proof did not support the settlement pattern. This was in part due to the age of
the data and the use of low and medium growth projections to inform the sub-regional allocation and staging of residential household
growth.

The Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment’s National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity has placed Waikato
as a high growth area.

Smart investment and planning decisions must be made to ensure that Waikato can support this growth. The submitter has ideas on
alternative funding mechanisms for infrastructure.

The submitter supports updating the Future Proof growth predictions and data to align with MBIE’s National Policy Statement on Urban
Development and the New Zealand Census Data being released early 2020. This will be a better indicator of population and
demographic trends for Waikato.

The submitter supports Phase 2 updating the settlement pattern and incorporating the new Government’s policy, initiatives and
directions.

.

The submitter supports a review of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement as part of the Phase 2 review in relation to land allocation
assumptions and requirements.

The submitter is keen to provide feedback on progress, particularly in relation to settlement plans, before formal engagement in 2019.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

198.6

No specific decision sought, but submission encourages a coordinated approach between councils across the Waikato region to comply with the
upcoming Ministry for the Environment’s (MfE) National Planning Standards as soon as the standards are operative.

« This will be a strong signal that the Waikato is open for business and plan users will have comfort in the consistency between plans
across the Waikato region.

« Ifall councils were aligned in the Waikato, this would allow ease of use for the submitter’s members and would likely attract new
development opportunities for the region.

Point Number

198.7

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 4.1.1 Strategic to be more ambitious and flexible to incorporate Future Proof Phase 2 and the upcoming Statistics NZ data.

« To adequately plan for population growth and housing demand.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

198.8

Retain the approach of allowing for a range of different housing options with varying land values and amenities.

« This aligns with the purpose of strategically managing growth by providing for a range of housing options that supports the regions diversity, and to
meet peoples various requirements.

Point Number

198.9

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed District Plan to have a wider approach to plan for different housing typologies to cater for a diverse and younger
population.

+ Communities and people like choice.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

198.10

Retain the objective of ensuring that subdivisions are located, designed and staged to support infrastructure such as stormwater, parks and open
space networks.

AND

Provide the important linkages from future planned urban development settlements in both residential and commercial areas to the expressway,
and to invest in areas that are along the transport corridor.

It is important to ensure that subdivisions are located, designed and staged to support infrastructure such as stormwater, parks and
open space networks.

The Plan needs to utilise the Waikato Expressway, which is set to be completed in 2020.

Connectivity is important to unlock the district’s growth potential.

The new expressway will result in different patterns of development along with providing alternative transport options. Monitoring this
closely and providing local links to the new expressway is important.

Providing these linkages aligns with Waikato Economic Development Roadmap 2012 and 2015, which was designed to improve
connections and the districts infrastructure.

.

The submitters support the council working with Auckland Council, Auckland Transport and the New Zealand Transport Agency
considering the extending passenger rail service between Pukekohe and Pokeno, and its eventual extension to Hamilton City.

It is vital that future urban growth is developed close to the transport hubs. This will support transport in either direction and the
district's connectivity to Auckland.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

198.11

No specific decision sought, but submission strongly supports the need for alternative funding mechanisms for infrastructure with central and
local government, and the Long Term Plan and District Plan proposals in this regard.

« The submitters strongly support the need for alternative funding mechanisms particularly given the growth of Auckland and Hamilton cities, as they
expand into the Waikato.
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« The Waikato region has seen a significant period of underfunding infrastructure.
« The submitter is happy to advocate alternatives to central government.

« The submitter is currently working with their members to look at alternative funding mechanism options to present to the Productivity Commission
in its inquiry into local government funding.

Point Number

198.12

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to align the supply of industrial land with the Auckland Unitary Plan.

« This will ensure a consistent approach is taken across the wider region.

Point Number

198.13

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

No specific decision sought, but the submission supports the monitoring of growth against the anticipated growth settlement patterns and the
targets identified in Future Proof strategy and the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity.

« The submitters know that as Auckland house prices continue to increase, many among the younger generation are looking to invest in
and move outside of the city. The Waikato region is the natural beneficiary of this movement and the region needs to be prepared.

Point Number

198.14

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to have a multi-pronged approach and strategically support building both up and out to ensure that the
district is not limiting itself.

« The overarching direction of focusing urban growth in existing urban communities that have capacity for expansion is limiting its future
growth potential.

« To ensure that the district is not limiting itself.
« The submitter generally supports a staged infrastructure provision relating to developments outside of expanding city limits; they do not
want to see overzealous limitations of urban development as this will likely result in a failure to meet future demand of housing,

employment opportunities and a lack of required infrastructure.

« A more forward-thinking and strategic multi-pronged approach to development across Waikato is required.

« Supporting simul nodes of de
plan beyond the 2063 growth predictions.

will ensure that future demand is met, and provides certainty to allow developers to

Point Number

198.15

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d. A d the Proposed District Plan to consider housing for the younger generation on the fringes of the city, which may include making land
available for apartment-style or high density living near key transport routes that connect Waikato to Auckland and Hamilton.

« Having a range of housing typologies will provide options for people.
« Hamilton City has a relatively young population with 48% of the population being under 30 years of age.

«  With housing prices becoming more expensive in the city, young professionals and students may look at housing options outside of
Hamilton city.

Point Number

198.16

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Retain the promotion of the outcomes in the urban design guidelines.

« The submitter has long supported the development of infrastructure, buildings and designs that support quality urban design.
« Quality urban design is important in contributing to the overall design of the community and landscape.

« Urban design principles are important to ensure that buildings are functional and sustainable.

Point Number

198.17

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Retain the purpose of the Proposed District Plan to promote sustainable management of natural and physical resources primarily through
strategic management of growth, as it is set out in Section |.2(a) What is the purpose of the Waikato District Plan.

« Property Council is a strong supporter of strategic management of growth.
« Due to the number of councils operating in the Waikato region, the variety of land, soils, water and energy resources and its geographic
placement between Auckland and Hamilton, strategic management of growth is important.

Point Number

198.18

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: No specific decision sought, but submission wishes to see more progress on Future Proof.

« Future Proof has the potential to drive regional collaboration by monitoring and identifying land supply needs along with an agreed
sequence of development over the next 50 years.

Point Number

198.19
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y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

Retain the minimum density of 12-15 households per hectare in Residential zones and 8-10 households per hectare in Village zones.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to have a mixed typology across the district.

« The submitter supports these figures but wishes to see a mixed typology across the district.

+ A well-designed neighborhood will incorporate a variety of housing typologies to accommodate the differing needs of its community.

« A key benefit of mixed typologies is a reduction in land space used.

« Adelaide has an average site area of less than 300m2. In comparison, medium density housing in New Zealand has an average of less than

350m2 per unit.

« Introducing townhouses and apartment developments would support a key concern within the Plan of encroaching on rich soils, as less
land space is required for these types of developments. Setting a minimum lot size, e.g. 5000m2 for lifestyle blocks, works against that

objective.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

198.20

Retain Policy 4.5.24 New buildings: Business Town Centre Zone.

« The submitter has long supported the development of infrastructure, buildings and designs that support quality urban design.

« Quality urban design is important in contributing to the overall design of the community and landscape.

« Urban design principles are important to ensure that buildings are functional and sustainable.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

198.21

Retain Policy 4.7.2 Layout and Design — Subdivision location and design.

« The submitter has long supported the development of infrastructure, buildings and designs that support quality urban design.

« Quality urban design is important in contributing to the overall design of the community and landscape.

« Urban design principles are important to ensure that buildings are functional and sustainable.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

198.22

Retain Policy 4.7.3 Layout and Design — Residential subdivision.

« The submitter has long supported the development of infrastructure, buildings and designs that support quality urban design.

« Quality urban design is important in contributing to the overall design of the community and landscape.

« Urban design principles are important to ensure that buildings are functional and sustainable.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

198.23

Retain the strategic approach to growth ensuring infrastructure and services are provided for and aligning infrastructure and urban development

to provide for growth and connectivity.

« The submitter supports a strategic approach to growth ensuring infrastructure and services are provided for.

« A strategic approach aligns infrastructure and urban development to provide for growth and connectivity.

« Due to Waikato’s geographic size, connectivity
development of pocket communities with no interlinks or connections.

s important to enable movement between rural and urban cities and to avoid the

Submitter Number:

199 Submitter:

Noeleen Darby

Point Number

ision R d
y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

199.1

Delete the proposed walkway as notified around the Waikare Golf Course, including down the 10th fairway and along the |6th fairway.

« This would be a very dangerous walkway both to pedestrians and cyclists. There is insufficient room to create a walkway around the golf
course as the fairways are only just wide enough now and if they had to be reduced, the course would lose its appeal to golfers - hence

making the golf club struggle financially to survive.
« There is insufficient room to create a walkway around the golf course.

Submitter Number:

200 Submitter:

John Wiltshire

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

200.1

Retain Chapter 9 Specific Zones.
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Decision Reasons:

+ No reason provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Add a specific zone for the Kimihia Lakes Restoration and Development Project.

« Project is an initiative which Huntly deserves.

« Both the Huntly area (town and surrounds) and the Waikato District Council which supports it. It will benefit at all levels by
encouraging the Project initiative.

« An inspirational and life changing Project with the potential for everyone to be involved.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Philip & Jan Hillmer

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d the zoning of 233 Golding Road, Pukekohe from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory boundary has been zoned Future Urban Zone under
the Auckland Unitary Plan.

« This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment rather than a large open space rural environment.

« Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change of zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a logical. progression in
zoning for this area.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Tom Hockley

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 3.2.2(b) Identify and Recognise, to ensure that the proposed Significant Natural Areas related regulations are only accepted with

the full voluntary participation of the landowner.

The proposed Plan, as it is currently presented, effectively removes a significant degree of the submitters rights and amenity over/of the
land they purchased, without appropriate compensation.

Previous correspondence from the Council recognised that “The reason many of these areas still exist is because past generations of
farmers and landowners valued and looked after them.” The submitters now find it perplexing that they are no longer trusted to
continue that approach without coercion.

The imposition of the proposed SNAs significantly devalues the affected properties. The submitter purchased this land because other
properties had similar encumbrances.

Landowners also have plans. In the submitters’ case, forestry and agriculture are options that they have considered, but chose to leave
that portion of land in order to enjoy it as it is. There seems to be no recognition in the proposed Plan of the fact that landowners have
made commitments and investments, in accordance with their own (heretofore) legitimate and responsible plans, which are now
considered illegal.

.

This approach is counterproductive.

The best means of achieving conservation is by the acquisition of suitable land tracts, zoning and caring for them appropriately. By these
means, all ratepayers would then share the cost burden, and all would be able to share the enjoyment of visiting those areas. Other
alternatives include the “Bush Tenancy” method recently used in Victoria, Australia. That arrangement protects large eligible tracts of
land by voluntary contracts. The economic benefits of this dwarf carbon-tax scenarios.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Marisa Ibanez

Point Number

d

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Add a new zone called Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone to allow development to occur on the former Huntly East mine as identified in
the document attached to the submission. See the submission for full details of the site, and the new objectives, policies, rules and definitions
sought.

« Submitter supports change of zoning to allow development at Kimihia Lakes. Refer to the submission for full details.
The closed Huntly East Mine was purchased with a vision of developing the majority of this land as a recreation and events park to
provide a community and sporting facility. The scale of the vision is vast, as is the landholding area involved, which enables the
development of a facility that is not only for the Huntly community, but as a regionally significant tourist attraction.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: Roger & Bronwyn Crawford

Point Number

ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

d the extent of the Village Zone boundary for the property at 34 Wairamarama Onewhero Road, Onewhero to include an additional

6210 m? of Village Zone. Refer to submission for maps and details.

« The submitters' property currently has split zone of Village/Rural and the submitter considers a more beneficial outcome can be
achieved by extending the Village Zone boundary by 6210sqm for the following reasons:
- The existing zoning restricts the land from being subdivided in an efficient and appropriate manner and reduces the number of
potential future allotments than that which is already provided for under the Operative District Plan.
- The current rules allow for 6 additional lots.
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- The land is fragmented and will only allow for 4 additional lots due to the increased size and performance standards.

- The requested amendments remain consistent with the intended development of the Onewhero Village area and will achieve the
relevant objectives and policies for the Village Zone.

Refer to submission for indicative subdivision layout.

Submitter Number: 205 Submitter: Ray Bowater
Organisation: Rainbow Water Ltd

Point Number 205.1

S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 5 Hitchen Road (Lot 2 DP 199997), Pokeno from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter considers that the site is suitable for residential development as it:
- Adjoins other residential zoned property;
- Is easily accessible to Pokeno;
- Has covenanted bush, northfacing slopes, views and natural water courses; and
- Is not of a size viable for rural uses.
- The land had previously been subject to a buffer zone due to the neighbouring quarry but this is now no longer relevant.

Submitter Number: 206 Submitter: David Horton
Point Number 206.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter considers that the objectives and policies for Te Kowhai Airpark as notified should be retained as it will ensure that the
aerodrome will be self sufficient and will remain the GA satellite for Hamilton airport just as Ardmore is for Auckland airport.
« Airparks are highly successful in America and this will be an exciting first for New Zealand.

Point Number 206.2

y of Decision R ed: Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

Decision Reasons:
« The submitter considers that the rules for Te Kowhai Airpark as notified should be retained as it will ensure that the aerodrome will be

self sufficient and will remain the GA satellite for Hamilton airport just as Ardmore is for Auckland airport.
« Airparks are highly successful in America and this will be an existing first for New Zealand.

Submitter Number: 207 Submitter: John and Gail Cameron
Point Number 207.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning for the property at 198 Buckville Road, Pukekohe from the Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The surrounding area to the north and west of the property is within the Auckland Council territory boundary and has been zoned
Future Urban Zone under the Auckland Unitary Plan.
- This could mean residential housing and therefore a residential environment as opposed to a large open space rural environment.
- Given the close proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, a change in zoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a logical progression in
zoning for the area.

Submitter Number: 208 Submitter: Bruce Belfield

Point Number 208.1

y of Decision Req Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark as notified.

Decision Reasons:

« The Policy Framework recognises the significance of the existing aerodrome to the Aviation community.

« The objectives and policies will safeguard the future needs of the aviation community.

« The policy framework allows for a mix of residential and commercial opportunities, making use of existing infrastructure and which
cannot easily be replicated elsewhere.

+ Development of the airpark represents a practical use of a limited and scarce resource.

Point Number 208.2

y of Decision Req Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone as notified.

Decision Reasons:

« The provisions provide for flexibility of landuse activity that is needed for sustainable use of the aerodrome.

+ The proposed OLS will enhance the safety and function regardless of residential uptake in the airpark.

« The airpark meets the niche requirement of the aviation community including the provision of hangars and the ability to taxi from
home to hangar.
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« Chapter 27 provisions recognise that the airpark is distinct from conventional residential development and is an extremely scarce
physical resource reliant on proximity to an airfield without the opportunities and protection afforded by the airpark zone provisions,
the ongoing operational needs of the aerodrome could not be guaranteed.

« Rezoning the aerodrome from the Rural to Airpark Zone is totally appropriate.

Submitter Number: 209 Submitter: Brian Neil Harris
Point Number 209.1
S y of Decision Req d. Retain the Country Living zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitters want to retain the amenity value of their adjoining land at 9 Green Acres Drive, including the low-density development
of the area.

« The land is in a flood plain and unsuitable for high density living.
« Many properties adjacent have stock/livestock and there will be issues of complaints, safety, and security if it is intensely developed.

+ The submitters moved there with the expectations that 102 Travers Road would remain a Country Living Zone.

Submitter Number: 210 Submitter: Carol Anne Harris
Point Number 210.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain the Country Living zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata.

Decision Reasons:
« The submitters moved there with the expectations that 102 Travers Road would remain a Country Living Zone.
« The submitters want to retain the amenity value of their adjoining land at 9 Green Acres Drive, and keep it at low-density development.
« Many properties including the submitters’ and adjacent have stock/livestock and there will be issues of complaints, safety, and security.

« The land is in a flood plain and unsuitable for high density living.

Submitter Number: 2101 Submitter: Tony Knowling

Point Number 2111

y of Decision Req Retain Chapter 9.2: Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.
Decision Reasons:

« Submitter concurs with the application being sought.

Point Number 2112

y of Decision Req ed: Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark zone, as notified.

Decision Reasons:

« Submitter concurs with the application being sought.

Submitter Number: 212 Submitter: Ron Pollock

On behalf of: Community Living Trust

Point Number 212.1

S y of Decision Req ed Retain Chapter |6 Residential Zone in terms of bining Residential, Residential 2, Living Zones and Medium density housing areas into a

single Residential Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« This will allow more intensive development of properties throughout the new Residential Zone; which in turn supports Integration with
local services and facilities, including public transport development initiatives. This decision to combine the 4 zones into | Residential
Zone further supports Councils previous decision to accept our submission in 2005 to change our Mason Road property from Rural to
Living Zone during the last District Plan Review.

Point Number 2122

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, but submission supports the Proposed District Plan in terms of streamlining and enhancing the way the District is
developed and the way land and resources are managed for the betterment of all.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

2123

No specific decision sought, but submission supports combining Waikato and Franklin sections into a single District Plan with a consistent
approach to growth and development across the district.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

2124

No specific decision sought, but submission notes that the development of subdivision and multi-unit guides will assist quality design and thriving
communities.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

2125

No specific decision sought, but submission considers the Proposed District Plan improves home choices, e.g. minor dwellings, multi unit
development and retirement villages, which will offer a diverse range of housing types including care facilities for older and disadvantaged people.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

212.6

Prioritise the provision of reticulated Council operated water and wastewater to existing home owners and residents (particularly Whatawhata
Village), and include planning these systems in Council's Long Term plan to encourage and support housing development in the Whatawhata
Village Residential Area.

« Given Council's desire and planning for more development intensification, the submitter believes this vital infrastructure should be a

priority.
Submitter Number: 213 Submitter: Anita Torres
Point Number 213.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 16.4.1(a)(i) Subdivision - General, as follows:

Decision Reasons:

(i) Proposed lots must have a minimum net site area of 450400m?, except where the proposed lot is an access allotment or utility allotment or reserve to
vest;

The change to require a minimum of 450m?2 is onerous to landowners wishing to subdivide.

Many lots are based on a multiple of 400m2, i.e. 800m2, 1200m2 and so on.

A land size requirement of 400m?2 is sufficient to preserve green space while still allowing for a reasonable amount of growth and a
decent return on the land investment that many landowners have already made.

Submitter Number:

214 Submitter: Cody Hata

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

214.1

Retain the zoning of the property at 163 Tregoweth Lane, Huntly, as notified, with Industrial Zone at the front portion of the site.

.

The property adjoins an existing Quarry.

There is no rural aspect/outlook.

The property is currently being used as a transport depot through resource consent and on the same lane there is a mixture of rural
and industrial.

Submitter Number: 215 Submitter: Joanna Clark
Point Number 215.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zone of the front section (near the road) of the property at 730 State Highway 22, Pukekawa from Rural Zone to Village Zone.

Decision Reasons:

+ To allow a development right of | lot which would be keeping with the properties adjacent on the south side, as well as the properties
opposite which are all Village zoned.
« There is a need for smaller acreages within Pukekawa village.

Submitter Number:

216 Submitter: Scott Montagu
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Point Number

S,

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

216.1

Retain Chapter 9.2: Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

« Supporting this increasingly scarce community asset.
« Rezoning in support of an airpark would be an excellent asset to the aviation and local community.
« This would feed the local community with assets and venues.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

216.2

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« Supporting this increasingly scarce community and regional asset.
« Rezoning in support of an airport would be an excellent asset to the aviation and local community.
« This would feed the local community with assets and venues.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

217 Submitter: Alex Kirby

Raglan Properties Limited

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

217.1

Delete the heritage item from the property at 14 Bow Street, Raglan.

.

Owner of the property agrees with Council committees findings to remove the heritage designation at 19 Bow St, Raglan

3225 #1014405.

The heritage designation increases the complexity and cost to maintain the property and therefore has an adverse effect on the overall
upkeep of the property.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

218 Submitter: Keith Gutry

Waikare Golf Club

Point Number

S

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

218.1

Delete the proposed walkway through the Waikare Golf Course property at 66 Waerenga Road, Te Kauwhata.

« It goes through car park (see photos attached to submission).
« It goes through the |0th tee block and can not be moved as not enough area.
« The proposed walkway goes down the |0th fairway which would create a health and safety concern with wayward balls.

Submitter Number:

219 Submitter: Bruce Cooke

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

219.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

« The proposal will meet a demand from sport flyers for residential properties that suit the aviation lifestyle and provide additional
specialist housing.

« It will create a community and become a key regional asset.

« The airfield is a critical facility for the sport flying movement in the Waikato and greater NZ.

« In order to be viable and secure on an ongoing basis, the proposed development must proceed.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

219.2

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

+ The proposal will meet a demand from sport flyers for residential properties that suit the aviation lifestyle and provide additional
specialist housing.

« It will create a community and become a key regional asset.

« The airfield is a critical facility for the sport flying movement in the Waikato and greater NZ.

« In order to be viable and secure on an ongoing basis, the proposed development must proceed.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

220.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

The development of Te Kowhai Airfield & Park is one of the better developments of the area.

Considering the trials authorities have unreasonably thrust upon them, the result is rewarding to all of us who have benefited from the
property.

The aerodrome is very important to both aviation people.

The submitter recommends Council recognise this and therefore be encouraging as well as supportive for its growth and permanent
existence.

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

220.2

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

.

The development of Te Kowhai airfield & park is one of the better developments of the area.

Considering the trials authorities have unreasonably thrust upon them, the result is rewarding to all of us who have benefited from the
property.

The aerodrome is very important to both aviation people.

Submitter recommends Council recognise this and therefore be encouraging as well as supportive for its growth and permanent
existence.

.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

221 Submitter: Sally Readman

Sport Aviation Corp Ltd

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

221.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

+ NZTE aerodrome is an essential resource that should be protected.
« The O.LS changes are necessary for future sustainability aviation operations.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

2212

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

+ NZTE aerodrome is an essential resource that should be protected.
« The O.LS changes are necessary for future sustainability of aviation operations.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

222 Submitter: Barry Readman

Sport Aviation Corp Ltd

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

222.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

+ The "Obstacle Limitation Surface" (height above runway in metres) must be upgraded to allow for future aviation operations.
« The development of the AirPark is also essential to allow aviation minded people to live close by.
« The NZTE Aerodrome has been in operation for over forty years and must be protected for the long term. .

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

2222

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.
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« The NZTE Aerodrome has been in operation for over forty years and must be protected for the long term.

« The "Obstacle Limitation Surface” (height above runway in metres) must be upgraded to allow for future aviation operations.

+ The development of the AirPark is also essential to allow aviation minded people to live close by.

Submitter Number:

223 Submitter: Rochelle Crane

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

223.1

Retain Residential zoning for | Mystic Place, Tuakau, as notified, and the Residential zoning on the Tuakau Planning maps.

« Need for more residential sections.
« Proximity to primary and secondary schools, sporting and recreation areas.
« Proximity to waste water disposal.

Submitter Number:

224 Submitter: Peter Armstrong

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

224.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

« Enhances the community value to all of the local community if adopted as requested.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

2242

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« Enhances the community value to all of the local community if adopted as requested.

Submitter Number:

225 Submitter: Steve Gunn

Point Number

225.1

S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.
Decision Reasons: C
« Due to the ongoing developments within the aviation industry, Te Kowhai airfield needs to continually develop to keep pace with
evolving requirements.
« Future plans to develop the airfield and enhance capabilities are driven by safety and demand from current users.
« Enhancements such as VFR and IFR Arrival and Departure procedures are needed to ensure safety and order is maintained in all
weather conditions.
« The submitter has operated out of many airparks around the world and Te Kowhai has the potiential to be recognised as a world class
privately owned airpark. The submitter currently owns and operates their aircraft from Te Kowhai.
Point Number 2252

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

evolving requirements.
Future plans to develop the airfield and enhance capabilities are driven by safety and demand from current users.

weather conditions.

privately owned airpark. The submitter currently owns and operates their aircraft from Te Kowhai.

Due to the ongoing developments within the aviation industry, Te Kowhai airfield needs to continually develop to keep pace with

Enhancements such as VFR and IFR Arrival and Departure procedures are needed to ensure safety and order is maintained in all

The submitter has operated out of many airparks around the world and Te Kowhai has the potential to be recognised as a world class

Submitter Number:

226 Submitter: Mike Griffiths

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« The submitter owns a hangar and aircraft at Te Kowhai Aerodrome.
« It is an excellent, well run and operated facility
« The submitter would be interested in living at the airpark.
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« Itis an excellent meeting place for like minded people and is proving an asset to the local community e.g. market days, vintage car
groups and so on.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

226.2

Retain Chapter 27 - Te Kowhai Airpark Zone as notified.

« The submitter owns a hangar and aircraft at Te Kowhai Aerodrome.

« Itis an excellent, well run and operated facility

« The submitter would be interested in living at the airpark.

« ltis an excellent meeting place for like minded people and is proving an asset to the local community e.g. market days, vintage car groups and
so on.

Submitter Number:

227 Submitter: Geoffrey Gatenby

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

227.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« The airpark is essential for residential housing for the growth of the area.
+ Changes to the Obstacle Limitation Surface are essential to allow for future aviation operations and development.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

2272

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« The airpark is essential for residential houseing for the growth of the area.
+ Changes to the Obstacle Limitation Surface are essential to allow for future aviation operations and development.

Submitter Number: 228 Submitter: Richard Gard'ner

Point Number 228.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of 21A, 111, 113, 115, 121, 129 and |31 Harrisville Road, Tuakau from Residential Zone to Rural Zone.
OR

Decision Reasons:

Add measures to ensure the ongoing operation of the Pukekohe Motocross Club's facilities at |15 Geraghty Maber Road by managing
surrounding residential development such as through the following methods:

« Requirements for acoustic insulation
Additional noise control standards
'No complaint' covenants are placed on any new titles created in the rezoned land.

.

.

Keeping the land zoned Rural would provide for a limited range of housing and occupation to a degree that would not compromise the
use of the club's facilities and its operation.

The motorcross club and its facilities/track have consent to operate from the site subject to appropriate conditions.

If the immediately adjoining land is rezoned to Residential, which allows one house per 450m2, then residential development will result
in noise complaints about the club's activities.

There are numerous examples in NZ where legitimately established noisy recreational activities have been forced to either close down
or have their activities curtailed due to intensification of residential activities on adjoining properties.

The club has been using this site for a long period of time and have upgraded the site and its facilities to a very high standard which is
recognised both at a regional and national level.

While the proposed district plan sets noise limits for activities in both the Rural and Residential zones, these standards will not protect
the on going use of the club's activities from noise complaints etc.

Controls such as acoustic mitigation to new residential houses and requiring 'no complaints' covenants have been routinely used by
Auckland Council (e.g. air noise corridors) and by Franklin District Council when providing for residential development to occur around
Buckland Village close to the Pukekohe Race Track.

.

.

Submitter Number:

229 Submitter: Stuart Parker

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

229.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

.

The submitter is a regular user of the airfield facilities.

It provides a easily accessible 'hub' for pilots in the Hamilton area.

The submitter would not want to see it whittled away by urban development encroaching around it.
It is a jewel in the aviation world - very few places like it to fly into.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« The submitter is a regular user of the airfield facilities.
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« It provides a easily accessible 'hub’ for pilots in the Hamilton area.
o The submitter would not want to see it whittled away by urban development encroaching around it.
« ltisajewel in the aviation world - very few places like it to fly into.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

230 Submitter: Patricia Gutry

Waikare Golf Club Inc.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

230.1

Delete proposed walkway shown on the planning maps at Waikare Golf Club, 66 Waerenga Road, Te Kauwhata.

« The proposed walkway would impact on at least three fairways and is a health and safety issue.

« It would be impossible and costly to change the layout of the course.

« The walkway from Waerenga Road would take out considerable car parking spaces (see photos attached to the submission). The only
alternative parking would be around the school gates on Waerenga Road which is a health and safety issue for students.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

231 Submitter: Michael Francis Wells

Lana & Michael Wells

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

231.1

Delete Historic Heritage item from | Old Taupiri Road, Ngaruawahia (Lot | DP 31559).

« Inaccurate to list the building as a historic heritage item.

« There are many renovations which have altered the building including:

3 windows and a set of French doors.

All roofing has been replaced including the verandah as have the verandah decorative brackets

Weatherboards have been replaced as have other parts of exterior wooden ware

Removal of a back porch, two new entrances added.

Internal walls and rooms removed (in the vicinity of what is now the dining/kitchen area)

New laundry/bathroom/toilet (previous long drop and outside laundry/woodshed with copper and tubs),

Foundations re-blocked and in some instances renewed.

« When purchased the property was in a state of disrepair. Over many years & hours of work the submitter has managed to resurrect the
property to its present state.

« The submitter doesn't agree with the process. Having spoken to people with these properties it seems to have the opposite effect of
what it is trying to achieve and results in a state of disrepair.

« The submitter has owned the property for forty years and would have significantly altered its structure by now if they were going to.

« A granny flat has been constructed on site which is located to the left hand side and to the rear of the existing house so as not to
detract from its appearance.

« The submitters plans are to leave the property to our family.

+ The submitter understand why we should have restrictions imposed upon them.

« As a family the property has significant fond memories.

« The submitter is concerned that the council does not contribute to the repair and maintenance, yet tells landowners what the can and
cannot do to maintain it.

© 00 00 00

Submitter Number:

232 Submitter: Mark Mathers

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

232.1

No decision sought (annotated map of proposed Significant Natural Area at 536 Wainui Road Raglan, photos and video footage provided).

« No reasons stated.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

2322

Retain the proposed Country Living Zone for the property at 536 Wainui Road, Raglan.

« No reasons stated.

Submitter Number:

233 Submitter: Trena Marshall

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

233.1

Add to Schedule 30.2 Notable Trees, the Puriri Tree at the southern boundary of 124 Greenslade Road, Raglan.

.

Huge puriri tree on southern boundary of the property at 124 Greenslade Rd, Raglan (beside Lot 37, DPS 149 Greenslade Road
Reserve) being 3.5 metres around the base of its trunk before the trunk divides into two stems.

The tree is healthy and is a home / landing bay / feed patch to many species of native birds.

Unsure of crown measurement; experts would need to look at it.
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Submitter Number: 234 Submitter: Gaynor & Colm Tierney
Organisation: Glendine Ltd
Point Number 234.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

Delete walkway/cycleway/bridleway along the Waipa River.

« This entire area floods at least 4-5 times per year. The water from the Waipa River goes over the flood banks and completely submerges
all 3 farms that encompass the area for the walkway proposed.
« This is completely impractical and will require constant upkeep of the walkways and constant closures.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

235

Submitter: Phyllis Luders

PM. Luders Family Trust

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

235.1

Delete the Significant Amenity Landscape on the planning maps from the property at 758 Mangapiko Valley Road, Ohinewai.

« For the vast majority of the farm, Rule 22.2.3.4 is far too restrictive.
« As there are more than 1000m of tracks in one paddock (bush paddock), Rule 22.2.3.4 would prevent maintaining tracks to a safe
standard.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

2352

Delete Significant Natural Areas from planning maps

OR

Add reason why they are deemed Significant Natural Areas

AND

Provide provisions to the effect that Waikato District Council will fund any fencing/pest control that may be required in the future and agree to
give in return one additional title per Significant Natural Area.

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

236

Submitter: Colin Willats

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

236.1

Delete walkway/cycleway/bridle way from Waikare Golf Course at 66 Waerenga Road, Te Kauwhata.

o The Golf Club will lose the use of the 10th, I Ith, |5th, 16th and driveway car park.
o The Club will be open to damage by bikes, dogs and vehicles.
« Walkers open to being hit by stray golf balls.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

237

Submitter: Stuart Parker

Recreational Aircraft Association (RAANZ)

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

237.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« The Recreational Aircraft Association NZ represents 750 microlight pilots from around NZ.
« Te Kowhai airfield is a key hub for pilots transiting through the Waikato, and has a long history in microlight aviation.
« The Submitter wishes to preserve it as an aviation centre and avoid any restrictions due to urban encroachment.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

2372

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« The Recreational Aircraft Association NZ represents 750 microlight pilots from around NZ.

o Te

Kowhai airfield is a key hub for pilots transiting through the Waikato, and has a long history in microlight aviation.

« The Submitter wishes to preserve it as an aviation centre and avoid any restrictions due to urban encroachment.

Submitter Number:

238

Submitter: Christine Willats
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Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

238.1

Delete walkway/cycleway/bridle way from Waikare Golf Course at 66 Waerenga Road, Te Kauwhata.

The following facilities will be compromised;
- Driveway;

- 10th fairway;

- 1th Green;

- |5th Fairway; and

- |4th Boundary.

A boundary or safety barrier will be required which will affect the current properties on Awanui Avenue, Blunt Road and Swan Road
Developments.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

239 Submitter: Les and Leonie Higgins

Waikare Golf Club

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

239.1

Delete walkway/cycleway/bridle way from Waikare Golf Course at 66 Waerenga Road, Te Kauwhata.

.

The proposed walkway would be very dangerous with stray golf balls.

The submitters have been members of the Club for over 40 years enjoying good fellowship and golf.

90 years ago 3-4 Gentleman who had the future in mind bought the land and turned it into what it is today.
To realign the golf course would be a very costly project, way out of the Club's financial hands.

Submitter Number:

240 Submitter: Steve Kirkbride

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

240.1

Delete Significant Natural Area from the property at 35 Kakarariki Valley Road.

« The area on the property identified as a Significant Natural Area contained gorse, privet and hawthorn and has since been cleared and
planted in grass.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

241 Submitter: Richard Goode

Waikato Decorators

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

241.1

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Chapter 7 Historic Heritage.

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

242 Submitter: John Evered

Lodge Te Marama No 186

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

242.1

Delete Item 107 (Masonic Lodge Te Marama, No. 186 1912/16 at 18 Herschel Street, Ngaruawahia) from Schedule 30.1 Historic Heritage Items.

The decreasing membership and increasing age of members made it uneconomic for the members to maintain the property.

The majority of the current membership now reside in Hamilton and the property in Herschel Street is for sale.

The main interest was on the interior of the building, not the exterior. The physical structure and its exterior is just a building that
housed a Lodge.

The heritage status severely limits the marketability of the property to achieve a realistic sale price.

There is a limited number of purchasers who would be interested in the building in its current state and that would be prepared to
maintain the building.

It would also limit what the purchaser could do to the interior of the building.

.

Submitter Number:

243 Submitter: Shaun McGuire

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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« The submitter supports the growth direction for Tuakau.

Point Number

2432

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Policies 4.2.2 to 4.2.10 to enable more intensive development.

« The policies and subsequent rules are unnecessarily restrictive for a greenfield development.
« The amendments set out in subsequent submission points will be a better fit for the strategic direction whilst still providing a quality
residential character.

Point Number

2433

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 14.11.4 NC2 for wastewater treatment plants to be a Restricted Discretionary activity for wastewater treatment plants located in
the Residential Zone. If wastewater and stormwater infrastructure is not available, an engineer-designed wastewater treatment system approved
by Waikato District Council's engineering department may be used.

« Some parts of Tuakau do not have wastewater and stormwater. Many of these areas have small lots made up of multiple owners.

« The costs to install these services for small developments is prohibitively expensive.

« Engineered waste and stormwater systems are successfully servicing dwelling in this area now.

« Approval via resource consent on a Restricted Discretionary basis will allow this to continue until suitable waste and stormwater can be

provided.
« Placing this as a non-complying activity will make this process unreasonably difficult to obtain approval. Restricted Discretionary is a fair
category.
Point Number 2434
S y of Decision R d. A d Rule 16.3.3.1 Height - Building general to increase the maximum height of any building from 7.5m to 8.0m.

Decision Reasons:

« 8.0 metres is generally considered as the standard.
« This allows existing plans to be used reducing unnecessary extra costs for building due to redesign.
« 7.5 metres causes difficulties with standard pitched roofs.

Point Number

2435

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.3.5 Daylight admission, to change the rising angle of the height control plane from 37 degrees to 45 degrees.

« The proposed height control plane is too restrictive to build a two-storey dwelling on a 450m2 site.
« It makes it difficult to provide acceptable living space in the upper levels of the dwelling.
« More common is 45 degrees, and 55 degrees on the north face. This suits the roof design of 45 degrees pitch.

Point Number

243.6

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.4.1 (a)(ii) Subdivision - General, to read as follows:

(ii) Proposed lots must be able to connect to public-reticulated water supply and wastewater, if they_are available, otherwise a en;
and stormwater disposal system acceptable to the Waikato District Council engineering department may, be used.

eer designed waste water

« Some areas in Tuakau have limited wastewater and stormwater reticulation.

There are many small individually owned lots. The costs to install infrastructure for smaller lots is prohibitively expensive.

This would make the subdivision of these lots not viable.

Allowing modern engineer designed wastewater and stormwater systems can adequately dispose of the wastewater and stormwater on
site as is being used successfully in the area presently.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

2437

Delete Rule 16.4.1 (a)(iv) Subdivision - General.

Due to the existing infrastructure and previous planning in place, this rule is inappropriate and unnecessarily restrictive for subdivision in
Tuakau.

The historic pattern of sections lend themselves well to subdivide in approximate half to provide 2 sections over 450m2 with a right of
way to a rear site.This would mean most lots created would be a rear site. This rule would prevent this.

Tuakau in these older area with existing 101 Im2 section is different to subdividing large open areas of farm land because certain
infrastructure already exists.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

243.8

Delete Rule 14.11.4 (xix) Non-Complying Activities.

.

In the Residential Zone where reticulated wastewater is not available, this prevents being able to provide adequate alternative solutions
to disposing of wastewater.

Submitter Number:

244 Submitter: Garth and Sandra Ellmers
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Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

244.1

Retain Rule 16.1.2 P3 Permitted Activities A new retirement village or alterations to an existing retirement village.

+ More appropriate to have retirement villages in residential zones.

Point Number

244.2

TS,
y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.1.2 P3 (a) Permitted Activities, to reduce the minimum area required for a retirement village in Raglan from 3ha to lha.

« Raglan has very little flat land and retirement villages and facilities needs to be built on flat land to allow easy access. It is unlikely that
there would be any area in Raglan of 3ha in which to develop a retirement village.

« The Ryman retirement village and complex in Gisborne consists of a three level apartment block with one level duplex units.

« The 3ha requirement should be reduced to lha to encourage and enable more retirement housing, especially when there is a dire
shortage in Raglan.

« Attractive and functional retirement complexes are commonly developed on relatively small areas of land.

« There appears to be no valid reason for a minimum area of 3ha. 3ha is a huge area of land and would be difficult to find in most
residential areas and expensive to purchase.

« This would necessitate demolishing existing properties in city areas.

« This is not practical or workable.

Point Number

2443

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.1.2 (f) Permitted Activities to increase the maximum building height to allow for three level retirement developments.

« Most apartment complexes for the incapacitated elderly are three levels.
« Setting a maximum building height of 8m would not allow three levels.
« The elderly feel secure in a unit or apartment that is easily accessible and close to staff and other residents.

« Helps reduce purchase costs for residents and development costs for providers.

Point Number

244.4

y of Decision Req ed:

ion Reasons:

A d Rule 16.1.3 RDI (c) Restricted Discretionary Activities, to decrease the minimum site area required for duplexes to 200m2.

+ The minimum net side area of 300m2 for a duplex residential unit of land is too large.

« The trend for new developments in Australia is for smaller residential and duplex lot sizes.

« The average age in most western countries is steadily rising.

« More people live alone and most do not want large lots and can often not afford to maintain them.

« People are busy and most do not want to spend time maintaining gardens and land, especially if they do not use them.
+ The trend in Australia for small homes and duplexes is to have a small outdoor dining at the rear of their dwelling.

« Smaller lot sizes are very popular and very common in Australia, are most attractive once developed and allow development that is
more intensive closer to cities.

« The small lots offer a lower cost entry level for sole home occupants or couples, which is they are so popular.

« Housing is fast becoming unaffordable for many people

« Making it possible for single people and couples to live in a new, modern, private, well designed, small home should be the aim of all
councils as it would fill a desperate need and provide suitable dwellings for a large number of people who would otherwise not be able

to afford them

« A well-planned duplex home on a small lot is preferable to living in an apartment.

Point Number

244.5

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.1.3 RDI (e) Restricted Discretionary Activities, to increase the maximum site coverage to 60%.

+ To allow for homes and duplexes to be built on smaller lots
« 300m2 minimum is not required for small duplexes

« Site coverage would need to be increased to 60% to allow for a reasonably sized home with 2 bedrooms and a garage on a 200m2-
250m2 duplex site.

Point Number

244.6

y of Decision R

A d Rule 16.1.3 RDI (h) Restricted Discretionary Activities, to reduce the minimum living court area for studios and | bedroom units to
20m.

« The trend is heading towards smaller lots and homes
« Most people, especially the elderly do not require or want to maintain large outdoor living areas and can purchase larger lots if they do
« There must be provision for those who do not want large sections or cannot afford or maintain large dwellings and sections

« There is no need to have such a large living court area imposed, especially when most small dwellings and apartments are only occupied
by 1-2 people
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Point Number 244.7

S y of Decision Req ed Amend Rule 16.1.3 RDI (h) Restricted Discretionary Activities, to reduce the minimum living court area for 2 bedroom units to 25m2.

Decision Reasons:
« The trend is heading towards smaller lots and homes
+ Most people, especially the elderly do not require or want to maintain large outdoor living areas and can purchase larger lots if they do
« There must be provision for those who do not want large sections or cannot afford or maintain large dwellings and sections

« There is no need to have such a large living court area imposed, especially when most small dwellings and apartments are only occupied
by 1-2 people.

Point Number 244.8

S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 16.1.3 RDI Restricted Discretionary Activities, to reduce first level and second level apartment minimum living court areas to 6m2.

Decision Reasons:
« There is a need to recognise that the trend and requirement is for dwellings
+ Most people, especially the elderly do not require or want to maintain large outdoor living areas and can purchase larger lots if they do
« There must be provision for those who do not want large sections or cannot afford or maintain large dwellings and sections

« There is no need to have such a large living court area imposed, especially when most small dwellings and apartments are only occupied
by 1-2 people

« In apartment complexes, due to the close proximity between neighbors it is not desirable to have large outdoor living areas especially
on upper levels as it can be dangerous (especially for elderly occupants) can create a noise problem for adjoining residents if too many
people socialize on the lower and/or upper balconies

« Small apartments do not require large living court areas so they should be reduced to provide for those who do not require them

« Market forces dictate and people should have a choice.

Point Number 2449

y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 16.3.3.1 Pl Height - Building general, to increase the maximum building height from 7.5m to 8.5m.

Decision Reasons:
« Residential buildings in subdivisions have become very generic in the past 10-15 years
« These restrictions have led to mundane residential design

« If someone wants to build a two level home with a higher pitched roof they should be able to providing the building complies with the
height to boundary rules

« Two level homes occupy less site coverage and open up view shafts for the adjacent homes and particular for the homes located to the
rear

« Setting unnecessary height restrictions for residential homes is not conducive to good design.

Point Number 244.10

y of Decision Req ed: A d 16.4 4(a)(iv)Subdivision - Multi-unit development, to decrease all proposed minimum unit areas for multi-unit developments as follows:

1. Studio and | Bedroom units decrease from 60m2 to 50m2
2. 2 Bedroom units decrease from 80m2 to 70m2
3. 3 Bedroom units decrease from 100m2 to 80m2

Decision Reasons:

« There is little recognition in the Waikato District Plan that units and dwellings worldwide are downsizing.

« Due to the high cost of land and building and borrowed deposits required for a home, the result is that a very large number of people
are locked out of home ownership.

« There must be options within a district plan to provide for smaller homes and units’ that people can afford and there is not.

« Often units only have one permanent occupant, regardless of the size of the unit.

« 100m2 is a very large unit and larger than many standard homes so seems excessive and well outside the standard in most cities multi-
unit developments

« If people require larger units they can purchase them but the option should be there to purchase units of various sizes.

Point Number 244.11

y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 16.4.12 (a)(i) Subdivision — Building Platform, to decrease the circle diameter building platform minimum from 18m to 14m.

Decision Reasons:

« To reflect and allow for the requirement for smaller dwellings and lots.

« Often lots are small, have a variable contour or shape so it is difficult to accommodate the proposed minimum platform requirements
when designing a subdivision.

« Decreasing the minimum building platform will allow more sites to be built upon.

Point Number 244.12
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 16.4.12(a) (i) Subdivision — Building Platform, to decrease the minimum dimension of a rectangle building platform from 200m2 to
160m2.

Decision Reasons:

« To reflect and allow for the requirement for smaller dwellings and lots.
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« Often lots are small, have a variable contour or shape so it is difficult to accommodate the proposed minimum platform requirements
when designing a subdivision.
« Decreasing the minimum building platform will allow more sites to be built upon.

Point Number

ed:

244.13

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.4.11 (a) Subdivision — Road frontage, to decrease the width of the road boundary from I5m to 14m.

The requirement for smaller homes and lots must be accommodated for in the District Plan.

The submitter has had experience in developments in Perth and very tasteful homes are being developed with a road frontage width of
12m. The homes are specifically designed to suit narrower sites and the design and usability of the home is not compromised.

Smaller sites allow more efficient use of often limited available land in city areas and there is a demand for them.

Single occupant homes are now very common so it must be possible to build affordable small homes on small lots.

.

.

Point Number

244.14

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.3.5 P| Daylight admission, to reduce the height control place angle to be more in line with other NZ councils — a relaxation of

the control plane angle when a proposed building is not adjacent to residence on one or more boundaries for example, lots adjoining public
walkways, public parks, road, rear driveways, reserves etc.

« The District Plan height control plane angle is onerous, out of kilter with other councils

« To reflect individual applications and boundary situations

« It leads to mundane residential designs

« In many cases is not needed due to buildings not having another home on adjacent boundaries

« If no other residence is affected, the control angle should be reduced.

Point Number

244.15

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.3.6 P| Building coverage, to increase building coverage for homes from 40% to 50%.

« The worldwide trend is for smaller lots due to costs
« Smaller lots are usually the first to sell
« The pace of life is much faster now

« Children do not play or use outside areas as much these days and often prefer to socialise away from their homes or undertake inside
activities

+ Homes now often cater for adult children who remain living with their families well into adulthood due to the high cost of renting or
buying their first home so many homes are need 4-5 bedrooms and additional living areas

+ Most people do not want large lawns or gardens anymore
« Very few homes in most cities in the western world would have the luxury of 60% their site being garden and not want it
« Many homeowners want media rooms, garages etc. but not large gardens or large lawns.

« Most states in Australia now allow much higher site coverage for homes to cater for the trend towards larger homes on smaller
sections

« Land costs and developments costs have substantially increased over the past ten years and are likely to continue increasing.

Point Number

244.16

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d Rule 16.3.7 Pl (a) Living court, to decrease the minimum area for a dwelling to 60m2 and a minimum dimension of 3m in any direction,

and when located on a balcony of an above ground apartment, decrease the minimum area to 6m2 and a minimum dimension of 1.5 in any
direction.

The trend in most western residential areas is for smaller lots and smaller houses

.

.

Children do not play outside nearly as often as they used to and inside activities seem to be preferred, particularly with the massive
growth and popularity of social media

Adult family members prefer using media rooms or having multiple inside living areas and often an office

More time is being spent inside the home and this will continue

Decreasing the minimum areas for living courts will not result in wholescale movement away from large gardens but would allow larger
homes to be built on some of the lots available for sale

Apartments do not need large outside living court areas — unless balconies are on the Northside of the building, they are seldom used

If people do not want large |
no need to regulate large

ing court areas they can buy a unit or apartment with a large outdoor living court if they choose — there is
ng court areas

The market will decide what they want and should have the option of choice

Most people prefer more area inside their homes, not outside.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

244.17

Retain Rule 16.3.9.1 PI (a) Building setbacks — All boundaries, as notified.

The current 6m setback is unworkable, particularly in the Raglan area

Most land zoned for residential housing in much of the Waikato, particularly Raglan, is undulating with many lots being steep and often
difficult to access.

As a result of the rules in the Operative Plan it was almost impossible for many homes in the district to be built with a 6m setback from
the road so dispensations had to be applied for which causes many time delays in the processing of consents and unnecessary cost
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increases
« Any rule that is clearly not workable for much of the terrain in our district should be changed
« If so many dispensations need to be applied for then it is proof that a rule needs to be amended
« Homes built closer to the road are more secure so this should be allowable and encouraged

« Homes built closer to the road allow for a larger area behind the home for recreation, which is much safer than having children play in
front of the home, on driveways and near the road.

Point Number 244.18

y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 16.4.4(a)(iii) Subdivision - Multi-unit development, to decrease minimum lot size per unit for multi-unit developments from 300m2
net site area to 200m2.

ion Reasons:

« Raglan is a popular holiday destination with a shortage of accommodation of a good standard.

« A large number of homes have converted their garages and sheds into sleep-outs which they rent out or rent rooms within their homes.

These private dwellings often do not comply with many of the building or fire standards.
« In many ways Raglan is similar to what Mount Maunganui was about 40 years ago and has now become a sort after tourism destination
« The Waikato District Plan must allow for continued growth in tourism and unit development is sorely needed to provide short and
medium term accommodation, especially in the township area.
« The 300m2 minimum site area per unit is limiting and will increase the development costs, especially in areas close to the township.
« In other holiday areas multi units can be built with a 100m2 net site area so 300m2 seem excessive.

Submitter Number: 245 Submitter: Aaron Mooar
Point Number 245.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of Raglan Aerodrome (Designation M51) from Rural Zone to Reserve Zone.

n Reasons:

.

The aerodrome is suitable for sports activities.

The site is dry during winter, while other sites are underwater and unusable.

The submitter acknowledge issues around the double use of this site but when it is being used for non-aerodrome activities council can
issue a 'notam’ to alert aircraft not to land during recreational uses (as happens currently).

There is minimal flat dry land in Raglan for recreation activities.

The aerodrome is used for public events (a resource consent is required every time).

This is the most cost effective solution to resolve issues facing football in Raglan.

Refer to submission for technical reports.

.

Point Number 2452

y of Decision R Add a Special Character Zone in the Raglan Community Board Area, with allowance for precincts with varying standards and include the

following:

Ensure any new construction proposals in Raglan that exceed rules are publicly notified i.e. no discretionary option;

The Housing NZ 'Simple guide for urban development' should form the basis for the Special Character zone expectations (attached to
the submission),

Descriptive and enabling approach be taken to regulating within Zone rather than prescriptive;

Raglan Town Centre design guide should be incorporated in approach;

Qualities such as Raglans diverse built environment, diverse culture, individual expression, relaxed and informal environment, having no
multi storey buildings, pedestrian and bike friendly environment, water views, small population and the wild should be recognised;
Raglan Naturally document currently being re-written be an essential reference guide for decisions made in the Raglan Special Character
Zone;

Holiday accommodation such as Airbnb or Bookabach rentals in the Special Character Zone be properly regulated in terms of minimum
standards and proportion of housing stock used; and

Introduce a Bed tax to pay for infrastructure needed to handle visitor load.

Build worker accommodation.

.

.

n Reasons:

Raglan community wishes to preserve natural character of township - both built and cultural environment.

Community has recently expressed frustration with the use of the Discretionary option by Planners.

.

Prescriptive approach too restrictive and does not allow for diversity in the built environment which is a key characteristic of Raglan.

.

Preserve qualities that Raglan community value.

.

The Raglan Naturally document is the most thorough assessment of Raglan's community values and wishes.

.

Raglan currently has a 12-13% rate of houses appearing on Airbnb.

.

Raglan's infrastructure issues are well documented, including in council reports.

.

Not possible for the ratings base in Raglan to fund infrastructure required for peak tourist season.

.

Not fair for the Waikato District ratepayers to fund infrastructure used by visitors from other areas.

Airbnb agrees a bed tax is a good idea.

Raglan business owners complaining their staff cannot find accommodation, making it harder to find staff.

Point Number 2453

y of Decision R ed: Add a resource management framework for the management of Genetically Modified Organisms that is regionally specific taking into account
environmental, economic and social well-being considerations.

n Reasons:

.

Environmental damage caused by Genetically Modified Organisms can be dealt with under the RMA.
Genetic Engineering will harm our clean green image.

There should be no further development and field testing of transgenic organisms.

Supports adopting the precautionary principle.

.

.
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« Genetically Modified Organisms have irreversible significant adverse impacts.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

245.4

Add strong precautionary and prohibitive provisions, policies and rules relating to Genetically Modified Organisms that are the same (or similar)
as those in the Far North District Plan, the Whangarei District Plan and the Auckland Unitary Plan.

.

To ensure a consistent approach across Northland, Auckland and the Waikato.

To eliminate cross boundary issues.

Environmental damage caused by Genetically Modified Organisms can be dealt with under the RMA.
Genetic Engineering will harm our clean green image.

There should be no further development and field testing of transgenic organisms.

Supports adopting the precautionary principle.

Genetically Modified Organisms have irreversible significant adverse impacts.

Point Number

2455

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

d the Proposed Waikato District Plan to require consents which are exempt from plan rules to be automatically publicly notified whether

rules are on Genetically Modified Organisms or any other matter.

Several Councils have passed resolutions that there should be no further development and field-testing of transgenic organisms
envisaged for agriculture, horticulture and forestry in their areas until the risk potential has been adequately identified and evaluated and
a strict liability regime put in place.

Environmental damage caused by Genetically Modified Organisms can be dealt with under the RMA.
Genetic Engineering will harm our clean green image.

There should be no further development and field testing of transgenic organisms.

Supports adopting the precautionary principle.

Genetically Modified Organisms have irreversible significant adverse impacts.

.

.

Point Number

245.6

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of property 2008178 (Primrose Street, Raglan) currently zoned Recreational in the Operative District Plan to allow for

development of a planted stormwater filtration system.

Water quality is important to Raglan community.

Site has been earmarked for football, but Raglan Football does not support the relocation.
Raglan football club has requested not to shift the sport to this location.

See RFC submission (to this district plan process) about use of other areas in Raglan for football.

.

.

.

Submitter Number: 246 Submitter: Tony Oosten

Point Number 246.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule [4.11.] Permitted Activities to require new subdivision stormwater systems for Raglan to have swales and other technology to
bring the quality of stormwater up to a standard such that its additive impact to the existing stormwater quality is maintained or improved at the
point of connection.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.
Point Number 246.2

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Delete the ability for Council to apply discretion if applications are not notified.

« To stop development that goes against the district plan permitted activity and sets precedence for future requests. An example is the
Raglan Wainui Road development.

Point Number

iR
y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d Appendix 29:6 Biodiversity Offsetting so that the use of biodiversity offsets is the last resort and the area is 200% of the impacted area.

« Biodiversity offsets are not equivalent in quality to the original existing areas of biodiversity as it is impossible to replicate the exact
geological and climatic conditions as well as relocate all species of flora and fauna.

Point Number

246.4

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d Appendix 10.1 (Raglan Town Centre) to:
« Include Raglan town center character statements:
« Enhance the pedestrian-friendly boulevard by de-prioritizing vehicular traffic;

« Control development of buildings on either side of the Historic Harbour View Hotel to 2 storeys maximum;
« Expand to 3 storey while maintaining the ground floor shop and verandah frontage and protection of the Harbour View stance

« The Raglan Town Center is defined by its pedestrian-friendly boulevard and actions must be taken to enhance this.
« The clear stance of the Historic Harbour View Hotel in the streetscape needs to be maintained and potentially enhanced.

Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Page 120




Submitter Number:

247 Submitter: Kylie Escott

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

247.1

Retain the Residential Zone for the property at 7 Dromgools Road, Tuakau, as notified and the Residential Zoning on the Tuakau Planning Maps.

« Need for more residential sections.
« Proximity to both primary and secondary schools and sporting and recreational areas.
« Proximity to wastewater disposal, ease of roading construction.

Submitter Number: 248 Submitter: Sharon Leigh
Point Number 248.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 525 Horotiu Road, Te Kowhai, as well as its boundary properties to remain as Country Living Zone

Decision Reasons:

(Operative District Plan zone).

The land has only just changed to Country Living Zone from Rural Zone, which the submitter was opposed to.

Allowing smaller lots to be cut off completely changes the country lifestyle the submitter purchased for in the first place.

The area has a high water table and drainage issues and is unsuitable for subdivision smaller than 5000m2.

The high volume of water running through the road drain with no houses yet built in the new subdivision behind the submitters'
property has already destroyed the crossing and floods regularly in winter.

The drain in parts is also taking out the bank and has subsided back to the fence line where there was originally around 3 feet clearance.
With the extra run off when houses get built there are likely to be some major issues.

.

.

Submitter Number: 249 Submitter: Anton Marais
Point Number 249.1
S y of Decision Req d: A d the title for the "Country Living Zone" for a more commonly used term such as "Rural Residential", "Low Density Residential", or

Decision Reasons:

"Rural Settlement Zone".

« The Council should be seeking opportunities to align the Proposed Plan to the developing Draft National Planning Standards.
+ The Council should use terminology that is more commonly used across the country.
« Country Living Zone is a legacy name and this is an opportunity to align with the future.

Point Number

ed:

2492

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the title for the "Village Zone", to use a more descriptive term such as "Rural Residential", "Residential Low Density", "Residential Large
Lot" or similar.

« The "Village Zone" is not used elsewhere in New Zealand (to submitters knowledge).

« "Village Zone" is not suggested in the draft National Planning Standards, and unlikely to be included.

« The zone name does not describe the intended land use nor the intended form or feel of the zone. The naming of the zone should
describe the activities, land uses, and intended street-scape one would expect, and the name does not describe these areas, the
connotation is very unlike what the actual zone is like.

« Itis difficult for people to describe their property when it is being sold if a buyer is not familiar with the location and the house for sale
is in a "Village Zone".

« Itis not an accurate description of the neighboring property nor the density and lot sizes a person would expect when they hear the
term "Village Zone". The description of the property will match buyer/seller expectation of the zone description.

« Zoning has a big impact on property valuations and when the name is not consistent with other zone names and types the valuation is
not as easily standardized.

« Aligning the name to something more commonly used will help people understand what the zone means.

« Names such as Rural Residential, Large Lot Residential, or Residential Low Density, would enable a person on the street to know what
the intention of the zone is and what it means for their property.

Submitter Number:

250 Submitter: John Cunningham

Point Number

250.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata, to remain as Country Living Zone (Operative District Plan zoning).

« Continuous Country Living Zone down from Moorfield Road

« The environmental overlay surrounding the drain is flood prone and in winter gives poor drainage. Country Living gives more permeable
surface and therefore reduced watershed to adjacent properties.

« The amenity of the area will be maintained by the Country Living zoning.

« The Lakeside development provides a new area for residential living and takes the pressure off conversion of current Country Living to
Residential Living.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

251 Submitter: John Cunningham

Aparangi Retirement Village Trust
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Point Number 251.1

y of Decision R ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to enable mixed use of commercial and residential on Waeranga Road, Te Kauwhata.

Decision Reasons:

« Te Kauwhata is a growth node for North Waikato and will need more commercial street frontage in the future.
+ Mixed commercial/residential use of the Aparangi street frontage on Waeranga Road will future-proof the land use.

Point Number 251.2

y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to provide smaller section sizes for retirement villages.

Decision Reasons:

« Smaller section sizes, down to 225m2 will give better land utilization for the current Aparangi village.
« It will allow clusters of "mini-houses" which is a popular retirement village layout overseas and will come to New Zealand to give greater
flexibility for independent living.

Point Number 2513

y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan rules to enable retirement villages in Country Living and Rural Zones.

Decision Reasons:

« Aparangi could expand into Rural or Country Living in the future. If rules are in the District Plan, that will provide for expansion without
the need for private plan changes.

Point Number 251.4

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the rules to remove the requirement for a retirement village to be within 400m of public transport and replace with must have transport

Decision Reasons:

« Public transport is not frequent in rural towns and villages.

Submitter Number: 252 Submitter: Heather Andrews

Point Number 252.1

y of Decision Req Delete Rule 22.3.6 Building coverage.
OR

Amend Rule 22.3.6 P| (a)(ii) Building coverage from 500m2 to at least 750m2.

Decision Reasons:

The main reason for buying a rural block is to have room to build a good house and have a shed as well. If a person wants to cover more
than 500m2 they will be compelled to buy a block in excess of 3ha and have excess land that they may not have wanted.

It will make blocks of less than 3ha worth less and encourage subdivision of larger blocks, which is a waste of land.

It is not unusual for a good house to be in excess of 500m2 these days.

.

.

Submitter Number: 253 Submitter: Jasmine Hunter
Point Number 253.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Add a Special Character Area for Raglan, with a focus on the following qualities:

Diverse buildings and people
Relaxed

No multi-story buildings
Enabled Individual expression
Pedestrian friendly
Bike-friendly

Water views

Human-Scale Buildings

Wild Coast

.

.

.

OR

Amend the District Plan to require any building activity that does not comply with the District Plan in Raglan to be publicly notified.

Decision Reasons:

Raglan’s special character is eroding and there should be better protection of that character.

« There is a need to preserve the quaintness, uniqueness and the kaitiakitanga the Raglan iwi and greater community have.

Needed so that Raglan does not resemble other holiday towns that only cater for holidaymakers.

There needs to be a stronger focus on the sensitivity to character of the CBD area.

The controversy over the recent approval and waivers for an apartment block on Stewart Street highlights the lack of focus within the
District Plan.

The District Plan needs strengthening and making the driver of development.

.

Point Number 2532
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y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed District Plan to increase regulation of holiday houses.

« The submitter does not want tot see people struggling to find a home.

Submitter Number: 254 Submitter: Michelle Levy
Point Number 254.1
A

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d the District Plan to require public notification of any building activity that does not comply with the District Plan.

« To ensure the special character of Whaingaroa is protected with no multi-storey developments.
+ To ensure access to green spaces and natural resources such as beaches and bush are freely accessible and available for all to enjoy.
« To ensure development keeps pace with the infrastructure available.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

254.2

Add a tax on Air BnB in Raglan.

« To remove the high rate of unoccupied properties in Raglan.
« To ensure adequate housing is available for the permanent population via control on unoccupied housing and Air BnB accommodation.

Submitter Number: 256 Submitter: Liz Shaw
Point Number 256.1
S d A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to prevent holiday houses in Raglan overwhelming already stretched resources. Submission references
Chapter 6.4 Infrastructure, Subdivision and Development.

« The infrastructure cannot take the building that is happening in Raglan.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

256.2

Add better protection for the character of Raglan, to prevent multi-storey buildings and condos for holiday homes and high density building.

« Raglan's seaside community is being eroded by the high-density holiday accommodation that is currently being built.
+ Long-time residents can no longer afford to live in Raglan even if they can find a rental.
« Concerned that Raglan's special character is being eroded.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

257 Submitter: Stuart Chisnall

Estate of Alwynne McDonald Chisnall

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

257.1

Delete the Significant Amenity Landscape from 275 Parker Lane, Buckland.

.

The site is rough pasture and has no significant landscape features.

The site does not meet the criteria for Significant Amenity Landscape.

The proposed Significant Amenity Landscape rules are unreasonable and restrict maintenance of significant drains which are legally
required to be maintained via a caveat with the Waikato Regional Council.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

257.2
Delete Rule 22.2.3.4 Earthworks - within Landscape and Natural Character Areas.
OR

Amend Rule 22.2.3.4 P| Earthworks - within Landscape and Natural Character Areas to change the area and volume of earthworks for
Significant Amenity Landscapes.

« The rule will unreasonably limit ability to maintain significant drains, specifically for drains required to be maintained under a caveat to
the Waikato Regional Council.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

257.3

A

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d Rule 22.2.8 (P1) Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area to allow farmers to maintain productive pastures by
controlling non-pasture species.
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« The rule unreasonably restricts the ability of farmers to maintain productive pasture in accordance with ordinary farming practices,
outside Significant Natural Areas.

Submitter Number:

258 Submitter: Georgina Roy

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

258.1

Add a Special Character Area to Raglan.

« Better protection of Raglan's special character, it is being destroyed by modern flats and holiday homes.
« Respect for those who live in Raglan year-round.

Point Number

258.2

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d the District Plan to require any building activity in Raglan that does not comply with the District Plan to be publicly notified.

« Raglan's special character is being destroyed by 'modern flats' and holiday homes, which do not fit in Raglan and create an obstruction
and eyesore.
+ Respect for those who live in Raglan year-round.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

259 Submitter: Wendy Rowell

Pokeno Playcentre

Point Number 259.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule [6.1.2 Permitted Activities by adding child care facility as a permitted activity.
Decision Reasons:
« ECE confers large benefit to the young, growing Pokeno community.
« It is appropriate for ECEs to be in the Residential Zone where people live.
« An ECE will not have adverse effects on residential and recreational activities.
« The only zone where the proposed plan permits ECEs is the Business Zone. In Pokeno this is a very limited area where pick up /drop
offs will be dangerous.
« Wish to develop a site for the Pokeno playcentre, which we will lose due to the Pokeno school expansion.
Point Number 259.2
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.1.2 Permitted Activities by adding childcare facility as a permitted activity.

Decision Reasons:

« ECE confers large benefit to the young, growing Pokeno community.

« Itis appropriate for ECEs to be in the Residential Zone where people live.

« An ECE will not have adverse effects on residential and recreational activities.

« The only zone where the proposed plan permits ECEs is the Business Zone. In Pokeno this is a very limited area where pick up /drop offs will
be dangerous.

«  Wish to develop a site for the Pokeno playcentre, which we will lose due to the Pokeno school expansion.

Submitter Number: 260 Submitter: Vaughan Rowsell

On behalf of: The Pam Fergusson Charitable Trust and Allen Fabrics Organisation: OMGTech!
Limited

Point Number 260.1

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

Add a new zone titled 'Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone' to the planning maps.

AND

Amend the zoning of the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Section 3 SO 482553, Lot | DPS 20619, Section | SO Plan 60522, Allotment
740 Parish of Taupiri, Allot 857 Parish of Taupiri and Allotment 6 Paris of Taupiri from Rural Zone to the proposed Kimihia Lakes Recreation and
Events Zone (see Table 6.1 within the submission for details).

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognised that overlays are in relation to significant tracts of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no longer desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

Excludes the existing Lake Kimihia which is owned and managed by the Department of Conservation.

.

.

.

Point Number
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y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Add a new section 9.5 Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone within Chapter 9 Specific Zones containing objectives and policies specifically
catering for the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone as set out in section 4.2.2 of the submission.

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognized that overlays are in relation to significant tracks of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no linger desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

260.3

Add a new definition for "Ancillary Buildings (Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park)" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means a supporting building that is subordinate and incidental to a permitted activity undertaken in the Park, including storage units, administration and
ablution facilities and clubrooms.

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

260.4

Add a new definition for "Commercial Node Areas" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

260.5

Add a new definition for "Community Activities and Facilities (Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Event Park)" to Chapter |3 as follows:

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

260.6

Add a new definition for "Operational Facilities" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means the construction and use of facilities and/or infrastructure to assist in the day to day operation of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Parks,
including but not limited to car parking, internal access; ticketing offices, storage and maintenance sheds, and helipads.

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

260.7

Add a new definition for "Outdoor Education" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means in the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, land or buildings used for the formal or informal education or training and includes (but is not
limited to)_confidence courses.

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

260.8
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Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

Add a new definition for "Outdoor Pursuits" to Chapter |3 as follows:

Means moving across land by non-powered means for example biking, orienteering, and horse trekking.

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

260.9

Add a new definition for "Recreation Activity and Facilities™ to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means any_non-motorised indoor or outdoor passive or active leisure, sports, entertainment, games or recreational pursuits and buildings in the Kimihia Lakes

and shall include such activities on or in water or land, or in the air and includes but is not limited to:

«  Recreational events and activities

«  Walking, running and cycling tracks
« Training or education

« Club Days and practice activities
« Organised Events and festivals

« Concerts

« Multi sport and off road running events
« Qutdoor skate parks and playgrounds
« Informal Recreation

« Tourism related activities

«  Outdoor Pursuits

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

260.10

No specific decision sought, but the submission notes that the of the Regional Infrastructural Specifications (RITS) and the Waikato Regional
Council Regional Plan will be the relevant documents for some developments in the park

No reasons provided.

Point Number

260.11

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Allotment 746 Parish of Taupiri, Lot 20 DP 347582, Lot 21 DP 347582,
Allotment 777 Parish of Taupiri and Lot 23A Section 463 Parish of Taupiri from Rural Zone to Residential Zone (See Table 6.1 of the submission
for further details).

AND
Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Decision Reasons:

« This area is located abutting existing Residential Zoned land and so forms a contiguous residential tract, ensuring services and
infrastructure can easily be extended to the new residential area.

« Tunnel mining was undertaken west of the site and under the Huntly township including State Highway |, Schools, the Power Station,
the Waikato River and Riverine Lakes but no tunnel mining was undertaken at the Huntly East Mine. Subsidence as a result of mining
would not occur in this location. Residential use of the land is therefore not subject to that risk.

Point Number 260.12

S y of Decision Req d. Retain the Residential Zone on the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Lot 18 DP 347582, Lot |9 DP 347582, Sec 3 SO Plan 400374,
Allot 515 Parish of Taupiri and Allot 789 Parish of Taupiri (See Table 6.1 of the submission for further details).

Decision Reasons:

Tunnel mining was undertaken west of the site and under the Huntly township including SHI, schools, the Power Station , the Waikato River and
Riverine lakes but no tunnel mining was undertaken at the Huntly East Mine. Subsidence as a result of mining, would not occur in this location.
Residential use of the land is therefore not subject to that risk.

Point Number 260.13

S y of Decision Req d. Add a new Chapter 29 Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone that contains rules for the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone as
outlined within section 4.2.4 of the submission.

AND
Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Decision Reasons:

« There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.

« The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

« Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.

« A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognised that overlays are in relation to significant tracts of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

« Waikato District Council no longer desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

« The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

Point Number 260.14

S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 14.12.1 Activity specific conditions 14.12.1.1(1)(e) relating to P| vehicle access for all activities as follows:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Decision Reasons:

(1) All activities must comply with the following vehicle access conditions:

(e) On a site with legal access to two roads, the activity only accesses the road with the lower classification in the road hierarchy in Tables 14.12.5.5 and
14.2.5.6 (where the roads have the same classification, access is only to the road with the lower average daily traffic movements) except in the Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Zone where this rules does not apply;

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

260.15
Add a new clause (2) to Activity-specific conditions 14.12.1.2 relating to P2 on site parking and loading as follows:
(1) All activities must comply with the following...

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

260.16

Add clause (j) to Activity-specific condition 14.12.1.4(1) relating to P4 traffic generation as follows:

(1) Any activity must comply with the following traffic generation conditions:

(j)_Within the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, there shall be no maximum traffic generation provided that:

iv) Provide for monitoring_and reporting_on the number of vehicle movements for all activities and events;

v)_Include protocols for undertaking reviews of the Traffic M Plan by an Implementation Monitoring Committee consisting of the New Zealand
Police, the Council and the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park operator

vi)_Be reviewed, certified and endorsed by Council, by (date) of each year.

b)_For any activity or event, or combination of activities and events where there is likely to be in excess of 5,000 people, the operator of the park shall advise

Traffic M Plan that are to be impl d.

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

260.17

Add clause (b) to Activity-specific conditions 14.12.1.8 relating to P8 off-road pedestrian and cycle facilities as follows:

(b)_In the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone there shall be no activity specific conditions.

AND

Any consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events

Zone.
Submitter Number: 261 Submitter: Rita Carey
Point Number 261.1
S y of Decision Req ed A d the approach to Maaori Sites of Significance through the following:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

Purchase the land from landowners;

Fence the areas off at Council/lwi cost;
Council/lwi to maintain those areas;

Promote acknowledgement of the areas;

Reward landowners for past care;

Incentive Programmes; and

Council/lwi fund initial outlay cost such as fences.

.

.

.
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Decision Reasons:

« Appears the council is determined to penalize, persecute and generally make life and business difficult for land owners for having areas of

‘national treasure' on their land.
« Will have to argue with lawyers at a huge cost in the future if ever it is necessary to do something in and around those areas.

Point Number

261.2

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the Maaori Sites of Significance on the submitter's property by:

« Reducing the size of the buffer area;
« Locating them in the correct place; and
+ Re-considering the significance of the sites.

+  Will be much more reasonable and ensures farming practice and development is not necessarily interrupted.
« 2 areas plotted on the submitters property are in the wrong place (one of them).

+ Not areas the submitter deems of significant interest/value to Maori since one is a suspected Kumara Pit and the other a suspected look

out site.
« Huge buffers have been put in place for small areas that the submitter would be happy to leave alone, and has done so, with a small
buffer.

Point Number 2613
S y of Decision R ed: A d the approach to Significant Natural Areas and Significant Amenity Landscapes through the following:
« Council purchase the land;
+ Council to fund fencing;
« Council to maintain those areas or promote acknowledgement of the areas;
+ Reward landowners for past care;
« Create an incentive programme for future care; and
« Initial capital outlay such as fences be at Council cost.
Decision Reasons:
« Appears the council is determined to penalize, persecute and generally make life and business difficult for land owners for having areas of
'national treasure' on their land.
« Will have to argue with lawyers at a huge cost in the future if ever it is necessary to do something in and around those areas.
« Appears to the submitter council want to take land from them but expect them to pay for the upkeep.
« Purchased land legally and should be able to do with it what they like.
« If council want it, they should purchase it of the submitter at riverfront, riperian right prices and pay for the upkeep themselves.
Point Number 261.4
S y of Decision R ed A d Rule 22.3.7.1 Building Setbacks - All boundaries, to reduce the setback for a habitable building to |0m.
Decision Reasons:
« A 25m setback from all boundaries means submitter will need to build towards the middle of a flat paddock and makes utilizing for
farming difficult.
« The Paddock would become a section unless the paddock is ring fenced at a huge cost and inconvenience to the submitter.
« Better able to utilize the existing boundary fences for the residence section by leaving the rest of the property for grazing/cropping etc.
Submitter Number: 262 Submitter: Brian Curle
Point Number 262.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to include the Kimihia Lakes Restoration and Development Project.
Decision Reasons:
«  Will expose Huntly and make it a 'destination’ (it is a part of the 'Golden Triangle').
«  Will provide a wide range of job opportunities.
«  Will provide activities for youth.
« Has the potential to create educational involvement.
Submitter Number: 263 Submitter: Rosemary Curle
Point Number 263.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to include the Kimihia Lakes Restoration and Development Project.

Decision Reasons:

« Believes this would provide endless opportunities for our community.
« Huntly lies with in the 'Golden Triangle, with the project added will be well on the way to being a tourist destination.
« There will be many jobs created which will also benefit the town.

Submitter Number:

264 Submitter: Cathy Miller

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

264.1

Add the Heritage Precinct Guide from the Operative District Plan for Rangiriri, and include the corner of Murphy Street and Rangiriri Road,
neighbouring the cemetery and all properties exposed to the SH| side on Austen St.
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Decision Reasons:

Rangiriri holds a unique place in New Zealand's history and as such should hold unique protection and respect.

Requests the present Heritage Precinct Guide remains until such time that land/business owners in the precinct and other consultants
can collectively respect and protect this towns future.
Remain until such time that another more comprehensive plan unique to Rangiriri is created.

Disagrees with Dr Ann McEwan for disestablishing the Heritage Precinct Design Guide.

The Proposed District Plan, appears to protect and promote the necessary Rangiriri Heritage values and property, but submitter hasn't
been able to establish the precinct area to which it will apply or specific specialties.

It is essential the precinct at least takes in all that was under the removed guide, plus:

1) The corner of Murphy Street and Rangiriri Road (Neighbouring the Cemetery, being exposed to the main entry to the town, a visual
part of the Heritage buildings and activities).

.

Submitter Number: 265 Submitter: James Whetu
Point Number 265.1
< d A d

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

zoning of the properties at 2, 6 and 8 Durham Street Ngaruawahia from Industrial Zone to Business Zone.

Submitter wishes to operate Business Zone type activities on these properties.

Commercial activities and services are more appropriate on these properties rather than industrial activities.

Historically, properties were used for retail and commercial services.

One of the key issues identified in section 32 report 16, Business Zone, is connecting town centers to the Waikato River.

These properties can improve connection of Ngaaruawahia town centre to Waikato river due to their proximity to the town centre.
Properties are close to key community features such as the Point reserve, the Waikato and Waipa rivers, the Haakarimata ranges and its
walkway, as well the Kiingitanga office and reserve, where a strategic focus is promoted.

2 Durham Street provides safe access and clear line of sight for those visiting the community's features and improve the functioning the
Ngaaruawahia's town centre.

Business zoning will be consistent with the Business Zone activities envisaged at properties 2 and 3 Princess Street and 14 and 16
Herschel Street, both zoned Business under the Proposed Plan.

Considers natural foot traffic form town centre will be along Durham Street, when they cross over Great South Road.

The existing railroad crossing by 2 Durham Street provides safe pedestrian passage.

Property is in close proximity to the town centre, Jesmond Street, and will complement these activities and not detract from its intent.
Present and future activities are reflective of Business Zone provisions rather than Industrial Zone provisions under the notified plan.
Business zoning will uphold Objective 4.5.1 and its policies.

The property will provide for economic, social and cultural well-being of current and future generations in Ngaaruawahia.

Re-zoning of 2 Durham Street as a Business Zone will not compromise the settlement pattern envisaged in the Future Proof Strategy.
2 Durham Street property will be actively used for Business Zone activities.

Industrial provisions are not suitable for 2 Durham Street.

.

.

.

.

Submitter Number: 266 Submitter: Etai Gilad

Organisation: Art of Change Therapy

Point Number 266.1

S y of Decision R d. A d the Proposed District Plan to require any building activity that does not comply with the District Plan in Raglan to be publicly notified.

Decision Reasons:

« Raglan is known for its special characters such as a relaxed family-friendly, multicultural and community-orientated, environmental and
social enterprises.

« Concerned that development which doesn't take into account Raglan's residence's needs and wishes will result in such positive
characters being lost.

« Important to prevent extensive developments, e.g. chain fast food companies, big chain supermarkets and/or a high rise building.

« Focus on protecting and preserving of nature, bicycle lanes, more long term housing and less vacation accommodation and water quality.

Submitter Number: 267 Submitter: Elaine Hyland
Point Number 267.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to require any building that does not comply with the District Plan in Raglan to be publicly notified.

Decision Reasons:

« Raglan's special character preserved, with no multi-storey buildings.

« Diversity reflecting nature of Raglan-relaxed village town centre.

« Natural beauty of town be protected.

+ More permanent affordable accommodation for locals, rather than only tourists.

Submitter Number: 268 Submitter: Warwick Cheyne
Point Number 268.1
S y of Decision R ed Delete Rule 22.3.3.3 Earthworks- Significant Natural Areas.

Decision Reasons:

« Submitter proposes if they were to have an access track through an Significant Natural Area proposed area it will be problematic to
maintain, which becomes a health and safety issue.

« Under the proposal, on a track approximately 3.5m wide, the submitter will only be allowed to do maintenance on around 80m in length
per year.

« The track is around 200m long and submitter questions whether they will have to do maintenance over a 3 year period.
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Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

268.2

Delete Rule 22.2.3.4 Earthworks- within Landscape and Natural Character Areas.

« Alimit of 1000m2 has been arbitrarily assigned for earthworks in a Hill Country Significant Amenity Landscape.

« This limit will be problematic for track maintenance where large areas of the farm (60%) are proposed as a Significant Amenity
Landscape.

« Inability to maintain tracks is a health and safety issue.

« Rules render land incapable of reasonable use.

Point Number

S y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

268.3

Delete Rule 22.2.7 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« Total of 1000m2 seems overly restrictive.

« Could result in land outside an Significant Natural Area becoming incapable of reasonable use as persistent invasive weeds (e.g. Manuka,
Totara and Tutu) encroach on the pasture.

+ Not clear to submitter what 'outside an Significant Natural Area' means.

« Submission questions how the Waikato District Council seeks to place restrictions what can be done on their land, beyond specific
Significant Natural Area land they are interested in.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

268.4

Delete the Significant Natural Area from property number 1003679 until there are clear benefits to the landowner in having this on their
property. The submitter outlines options which Council could have explored before notifying the proposed plan:

.

Petition the government using the local government association to restore tradeable carbon credits on stands of native timber of 2
hectares or more.

.

Transferable titles, with not less than one transferable title per hectare of land taken

.

100% rates relief from those areas affected by designations
Council to lease the Significant Natural Area
Council to pay landowners per year based on the area of Significant Natural Area to preserve it

. No wish to have this designation on the property.

. The submitter wishes to have a free title on their property with all their entitlement’s privileges

. Having native timber as carbon credits would do more to preserve these stands than any threats and/or theft by zoning.

. Submitter questioned the use of the word “significant” and whether this word adds value to their land.

. Submitter questioned who benefits from a Significant Natural Area

. Council appears to be penalising farmers who early on decided to keep the bush on their property rather than applying for a subsidy from
the government to remove it.

*  Patches of bush are useful as shelter for stock in rough and hot weather, and are a source of firewood or building materials.

*  There are risks, as in all businesses, in choosing the right use for the land in question. How to utilise the resource so it is beneficial to the
landowner and his family, as well as to the land, so that with minimal inputs it will continue to produce a stable income and be around for future
generations to have a go.

. Forestry requires waiting 25 years or more to generate income after harvest which is not an incentive.

. There is no mention of who or what will benefit from these proposals. It does not appear to benefit the landowner, whose income is
dependent on utilising the land to its maximum economic potential. To affect economic potential and restrict income does not benefit the
country. Questions why have all these rules and regulations if nobody benefits.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

268.5

Delete the Significant Amenity Landscape from property number 1003679. The submitter suggested leasing the amenity landscapes.

+ No wish to have this designation on the property.
« Leasing the amenity landscapes would stop them from changing and help protect them
« The rules are naive and ill-informed.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

268.6

Delete the walkway/ cycleway / bridleway from property number 1003679 until proper consultation and benefits have been discussed and terms
agreed to. The submission suggests a lease option and/or transferable title per kilometre of track.

The submitter has not been provided with any or enough information regarding this proposal
Apart from a line on a map, there is no information at all.

.

.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

268.7

Delete Rule 22.2.8 P1(a)(ii) Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area.

A total of 1000m2 seems overly restrictive and could result in the land outside a Significant Natural Area being incapable of reasonable
use as persistent invasive weeds (such as manuka, totara and tutu) encroach on pasture.

It is not clear what “outside a Significant Natural Area” means and questions is it theb whole farm or some defined area adjacent to the
Significant Natural Area

Questioned how the Waikato District Council can see to place restrictions on what can be done on the submitter’s land beyond the
specific Significant Natural Area

No benefit economically and is likely to cause undue financial hardship

Considers it theft when a plan, objective, policy or rule is out to remove the rights of ownership, or right of use as the landowner sees
fit

Does not believe the NZ Government promotes theft

Uncertain who benefits from these designations

Seeks to pursue a course of action through the NZ Police if the designations remain on the submitter’s property due to restricting use
of the property as a place of business and potentially lowering its value.

.

.

.

Submitter Number:
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Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

269.1

Retain Rule 23.3.2 Minor Dwelling, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 23.3.2 Minor Dwelling to have a flexible location (in metres) between a minor dwelling and the existing dwelling.

Support in principle a minor dwelling of no more than 70m2 be allowed.
Wish to provide accommodation that can be utilized for extended family when required.

.

Submitter suggests negotiation on the siting of the minor dwelling with regards to the proximity of the existing dwelling.

Otaua and the surrounding area is very undulating and the 20m rule would be impractical in some cases.

In the submitters case, there is a suitable flat area suitable to a minor dwelling however it is approximately 45m from the main dwelling
and can be serviced by the existing driveway.

The alternative site, which falls under 20m rule, requires some adjustment to the land contour and felling of some trees.

Wish to provide accommodation that can be utilized for extended family when required.

.

Submitter Number:

270 Submitter: Denise Overend-Clarke

Point Number

TS, "
y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

270.1

Add a Special Character area for Raglan.

.

Concerns that Raglan's special character is being eroded.

Raglan is only given token support.

Better protection in the 10 year plan would be good.

Diverse buildings in keeping with the area and no multi-story buildings.
Bike and pedestrian friendly.

Water access.

Protect the coast.

Manage the traffic flow.

.

Submitter Number:

271 Submitter: Dave and Fransiska Falconer

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

q

Decision Reasons:

271.1

Add new zoning policy for a specific Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events park zone, for the Lake Kimihia project and for the restoration of the
former Solid Energy Huntly East Mine.

« Other Councils have done it for Queenstown Events Centre, Lake Wanaka Centre, Rotorua Aquatic Centre, Taupo Events Centre,
Taupo Equestrian Centre, etc.

+ The development of the Lake Kimihia Recreation and Events park would offer significant employment and development opportunities

« It would be a popular events venue that is both accessible by the Auckland and Hamilton urban economies, generating income to Huntly
—boosting employment opportunities that was forfeited by the closure of the mine

« The submitters welcome recreational area to their growing population and significant tourism industry.

« The 'Golden Triangle' of Auckland, Hamilton, and Tauranga contains half of the national population and economy, and the present Labour
government has committed to building a rapid rail network connecting these areas that run right past Huntly.

« Recreational use of the environment is important to the district however the scale of the proposed Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Park would be on a scale that could reach the major city centers that are within Hamilton and Auckland

« It's time to be supportive to an outstanding vision to make Huntly a popular destination

« The significance of the restoration of Lake Kimihia, and wetlands within the former mine area, to their former state embodies the policy
1.5.7.2 Landscape and natural character.

+ The restored Lake Kimihia would be a complete reflection of the relationship between people and place and it would be a good example
of 'de-evolution'

« The new owners have undone much of the exploitation of the lake by allowing it to refill and finally have its mana restored.

« This is relevant to 1.9.3 Section 5 RMA, 1.9.5 Section 7 RMA, 1.12.5, 1.12.6, 1.12.7, 2.12.8, and Chapter 2: Tangata Whenua in the
Proposed District Plan.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

2712

Add a southbound on/exit ramp near Kimihia Road or McVie Road, Huntly, to divert as much traffic away as possible from Taupiri Mountain
Cemetery.

« The Maori King, in the late 1860's, wept when he was informed of the intended route of the main rail trunk line alongside state highway
| effectively cutting the access to the sacred burial ground.

« Mount Taupiri is a sacred mountain and burial ground for Waikato Iwi and Kingitanga.

« Parking and access became difficult because the State Highway and railway lie largely on gentler sloping land at the foot of the slopes of
Taupiri Mountain

« Parking is required to be on the other side of the North Island transport system in a small and constrained area beside the Waikato
River and Mangawara Stream.

« Many mourners attending Tangi often cause disruption to traffic, out of necessity.

« Mourners attending funerals have to manage 70kph traffic and then when the trains come it is formidable, as it is required to blow its
horn amidst all the mourners and ceremony.

« Any reduction in traffic will be a much welcome outcome
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Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

2713

Restore the town name of Huntly to its original name of Rahui Pokeka.

+ The Council need to be mindful of cultural value/impact assessments such as honoring urupa rather than factor the Huntly access to the
Expressway

« The Council should be acknowledging 2.12.1, the significant legal power of Tangata Whenua and areas of significance such as urupa.
« ltis a matter of utmost urgency and an obligation under 2.12.1 (iii)

« The Council had dismissed the submitters previously “At this stage Council is not looking to rename Huntly”.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

d zoning of a small portion of the land at Solid Energy’s Huntly East Mine from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.

« This is in relation to 1.4.4 (Issues for Waikato District — The Urban Environment) and 1.5.2 (What does this mean for Waikato district
strategic objectives and directions — Planning for urban growth and development)

« To help fund for the project proposed in previous submission points.
« The rezoning of a small portion of the defunct mine to Residential Zoning would meet the Councils requirement to ensure the

environment is maintained and enhanced from the derelict state it was left in to creating quality residential sites in a desirable area,
which will fund further development of the mine into a sustainable environment.

Submitter Number:

272 Submitter: Mark Smith

Point Number

272.1

A

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the properties in Summerfield Land, Tamahere from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone (see map attached to
submission).

« Land forming Summerfield Lane was subdivided in 1992 into 10 lots with areas between 5218m2 and 2.8155ha. Subsequent boundary
exchange resulted in | extra lot being created and lot sizes now ranging between 5218m2 and 2.037ha.

« Lots are all used as single dwelling lifestyle properties.

« Land not used directly for housing.

« Curtilage to housing is of low quality soils that are unsuitable for cropping or intensive farming.

« Land use fits requirements of Country Living Zone.

« Does not fit requirement of Rural Zone.

« Any future subdivision would not affect productive values of land or place any significant increase in traffic/services.

Submitter Number:

273 Submitter: Russell Luders

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

273.1

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.1.3 RDI (a)(b) Restricted Discretionary Activities.

« The definition of intensive farming lacks clear intent.
« The submitter disagrees with any definition of farming that is linked to soil fertility.

« A management decision forced by extreme weather could suddenly mean that the submitters are intensive farmers.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

2732

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.2.3.3 Pl (a) Earthworks — Significant Natural Areas.

The submitters must be able to maintain existing farm tracks to meet health and safety standards. It is not possible to repair a track or
fence or drain with a volume limit of 50m3.

200m of track 3m wide skimming 10cm of soil amounts to 60m3.

.

A 12 tonne digger has a 0.65m bucket. 50m3 would allow the submitter to move 76.92 buckets of soil.

.

Hill country boundary fence lines often need earthworks to provide a foundation for a long lasting quality fence. Traditional post wire
and batten fence is an expensive farm investment and needs to be erected on a well prepared line to get the longest life from this
investment.

Provision must be allowed for earthworks for new farm infrastructure such as fencing, tracks and drains.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

2733

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes the limits on volume, area and cut of earthworks in Rule 22.2.3.4 P| (a) Earthworks within
landscape or Natural Character Areas.

« Regular maintenance of tracks is essential.

« Provisions must be allowed for earthworks for maintaining existing farm infrastructure.

Point Number
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d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.2.7 P3 (a) Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« The locations of building sites are highly dependent on topography and access.

« 250m2 is not enough allowance when building platform, access, stormwater, sewage systems fencing and landscaping are required.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes the restrictions in Rule 22.4.2 RD1 (a) Title boundaries — natural hazard area, contaminated
land, Significant Amenity Landscape, notable trees, intensive farming activities, aggregate extraction areas.

« Boundaries must be determined by topography, and some Significant Amenity Landscapes already have property boundaries through
them.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes the restrictions in Rule 22.4.3 RDI (a) Title boundaries — Significant Natural Areas, heritage
items, Maaori sites of significance and Maaori areas of significance.

« Boundaries must be determined by topography, and some Significant Natural Areas already have property boundaries through them.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

Delete Environmental Protection Areas from all of the Proposed District Plan, including Rule 22.4.6 Subdivision of land containing all or part of
an Environmental Protection Area.

« Environmental Protection Area is not defined.

« There is no apparent reason for having both Significant Natural Areas and Environmental Protection Areas.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.2.3.3 P2 Earthworks - Significant Natural Area and the limits on imported fill.

« Sometimes the only option to repair a track or fence lines is to import fill.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Significant Natural Areas being identified on private land.

The submitter takes pride in the private bush area which their predecessors chose not to develop.

Strongly oppose being dictated and restricted on what can and cannot be done on these areas.

« These areas in the future could possibly have significant value, however consultation needs to be undertaken prior.

« The Waikato District Council has not presented a practical plan for the direction of future management of Significant Natural Areas.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but st

273.10

1 opposes Signi Amenity L being identified on private land.

The submitter takes pride in the private bush area which their predecessors chose not to develop.

Strongly oppose being dictated and restricted on what can and cannot be done on these areas.

These areas in the future could possibly have significant value, however consultation needs to be undertaken prior.

The Waikato District Council has not presented a practical plan for the direction of future management of Significant Amenity
Landscapes.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

273.11

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.2.8 P| (a) Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area.

There is not enough clarity on what Outside a Significant Natural Area means.

Indigenous vegetation clearance for any farming purpose should be permitted given that farming is a permitted activity.

Over time, invasive indigenous vegetation will revert productive land unusable as it overs runs productive pasture.

Provision must be allowed for indigenous vegetation clearance for the purpose of new farming infrastructure such as fences, tracks,
drains and keeping productive land clear.

Provision must be allowed for indigenous vegetation clearance for the purpose of new dwellings and buildings including access.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

273.12

No specific decision is sought, but the submission opposes Rule 22.4.1.6 RD(a) Conservation Lot Subdivision.

« If the Waikato District Council is intent on defining a piece of the submitter’s land as being of public interest, then those public benefits
should be accounted for by a transaction.
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If perceived value of conservation lots are assessed on a per hectare basis, then the real ongoing costs and liabilities to landowners must
be calculated and compensated on a per hectare basis. All conservation lots, regardless of size will require an ongoing commitment and
liability to the landowners for maintenance and management.

Al Significant Natural Areas should be eligible for compensation which is in proportion to the size of the Significant Natural Area and
its’ conservation lot.

Many landowners do not wish to subdivide their land, or their land is unsuitable for subdivision, therefore a subdivision incentive is not
an option.

.

Monetary compensation must be offered.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

274 Submitter: Charlie Young

Raglan Chamber of Commerce

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

274.1

Add a new specific zone, in Chapter 9 Specific Zones for Huntly's Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events zone for the following 183ha of
properties: Section 3 SO 482553, Lot | DPS 20619, Allotment 746 Parish of Taupiri, Section | SO Plan 60522, Allotment 740 of Taupiri, Lot 18-
21 DP 347582, Sec 3 SO Plan 400734, Allotment 777 Parish of Taupiri, Lot 23A Section 463 Parish of Taupiri, Allot 857 Parish of Taupiri, 515
Parish of Taupiri, 789 Parish of Taupiri and Allotment 6 Parish of Taupiri (Submission refers to attached submission from Allen Fabric Limited).

.

Impending re-routing of main arterial motorway to the east of Huntly's town centre means the challenges facing the community are
many, difficult and complex.

Businesses that traditionally rely on passing vehicular traffic will be severely impacted and may force some to close or relocate.
Run-on effect of loss of business and jobs will have a profound effect on the community's teetering ability to maintain its proud and
vibrant history.

Huntly community needs a new direction and game changing plan to lead the way for the town's revitalization, which the proposed
Kimihia Lakes redevelopment can be a catalyst for.

Closing of the Huntly East Mine brought a statutory rezoning of the area from an overlay 'Extraction Zone' to 'Rural Zone' which
severely restricts the type of access and redevelopment activities that can occur.

New overlay is sought to enable lake associated activities to be created and conducive to education, recreation and economic
development.

Alignment and recognition within the newly proposed Waikato District Council Plan is necessary.

Huntly is most deserving and in need of a new specific revitalization and economic zone.

Kimihia Lakes Project area needs to be defined as a specific zone to enable the commencement of its overall business plan.

Not including the Kimihia Lakes project would result in an expensive and arduous private plan change which Huntly cannot afford.
The Intent of the Kimihia Lakes Restoration and Redevelopment Project is to align with the Waikato District Council's stated overall
vision for its communities ("Liveable, Thriving and Connected Communities”).

Kimihia Lakes Project is a grassroots community led program enabling the core environmental assets of the area to become the
centerpiece to Huntly's revitalization, river and lakes network.

Recent closure of Huntly East Mine is an opportunity to restore the open cast mine back to an accessible lake and shoreline.
Restoration funds set aside by previous mine owners (Solid Energy) to kick start revitalization effort.

Plan's vision will be centered on future capabilities of the Lake's rehabilitation efforts, facilities and outlooks to create a sustainable
circular economy model.

The renewed Kimihia Lake will be Huntly's largest deep water lake capable of hosting non-powered water craft events.

Allen Family (of Allen Fabrics Ltd.) acquired the mine property, as well as the responsibility of managing its restoration and connectivity
to the environment and community, and is in the process of organizing a working group of stakeholders, iwi and investors.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

275 Submitter: Tim Foy

Waikare Golf Club (Te Kauwhata) Inc.

Point Number

275.1

S y of Decision Req ed: Delete the proposed walkway/cycle way/bridleway overlay from the Waikare Golf Club, Te Kauwhata.
Decision Reasons:
« Proposed bridleway/cycle way shown on the district plan poses a significant risk to people, horses etc. from flying golf balls. Oppose
inclusion of cycle way/ bridleway/ walkway on this basis.
« Not opposed to the idea of exercise facilities, however the health and safety risk in this case is too great.
« Current board will not recommend to their member the sale of such land for the purpose of exercise facilities.
Point Number 2752
S y of Decision R ed: A d the setback distance for the properties on the northern boundaries of Waikare Golf Club, Te Kauwhata from 1.5m to 10m.

Decision Reasons:

« Submitter's experience with minimum setback distances allowed for development on their western boundary and likely on their eastern
boundary has, is or is likely to cause significant health and safety issues for residents and their families.

Submitter Number: 276 Submitter: Ted and Kathryn Letford
Point Number 276.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Table 14.12.5.14-Access and Road conditions relating to the access leg widths for the Residential Zone as follows:

Decision Reasons:

« I-3allotments: 3.6m
+ 4-6 allotments: 4-6m

« The access leg for requirement for | lot of 4m width is too wide and a waste of residential space.

« The access lot requirement for 2-4 lots of 8m required is too wide and a waste of space.

+ HCC have a requirement for access serving |-3 allotments and serves well. Suggests adopting the same for urban areas.
+ HCC also have 4-6 allotments at 4-6m private way width and suggests adopting the same approach for urban areas.

« Urban land is going to waste, and is the zone where subdivision should be taking place.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

276.2

Retain the following access widths in Table 14.12.5.15 Access and Road condition for Rural and Country Living Zone

« 6m wide access for one allotment.
«  6m wide access for 2-3 lots.
e 10m for 4-8 lots.

« Proposed access widths are far more practical than the current requirements under Operative District Plan which wastes too much
space.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

276.3

Retain the ability in Chapter |6 Residential Zone to undertake multi unit development
AND

Amend Chapter |6 Residential Zone to reduce the size of the net site area per residential unit for multi unit development from 300m2 net site
area to |50m2 average per apartment and 200m2 net site area per half duplex to be similar to Hamilton City Council.

« Supports the ability to cater for Multi Unit Development.
+ Recommend reconsidering 300m2 net site area per residential unit as they may be too large for this type of development.
« Suggests adopting a similar approach to HCC: 150m2 per apartment, 200m2 net site area per half duplex unit.

Point Number

276.4

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d Rule 16.4.1 RDI (a) (iv) Subdivision General to increase the number of lots to 20 or more for when this rule is triggered.

+ Seems hard to work with.

« Submissions uses an example of a four lot subdivision with two front and two rear lots to illustrate that subdivision will not be able to
achieve this rule.

+ Would be difficult to obtain a parent title with a sufficiently long road frontage to make this work.

+ Number of lots need to be raised for when this rule is triggered, suggests 20 lots or more.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

276.5

Retain Rule 16.4.6 Subdivision - Amendments and updates to cross lease flats plans and conversions to freehold.

« Supports the inclusion of Amendments to cross lease and flats plans.
« Supports the ability to convert from cross lease to fee simple title.
« This is an improvement on the Operative Plan, which has no provision for these.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

276.6

Retain Rule 22.3.2 Minor dwelling.

+ Should be permitted to have a minor dwelling.
« Should be no requirement for it to be occupied by a dependent person related to the person in the main dwelling.
+ Better outcome that the current Dependent Person Dwelling rule under the Operative Plan.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

2767

Retain 22.3.7.1 Building Setbacks - All boundaries, as notified.

AND

Retain Rule 22.3.7.1 P2 (a) Building Setbacks - all boundaries, which sets out non-habitable building setbacks on a title less than |.6ha.
AND

Retain Rule 22.3.7.1 P4 (a) Building Setbacks - All boundaries, which sets out non-habitable building setbacks on a title greater than |.6ha.

« Non-habitable buildings should be permitted to be setback closer than 25m from every boundary other than a road.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

276.8

Delete the Prohibited Activity Status from Rural subdivision rules (Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited Subdivision).

« Many farmers want the right to split off a block that can be used for family members to build on or to sell during hard times and
generate some income.

« If the record of title is large (over 20ha) then splitting off a small block (for example between 2500m2 and 5000m2) has minimal effects
on losing those high quality soils. The Plan should allow this.

« Similarly, if the record of title is small to begin with (less than 4ha) and is not a viable productive rural block, then splitting off a small
block as per above, is not going to result in a loss of productive land. The Plan should allow this.

« Prohibited activity status is too restrictive.

Point Number

276.9

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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A d Rule 22.4.1.2 RDI (a) (iv) General Subdivision to reduce the size of the additional lot.
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Decision Reasons:

« This is too large.
« Area should be smaller and rural blocks left in larger holdings.
+ People want a small block and do not want to maintain a block size up to |.6ha.

Point Number

276.10

S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 23.3.7.1 (a) (iii) Building Setbacks (All Boundaries), from 12m to a ém setback.
Decision Reasons:

« 12m setback seems like an inefficient use of land.

« Difference between ém and |2m in terms of noise and privacy is not something that would be noticed in terms of effects on the
residents, compared to the effects of the waste of space that it results in.

Point Number 276.11
S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 23.4.2 RDI (a) (i) General Subdivision, to reduce the minimum lot size to allow lots below 5000m2.
Decision Reasons:

+ WDC needs to think about productivity of land and the use of it as most Waikato District towns are surrounded by very fertile land.

« Council should concentrate on developing smaller blocks as they have the inability to be used for productive purposes.

« More intensive subdivision in Tamahere should be catered for as a priority due to its proximity to Hamilton, which would require
reducing the lot sizes to 2500m?2 for all of the Country Living zone.

« itis important for Waikato farmland to be maintained to a viable size.

« Enabling the Country Living Zone to be more intensively developed leaves the Rural Zone available for productive purposes.

« Leaving the minimum lot size at 5000m2 seems like a very inefficient way of conserving large lots for farming purposes.

« Better to intensify the land that is already zoned for Country Living.

« Other councils in the Waikato Region manage to successfully have 2500m2 and the residents still enjoy a 'large lot' feel.

Submission questions where the 5000m2 requirement came from.

+ Reducing lot size to 2500m2 reduces the amount of land being taken out of productivity.

« Minimum lot size of 5000m2 encourages the loss of landscaped/garden areas as they are harder to maintain the lawn, reflecting a
changing society which places less priority on gardening and more on family and recreation.

« Tamahere is in a location where development should be encouraged and catered for options, retaining some larger blocks, and allowing
smaller country living blocks. Tamahere is also close to places of work, shopping areas and services, close to entertainment, the Waikato
expressway and Airport.

Point Number 276.12

S y of Decision Req d. No specific decision sought, but submission considers Rule 22.4.1.2 RD| (a)(v) is too restrictive to enable subdivision based on soil type and will
create difficulty in excessive assessment reports having to test the entire property.

Decision Reasons:

« Too restrictive to enable subdivision based on soil type.

« If additional lots are sufficiently small, this will minimise loss of productive land.

« Requirement will create difficulty in extensive assessment reports having to test right across the title in order to quantify the two lots in
terms of high class soils.

Point Number 276.13
S y of Decision Req d: A d Rule 22.4.1.4 RD| (a)(iv) Boundary relocation, for the lots to be smaller than 8000m2.

AND

Retain the absence of the requirement for boundary relocation titles to be held in common ownership in Rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary relocation.
Decision Reasons:

« Rural farmers do not want to lose too much land, but want ability for smaller blocks.

« Support removing requirement for boundary relocation titles to be held in common ownership, which is an improvement on the
Operative District Plan.

Point Number 276.14
S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 22.4.1.5 RDI (a) (iii) Rural Hamlet Subdivision to reduce the 8000m2 minimum area requirement.
Decision Reasons:

« Support in principle.

« Should be provision for smaller blocks.

+ Wil retain rural balance blocks in larger holdings.

Point Number 276.15
S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 22.4.1.6 RD1 (vi) and (vii) Conservation lot subdivision, to enable smaller lots.
Decision Reasons:

« Support in principal.

« The minimum lot size is too large at 8000m2.

« Provision to cater for smaller lots should be available and will result in larger balance rural land blocks.

Point Number 276.16
S y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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« Support the number of car parking spaces for the dwelling.
« This is an improvement on the Operative District Plan, requiring one parking space per bedroom.

Submitter Number:

277 Submitter: Anthony Gurr

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

277.1

Retain Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark, as notified.

« Aviation serves the wider community as a whole, and with the option of living as part of an aviation community, it will help go a long way
to bringing more people and move diversity to a community.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

2772

Retain Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

« This is somewhere the submitter would look to retire later in life, somewhere they can be close to two major centers and still own and
operate an aircraft from the comfort of home. The submitter also believes that this will bring an influx of people to and business to Te
Kowhai.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

278 Submitter: Simpson Trevor

Simpsons Farms Ltd

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

278.1

Delete the Outstanding Natural Features on the properties owned by Simpson Farms Ltd.

« Object to the application of the Outstanding Natural Feature without direct consultation and prior knowledge of the submitter

Point Number

ed:

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

2782

Delete the Significant Natural Area overlay on the properties owned by Simpsons Farms Ltd.

« Object to the application of the Significant Natural Areas overlay without direct consultation and prior knowledge of the submitter.

Submitter Number: 279 Submitter: Robbie Bennett
Point Number 279.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.4.1.6 (a) (vi) Conservation lot subdivision to allow for a minimum lot size of 5,000m2.

Decision Reasons:

5,000m2 lot size still retains rural character.

Subdivision of properties that contain indigenous vegetation need good incentive to protect, and 5,000m2 would encourage this.

There are properties west of Ngaruawahia, that often have a LUC of 4- 6e. Class |-3e soils would still be protected.

The Country Living Zone allows for properties to have a minimum lot size of 5,000m2.

By allowing 5,000m2 there is more potential to support the rural communities , (in particular rural schools).

There are Rural Zoned properties on sealed roads within |0km of a township (eg Ngaruawahia). More rates to contribute to the
maintenance of the roads.

The neighbouring council of Waipa allows for 5,000m2 which will mean Waikato District will be consistent with our neighbouring
council.

.

.

.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

280 Submitter: Peter Nation

New Zealand National Fieldays Society Inc

Point Number

280.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Rule 22.2.1 Noise to align with the Waipa District Plan and implement the Environment Court Consent Order with regards to Mystery
Creek Events Centre (see submission for copy of Consent Order).

AND

Amend the zoning to align with Waipa District Council's Operative District Plan to manage the Mystery Creek Events Centre and noise
generation.
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Mystery Creek Event Zone is identified as a specific zone in the operative Waipa District Plan.

Refer to Appendix B in submission for corresponding Map.

Waipa District Plan specifies a noise contour specific to Mystery Creek Events Centre.

Careful restrictions placed on noise and event activity within the operative Waipa District Plan's Mystery Creek Events Zone and
Mystery Creek Noise Contour, including limits on the number of events per year.

Main basis of noise controls is the Mystery Creek Noise Contour.

Contour extends across event platform to the centreline of the Waikato River adjacent to the Eastern boundary of the MCRC events
Zone.

Refer to Appendix B in submission for corresponding map.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

280.2

A d Rule 23.2.1 Noise to align with the Waipa District Council operative District Plan and implement the Environment Court Consent

Decision Reasons:

Order (see submission for copy of Consent Order).
AND

Amend the zoning to align with Waipa District Councils Operative District Plan to manage the Mystery Creek Events Centre and noise
generation.

.

Implement provisions outlined in Environment Court Consent Order issued 28 July 1997 between PM & WR Lang, Waipa District
Council, Waikato District Council and the NZ National Fieldays Society.

.

Refer to Appendix C in the submission for Court Order.

Court Order contemplated noise provisions in the Waikato District Plan.

Provisions contemplated decibel levels between 40dBA and 50dBA and 55dBA during scheduled times.

Rules incorporated in Waipa District Plan.

Rules not incorporated in Waikato District Plan, believe to be an omission.

Society considers WDC's agreement to introduce noise provisions set out in the Memorandum and Consent Order should be
incorporated in provisions within the proposed Waikato District Plan.

Point Number

280.3

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed District Plan to include a noise contour for Mystery Creek Events Centre to align with the noise contour in the Operative
Waipa District Plan.

AND

Add the rules from the Waipa District Plan (see Appendix E attached to the submission).

Waipa District Council have a Mystery Creek Noise Contour.

Noise contour stops at boundary between the Waipa and Waikato Districts.

Noise contour does not stop in logical location.

Refer to Appendix F for an example map of an appropriate noise contour.

Consistency of approach with the Waipa District Plan.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

281 Submitter: Zeala Ltd

Trading as Aztech Buildings

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

281.1

Defer the hearing of submissions until after the adoption of the National Planning Standards, and/or after Stage 2 of the review of Future
Proof/updated Waikato Regional Policy Statement.

.

Deferring the Proposed Plan will allow for more thorough editing of the document

.

Legislative reforms are currently occurring with other documents being updated:

- Draft National Planning Standards (NPS) have been through consultation, with indications of adoption in 2019. The NPS are set to
improve consistency in Plan structure format and content. The Ministry for Environment has signaled a desire for cost savings and
standardization - particularly with regard to definitions.

- The Proposed Plan is required to 'give effect to' to the Objectives and Policies of the Operative Waikato Regional Policy Statement
(WRPS). While the WRPS was Operative 2016, the Objectives and Policies are yet to fully encompass the northern areas of the District
that transferred from the former Franklin District. The WRPS will be reviewed to encompass this additional area and is largely informed
with regard to settlement patterns, by 'Future Proof’, which is also being updated over the 2018/19 period.

That National Standards, potential changes in land use patterns through the adoption of revisions in Future Proof that will then inform
the WRPS raises question marks regarding the timing of the review as subsequent changes to the Proposed Plan brought about by these
other documents will be unnecessarily time consuming and expensive

Point Number

281.2

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 1.4.3.1 (a) Rural Activities as follows:

Productive rural activities are those activities that use rural resources for economic gain or which cannot be carried out easily or appropriately in an urban
L R et L L

setting. Farming activities ineluding-dairy—dry-stoek—horseb yp ieulture—pig-and-poultey, g-and-forestey are all
significant industries in economic terms for the Waikato district.

« Farming Activities includes a prescriptive list of activities. This list is not inclusive of all things that could be deemed farming activities and
differs from the definition of farming within the Proposed Plan.

« Deleting the list does not detract from the Strategic Direction of the document.
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Point Number

2813

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Section 1.10.1.1 (a) Waikato District Development Strategy 2015 to refer to the correct Waikato Regional Policy Statement Policy
as "6.1.1" rather than "6.11".

« It refers to the wrong WRPS Policy.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

281.4

Retain Objective 5.1.1 (a)(i) and (ii) The rural environment.

.

The primacy of this Objective is supported.

.

Productivity of the Rural Sector is of National importance.

.

Primary Objective of Rural Environment recognises this importance.

.

Rules need to be consistent with this Policy.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

281.5
Retain Policy 5.3.2 Productive rural activities.
AND

Amend rules to be consistent with this policy.

« Rural rules need to be consistent with this policy as in further submission points.

« The policy recognises the importance of buildings associated with farming, rural industry and established rural activities and is
supported.

Point Number

281.6

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 5.3.5 (a) Earthworks activities as follows:

(a) Previde-for-Enable earthworks where they support rural activities including:...

« Providing for earthworks “supporting” rural activities is not actually supportive if the rules unduly restrict such activities.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

281.7

Retain Policy 5.3.6(a) Intensive farming activities, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 5.3.6 (a) Intensive farming activities as follows:

Enable-Provide for intensive farming activities previded-they-eperate d ith-industry-best-practi - f that are not reliant on the
productive capacity_ of the soil on the site provided that the operative effectively manages the adverse effects both on-site and on any neighbouring sites.

.

Support the enabling policy with regard to Intensive farming where the proposal is shown to mitigate the potential adverse effects of
operations.

Amend the wording of what constitutes intensive farming so that the definition excludes farming operations that are dependent on the
productive capacity of the soils on site.

Rules need to be consistent with this Policy — see following section on Rural Rules, while the current definition is not reflective of this
Policy - and frankly does not make sense.

See later discussion on definition of Intensive farming.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

281.8

Add a new line to Policy 5.3.7 (a) Reverse sensitivity effects as follows:

(vi)_buildings associated with rural production.

This Policy should recognise that farming/the rural environment may also contain large buildings/structures associated with rural
production such as covered feed pads, wintering barns, glass houses, barns, implement sheds etc.

Further having large rural buildings which may house farming stock, either on a temporary or permanent basis, enables the better
mitigation of one of the potential adverse effects of ruminant stock (effluent disposal) by separated stormwater from animal effluent
whilst the animals are housed.

This type of mitigation is supported at a Regional Council level.

Housing animals also results in increased productivity, reduction in waste product and reduced pugging.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

281.9

Retain Policy 5.3.7(h) Reverse sensitivity effects.
AND

Amend rules to be consistent with this policy.

« Rural rules need to be consistent with this policy as discussed in other submission points.
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« Support the enabling policy with regard to Intensive farming where best practice is followed with regard to mitigating the potential
adverse effects of operations.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

281.10

A d Rule 14.2.3 Discretionary Activities to exclude farm irrigation/drains. (This relates to the changes sought to the definition of

Decision Reasons:

"Infrastructure” to exclude farm irrigation/drains elsewhere in the submission).

« Infrastructure includes drainage - Discretionary or Non Complying Activities status may apply for earthworks associated with farm
drainage. This is in conflict with the Rural Objectives and Policies relating to Earthworks.

Point Number

281.11

A d Table 14.12.5.7 Required parking spaces and loading bays — Industrial activities as follows:

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

I car space per 1002m2 GFA for the first 500m2 of any tenancy and thereafter | space per 500m2.

« The parking standard for industrial buildings does not recognise the differing nature of Industrial buildings or the nature of the
activities within such buildings with failure triggering Restricted Discretionary Assessment.

« A large storage warehouse will not necessarily require 20 times as many car parking spaces as an industrial building 1120t the
scale. Most TA's use a sliding scale to recognise this.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

281.12

Amend Rule 22.1.3 RD| Restricted Discretionary Activities so that Intensive Farming is a Permitted Activity subject to compliance
with standards that reflect the potential adverse effects of differing types of intensive farming.

AND

Add a Restricted Discretionary Activity for Intensive Farming activities that do not comply with the Permitted Activity Standards,
where the potential effects (odour, noise and visual amenity) are able to be assessed to avoid, remedy or mitigate such effects.

AND
Amend the yard setback requirement to 100 metres for Intensive Farming as a Permitted Activity.
AND

Delete the specific building coverage requirement for intensive farming and rely on the building coverage standards within Rule 22.3.6
and other general development standards within the Rural Zone, noting that the effects of "farming" operations that do not comply
with standards relating to activities, effects or building contained in Rules 22.12, 22.2 and 22.3 (unless otherwise specified as
controlled, restricted discretionary or non-complying), default to full Discretionary assessment under Rule 22.1.5.

There is no justification within the Objectives or Policies of the Rural zone for the classification of Intensive Farming as a
Restricted Discretionary Activity.

Further failure of the 'development standards' (land use effects and building effects rules) mean automatic default to Non
Complying.

The proposed rules creates unnecessary restrictions on the ability to establish Intensive Farming operations on smaller land holdings.
Standards that need to be met to achieve the Restricted Discretionary Activity include a setback of 300 meters for any building
or yard from any site boundary (where the activity is deemed to be Intensive Farming).

.

The impact of such restrictions would be that a small intensive farming operation would need to be located on approximately
40 hectares of land to avoid NON-COMPLYING status - this is not consistent with the Objectives and Policies for Intensive
Farming.

.

The proposed Rule creates unnecessary restrictions on the ability to establish Intensive Farming Operations on smaller land
holdings and is counter intuitive to the nature of Intensive Farming Operations which normally take place on such smaller
holdings and are non-reliant on the productive capacity of the land.

There is no justification for the 300 meter yard separation in dealing with the effects of buildings or yards associated with
Intensive Farming, where the policy acknowledges potential effects are odour, noise, and visual amenity, and where such effects
are 'permitted’ for other rural activities. (green houses, silage bins, normal farming practices).

The proposed rule does not recognize the potential positive environmental effect of buildings housing animals (either
temporarily or permanently) in effectively separating stormwater from animal effluent, increased productivity through reduced
farm pugging.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

281.13

Retain the permitted activity status for ancillary rural earthworks in Rule 22.2.3.1 RD1 (a)(i) Earthworks General
AND

Add a new clause (v) to Rule 22.2.3.1 (a) Earthworks General as follows:

(v)_for building works authorised by a building consent,_and the area of earthworks is no more than |50% of the area of those building works and

occurs on land with an average gradient no steeper than [:8.

« While the 'permitted activity' status for ancillary rural earthworks is supported the definition of ancillary rural earthworks
(point 3 of the definition) creates some uncertainty over the extent of works which could be deemed permitted (i.e.
earthworks for structures associated with farm buildings).

The Waikato Section of Operative District Plan included permitted activity status for earthworks necessary for building works
authorized by a building consent provided that the area of earthworks is no more than 150% of the area of those building
works and occurs on land with an average gradient no steeper than |:8.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

281.14

Amend terminology in the Proposed District Plan to provide consistency between maps and text, particularly with respect to overlays.

« There appears to be some inconsistency in terminology used in the Overlays on the Planning Maps versus provisions within the
text — for example in the Rural Zone referencing “Outstanding Natural Character” versus “Maps Natural Character”.
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Point Number

281.15

S y of Decision Req ed: Delete the definition of "Animal Feed Lot" in Chapter |3: Definitions.
Decision Reasons:
« It does not appear to be referenced elsewhere in the plan
« Animal feed lot does not appear in either the list of landuse activities, land use effects, or land use buildings.
« The reference in the definition to the "intensively feeding animals" could give rise to confusion around "Intensive Farming".
Point Number 281.16
S y of Decision Req ed A d the definition of "Fill Material" in Chapter |3: Definitions as follows:
Means material used for filling activities including, but not limited to, materials such as sand, soil, clay or aggregate.
Decision Reasons:
« Clarify that the list is not inclusive - other materials could be fill such as sand.
Point Number 281.17
S y of Decision Req d. A d the definition of "Impervious Surface" in Chapter |3: Definitions as follows:
Means a surface such as a road, rooftop, footpath, paving, decking, swimming pool, patio, driveway, vehicle access and manoeuvring area or highly-
compacted soil that is not vegetated and does not infiltrate runoff. It excludes wooden decks with spacing between boards of 4mm or more, or surfaces such
as gobi paving, where water is allowed to drain through to a permeable surface below the-deck.
Decision Reasons:
« Definition is unduly restrictive and does not cater for 'pervious' materials that may be used for driveways etc.
Point Number 281.18
S y of Decision Req d. A d clause (e) and (f) of the definition of "Infrastructure” in Chapter |3: Definitions to exclude farm irrigation/drains.
Decision Reasons:
« It may be interpreted to include farm irrigation and farm drains
Point Number 281.19
S y of Decision R ed: Delete the whole definition of "Intensive Farming" in Chapter |3: Definitions

Decision Reasons:

AND
Add the following replacement definition for "Intensive Farming" in Chapter 13: Definitions:

Means the commercial raising and keeping of plants or animals contained in buildings or outdoor enclosures, that occurs independent of the soil fertility on
the site, is dependent on a high input of food or fertiliser from beyond the site, and may, (but not necessarily)_involve artificially controlled growing conditions.
It may include the use of. feedlots for farmed animals;_free range farming where feed is introduced from off site, and ble, fruit and herb growing
operations indoors in artificially controlled growing conditions.

« The proposed definition of "Intensive Farming" does not make sense and is not consistent with the Objectives and Policies relating to
Rural Productivity and Rural Effects and should be amended.

« What constitutes Intensive Farming throughout various Local Authorities varies, but the overriding theme relates to the lack of reliance
on the productive capacity of the soils on site. l.e. factory farming where feed is imported and not grown in-site.

Submitter Number:

282 Submitter: Diane Emms

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

282.1

Delete the Significant Natural Area from 126C Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

« The area is mainly weeds, boggy, willows and blackberry. There is hardly anything except pest species growing there.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

282.2

Delete the Walkway/cycleway/bridleway from |26c Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

« The submitter's privacy and security would be greatly compromised by the walkway/cycleway.

« The submitter refuse's to agree to have a walkway/cycleway/bridleway ever appear on the title of their property.

« The cost of this project would be prohibitive - totally unfair to except this to be covered by the rates.

« It would be extremely difficult to construct and maintain and all the gully floor is very boggy with large areas of brambles and pest plants
and the gully sides are very, very steep.

« To create a walkway through this area which is so boggy is very dangerous.

« Children would have free access and it would be so easy for a small child to drown if they stepped off the walkway.

« There is a risk of sinking into the mud and being unable to pull your feet out.

« Falling over in areas of over half a metre of bog would be fatal.
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Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

2823

Delete the Walkway/cycleway/bridleway from Fuschia Lane to Titoki Lane, Tamahere.

.

The submitter's privacy and security would be greatly compromised by the walkway/cycleway.

The submitter refuse's to agree to have a walkway/cycleway/bridleway ever appear on the title of their property.

The cost of this project would be prohibitive - totally unfair to except this to be covered by the rates.

It would be extremely difficult to construct and maintain and all the gully floor is very boggy with large areas of brambles and pest plants
and the gully sides are very, very steep.

To create a walkway through this area which is so boggy is very dangerous.

Children would have free access and it would be so easy for a small child to drown if they stepped off the walkway.

There is a risk of sinking into the mud and being unable to pull your feet out.

Falling over in areas of over half a metre of bog would be fatal.

.

.

Submitter Number:

283 Submitter: Andrew Standley

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

283.1

Add a special character area for Raglan to the Proposed District Plan to preserve the unique diversity of the town's built form and addresses the
following aspects:

« Explicit protection against poor characterless design

+ No multi-storied buildings

« Buildings should not be uniform in layout

« Building frontages that reflect the areas unique built form character
« Greater focus on pedestrian and cycling areas.

« To manage the damaging effect of inappropriate building design eroding Raglans unique character.

« Raglan needs explicit protection against poor characterless development design ensuring multi storey buildings are denied.
« Buildings should be non-uniform in layout and frontage reflecting the areas unique built form character.

« Greater focus on pedestrian and cycling areas will enhance the character of the town and coastal area.

« Raglan is the District's top tourist attraction, let's preserve what makes it appealing.

Submitter Number:

284 Submitter: Chris Aitchison

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

284.1

Add an individual Special Character Area for Raglan.

« Raglan is a special place of special character and must be protected/preserved.

« Concerned that Raglan is changing for the worse.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed District Plan to protect Raglan township from future development not under the District Plan.

« Raglan is a special place of special character and must be protected/preserved.
« Concerned that Raglan is changing for the worse.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

2843

A d the Proposed District Plan so that any activity that does not fall under the Plan is publically notified.

Decision Reasons:

« Raglan is a special place of special character and must be protected/preserved.
+ Concerned that Raglan is changing for the worse.

Point Number

284.4

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d the Proposed District Plan to avoid multi-storey buildings in Raglan.

« Raglan is a special place of special character and must be protected/preserved.
« Concerned that Raglan is changing for the worse.

Submitter Number:

285 Submitter: Anatoly Chernyshev

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

285.1

Retain Section 9.2 - Te Kowhai Airpark as notified.

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

285.2

Retain Chapter 27 - Te Kowhai Airpark Zone, as notified.

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

286 Submitter: Lorraine Dixon

Waikato-Tainui

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

286.1

Add provisions to the Proposed District Plan to enable land in Te Wherowhero title at Hopuhopu to be planned for, developed and used in
accordance with the mandate outlined below (or words to similar effect):

(b)_Other land is held in Te Wherowhero title, created under the Waikato Raupatu Claims Settlement Act 1995. Te Wherowhero title land is held by

approval.
AND
Add a new point to Section 2.13.1 - Policy Tangata Whenuatanga (utilisation by landowners), as follows:

(d)_That the Te Wt hero title at Hopuhopu can be sustainably used and developed.

AND
Add a new policy to Section 5.3 - Rural Character and Amenity after Policy 5.3.17, as follows:

the title, including the Waikato-Tainui College for Research and Development and associated
associated fa s,.and papakaainga housing development according to customs and practices.
AND

Add a new section to Chapter 22 - Rural Zone after Section 22.8, as follows:

(ii)_Rule 22.2 Land Use - Effects;
(iii)_Rule 22.3 Land Use - Building;_and
(iv)_Rule 22.4 - Subdivision.

22.9.2 Permitted Activities - Hopuhopu

P3: Papakaainga Housing Development and Papakaainga building - A concept plan is provided.

P4: Place of- bly - A concept plan is provided.

P5: Hauora - A concept management plan is provided.

Pé: Recreational facility - A concept plan is provided.

P7: Cultural events - Nil.
P8: Sports - Nil.

P9: Informal recreation - Nil,

P10: Water bulk storage infrastructure and associated easements - Nil.

22.9.3 Discretionary, Activities - Hopuhopu

(a)__The activities listed below are discretionary_activities.

AND

Amend the planning maps by Hopuhopu Specific Area.

AND

Amend Chapter |3 - Definitions, by adding a definition for the "Hopuhopu Specific Area" as follows:

Hopuhopu Specific Area means the area shown on the planning maps.

« To enable the land at Hopuhopu to be planned for, developed and used in accordance within the mandate of the Te Wherowhero title.
This submission addresses a gap in the Proposed Plan. Hopuhopu will not get the benefit of the proposed new rules that confer
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additional permitted activities on Maaori freehold land, because Hopuhopu is in special Te Wherowhero title created under the Waikato
Raupatu Claims Settlement Act 1995.

« The removal of the Pa Zone results in Hopuhopu losing some permitted activities under the operative plan.

« The majority of Hopuhopu is in the Rural Zone, and the best approach for the district plan is to identify the rural part of Hopuhopu as a
specific area in the Rural Zone, with appropriate rules. This fits the existing plan structure, which provides for some rural sites to be
managed as specific areas, including agricultural research centres and Huntly power station facilities.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

286.2

Retain areas of Hopuhopu in the Residential Zone being managed under the ordinary rules of that zone.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

286.3

Retain areas of Hopuhopu in the Business Zone being managed under the ordinary rules of that zone.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

286.4

No specific decision sought but submission generally supports the direction that Waikato District Council has taken in the development of the
plan. Waikato-Tainui also see parts of the plan that can be improved, with a particular focus on the areas that effect Waikato-Tainui people.

« Waikato-Tainui recognises the challenges of the growth pressures, and the large area covered by the district, the proximity to the fast-
growing Hamilton City and limitations on funding available.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

286.5

Waikato-Tainui support every opportunity for the planning process to become more streamline and less time consuming.

The proposed plan should provide a document framework that is simple to understand and can be used by all.

Effort should be made to reduce the amount of time required by Waikato-Tainui staff and the community in general to understand the plan the
implications for development.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

286.6

No specific decision sought but the submission supports and promotes a co-operative and collaborative approach to natural resource and
environmental restoration, r ibilities and care within the Waikato-Tainui rohe.

Mana whakahaere embodies the authority that Waikato-Tainui have established in respect of the environment and view the holistic
integrated management of the environment of utmost importance.

Waikato-Tainui are responsible for protecting and nurturing the mauri of all living things in accordance with tikanga.

Waikato-Tainui welcomes the District plan that is intended to align and integrate the resource management system to enhance iwi and
hapuu participation and that it provides robust and durable planning and environmental outcomes.

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

286.7

No specific decision sought but the submission opposes any legislative and policy development that may undermine participation in resource
management processes that have been achieved to date. In respect of the Waikato River, Te Ture Whaimana/the vision and Strategy for the
Waikato River is of paramount importance and must continue to prevail over other planning instruments and to ensure the Vision and Strategy is
given effect to , Waikato-Tainui participation in planning processes relating to the Vision and Strategy must not be diluted.

.

Waikato-Tainui are Tangata whenua of the Waikato and Auckland regions including West Coast Harbours (Manukau, Whaingaroa, Aotea
and Kawhia) the coastal areas of these regions.

Waikato-Tainui are recognised as kaitiaki of their environment and view the holistic integrated management of the environment of
utmost importance.

Te Ture Whaimana is intended to be the primary direction-setting document for the Waikato River and activities within its catchment
affecting the River.

Te Ture Whaimana has certain status and prevails over any inconsistencies in other policies, plans, or processes affecting the Waikato
River. Relevant policies, plans and processes cannot be amended so that they are inconsistent with Te Ture Whaimana and must be
reviewed and amended, if required to address any inconsistencies.

Resource management, use and activities with the Waikato River catchment in the Waikato-Tainui rohe are to be consistent with Te
Ture Whaimana.

Crown Iwi Accords reflect a commitment between the Crown and Waikato-Tainui to enter an era of co-management over the Waikato
River with the overarching purpose of restoring and protecting the health and wellbeing of the Waikato River fur future generations.
The Waikato River Settlement provide for the t of Joint M Agreements (JMAs) between local authorities and
Waikato-Tainui and this provides the opportunity to sit at the table with local authorities and participate in the local government
activities so far as they relate to the river.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req ed:

286.8

No specific decision sought but the submission seeks to ensure that all plans and policies aligns with the outcomes of important tribal documents:

Tai Tumu, Tai Pari, Tai Ao Waikato-Tainui Environmental Plan, and Whakatupuranga Waikato-Tainui 2050 Strategic Plan.

The Waikato-Tainui Environmental Plan is designed to enhance Waikato-Tainui participation in resource and environmental management.
Waikato-Tainui acknowledges there may be more than one agency involved in the successful achievement of the Plans objectives due to
different mandate, legislation, drivers and motivation across external agencies. Waikato-Tainui encourages and advocates for external
agencies to do what they can to achieve the Plans objectives.

Waikato-Tainui support and promotes a coordinated, co-operative and collaborative approach to environmental management across the
‘Waikato-Tainui rohe.

‘Whakatupuranga Waikato-Tainui 2050 is the strategic plan blue print for the cultural, social and economic advancement of Waikato-
Tainui.

.
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Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

286.9

No specific decision sought but the submission supports the introduction of a specific chapter addressing Tangata whenua concerns, issues and
opportunities.

« The Tangata whenua Chapter discusses statutory responsibilities that are required of the Treaty of Waitangi, The Waikato River
Settlement Act 2010 and the Resource Management Act amongst others. It is important to Waikato-Tainui that this recognition of
responsibilities and commitments that the crown has made are acknowledged throughout the plan and how it is implemented.

Point Number

286.10

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed District Plan to ensure that the Objectives, Policies, principles and intent of the Tangata Whenua Chapter is provided for
across the plan and how it is implemented.

« Itis important the Tangata whenua issues are addressed throughout the proposed plan to ensure a holistic approach is taken to resource

management, consistent with the principles of whakapapa, wt tangata wt and kaitiaki.

« These principles are a way to interact and behave with the environment. By including these principles in the Proposed District Plan,
Waikato District Council is committing to observe and work consistently with these principles.

« Itis important to Waikato-Tainui that this recognition of responsibilities and commitments that the crown has made are acknowledged

throughout the plan and how it is implemented.

Point Number 286.11
S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to allow for greater use of Maatauranga Maaori.
Decision Reasons:
+ Waikato-Tainui expects that Waikato District Council look to Maatauranga Maaori to remedy adverse effects of development.
« Maatauranga Maaori is increasingly being used as conditions of resource consents and in the identification of restoration projects as an
alternative to engineering solutions.
+ The Proposed Plan should signal and provide for greater opportunities to utilise Maatauranga Maaori for the benefit of the environment.
Point Number 286.12
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to ensure that the Waikato-Tainui Environmental Plan, Tai Tumu, Tai Pari, Tai Ao has been included, following

Decision Reasons:

engagement with Waikato-Tainui.

Waikato-Tainui considers greater regard be given to the Waikato-Tainui Environmental Plan, Tai Tumu, Tai Pari, Tai Ao than has occurred
in the notified version.

This statutory document provides significant information to provide council staff and the community in general an understanding of the
expectations upon resource users in the rohe.

In particular, but not limited to, Waikato-Tainui consider that greater weight and consideration should have been given to Chapter 7 of
the Waikato-Tainui Environmental Plan, Tai Tumu, Tai Pari, Tai Ao which discusses Environmental Enhancement. At its core this chapter
requires resource users not to simply mitigate adverse effects on the environment, but to act in a manner that enhances an environment
for the betterment of the natural resource.

There may be future opportunities for Waikato-Tainui and Council to develop initiatives and programmes of work where marae and
Maaori owned land is better utilised.

.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

286.13

No specific decision sought but submission supports the identification of areas of high and outstanding natural character and outstanding natural
features and landscapes, and the engagement of experts in this field and with mana whenua.

« No reason provided.

Point Number

286.14

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d the Proposed District Plan to include the Waikato River in its entirety as both an Outstanding Natural Feature and an Outstanding
Natural Landscape

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan maps to include the Waikato River in its entirety as both an Outstanding Natural Feature and an Outstanding
Natural Landscape.

Waikato-Tainui do not support the assessment of the non-inclusion of the Waikato River as an Outstanding Natural Feature and/or
Landscape.

Waikato-Tainui do not believe that parts of the Waikato River can be cut into sections and not viewed holistically.

The assessment of the Waikato River as an Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape is both a historic and contemporary issue. A
variety of legislative and policy directions have been developed that support the identification of the Waikato River as an Outstanding
Natural Feature and Landscape.

The Waikato-Tainui Raupatu Claims (Waikato River) Settlement Act 2010 talks of the significance and holistic nature of the Waikato
River is viewed. The submission quotes Part 2, Settlement redress through legislation (8).

This acknowledgement by the Crown, that the Waikato River should be considered in its entirety and not divided, as it has been
assessed in the Proposed District Plan, provides what the river settlement legislation was seeking.

The Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River was required to be included without amendment in the Waikato Regional Policy
Statement. The Regional Policy Statement review assessed the Waikato River as an Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape. This
was removed in the decision’s version on the basis that the Waikato River had been modified too significantly, in particular the part of
the river flowing through Hamilton City to be deemed an Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape and that the necessary assessments
and understanding of the cultural significance has not been undertaken to support the rivers inclusion.

Fast forward to the current situation where Waikato District Council are assessing the river at a more detailed district level, that does
not include Hamilton City. In addition Waikato District Council have a greater understanding of the cultural significance of the Waikato
River to Waikato-Tainui through the engagement process.

The Proposed Plan and maps provide for the Waikato River as an Outstanding Natural Feature, only from the river Delta to inside the
river mouth. Waikato-Tainui are of the opinion the Waikato River is an Outstanding Natural Feature in its entirety and the reasons for it
not attaining regional significance was based on interpretation and lack of work on behalf of those researching the cultural significance of
the river.

The Waikato River is recognised by statute and is the subject of a previously unique authority that funds the restoration and protection
annually. Alone this legislative weight potentially justifies its status as an Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape at a district level.

.

.

.
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Of more importance is the cultural connection that Waikato-Tainui have with the Waikato River. Whilst the landscape assessment
attached to the Proposed Plan does not support the entire river being included, it does as a starting point provide justification as to how
the 1t was made (su refers to the Proposed Plan Appendix 3).

The cultural and heritage values do not neatly fit into the specific feature or landscape assessment criteria, however engagement with iwi
and understanding the districts identity should have seen the Waikato River included as an Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape or
both. The lines that are blurred on the margins of the river by wetlands, tributaries, islands and river use in general only add to the
rivers significance. Because the river does not sit neatly as an Outstanding Natural Feature or Outstanding Natural Landscape, that it
should be considered both, and afforded the highest protection rather than defaulting to a partial categorisation that undermines its
significance.

The assessment criteria used appears to isolate features or places, rather than taking a more holistic approach. If this had been the case
Waikato-Tainui assume that the Waikato River would have been deemed Outstanding; both as a landscape and a feature.

Point Number

286.15

A

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan after undertaking a natural character assessment for the Waikato River to determine if there are any areas of
high or outstanding natural character.

« Waikato-Tainui have concerns that no natural character assessment has been undertaken for the Waikato River.

Point Number

286.16

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the property description and title number SA57C/456 relating to 333 Old Taupiri Road and 467 Hakarimata Road to correct an error
where both are referenced under same property description and title number.

« Seeks to clarify and remedy an administrative error.

Point Number

286.17

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d the zoning at 333 Old Taupiri Road to a specific Hopuhopu Zone.

« To remove confusion and provide clarity around future uses, Waikato-Tainui consider that providing for a Hopuhopu Zone is
appropriate. The variety of activities that currently occurs at Hopuhopu and, the future aspirations for the site demand greater clarity.

«  Waikato-Tainui considers that sufficient time will be available pre-hearing, that a Hopuhopu Zone can be drafted and presented to
commissioners. This should be developed as a partnership between Waikato District Council and Waikato-Tainui.

Point Number

286.18

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d the description of 333 Old Taupiri Road to remove the incorrect reference to a Paa site.

« The 467 Hakarimata Road site was a pre-1900 paa site, and the Old Taupiri Road site (Hopuhopu) was not.
« This places overly restrictive controls on this site and no historical Paa site zoning should apply or whatever the new definition or zoning
is applied to this site.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

286.19

No specific decision sought but the submission supports the introduction of Concept Management Plans.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide greater clarity as to what information must be provided when developing a Concept Management
Plan.

AND
Provide further information as to how Concept Management Plans will be implemented as part of a Resource Management Act process.

AND

loned.

1t Plan is not d p

Provide greater clarity as to the application of the plan if, a Concept M

AND

Provide greater clarity as to who resources the d 1t Plans and what council information and assistance will be

provided to marae and/or trusts.

of Concept M:

The ability of marae or trusts to develop Maaori Freehold Land has historically proven challenging and any initiative that remedies this is
generally supported.

Aside from the RMA issues around Concept Management Plans, Waikato-Tainui understands the key benefits being the development of
papakaainga housing and the ability to futureproof in some situations future land use. This is supported provided additional resource
consents are not required to satisfy district plan requirements.

Waikato-Tainui seek additional information as to the implementation of the plans. Whilst the introduction of Concept Management Plans
and the potential for reduce regulation is positive, Waikato-Tainui want to ensure that the development of these plans is not overly
onerous. Waikato-Tainui do not want to see individual marae or Maaori freehold land owners required to provide a Concept
Management Plan and then still require further resource consents application to satisfy district plan requirements.

The development and process of Concept Management Plan requires greater explanation in the proposed plan. Whilst Waikato-Tainui
support ease of development on marae and Maaori freehold land, the potential still remains for a lengthy consenting process.
Clarification is also sought in the proposed plan as to the application of the plan zoning when a Concept Management Plan is not
developed. It is presumed that this means the underlying zone applies and this could create issues for those located in Residential and
Rural Zones. It is understood that marae and papakaainga housing will default to Discretionary Activity status without an approved
Concept Management Plan. This would appear to be a restrictive activity status for what could be small scale development.

.

.

Point Number

286.20

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d the Proposed District Plan to ensure consistency of wording in the Rural and Residential Zones in relation to the approval process for a
Concept Management Plan.

+ Waikato-Tainui seek additional information as to the implementation of the plans. Whilst the introduction of Concept Management Plans
and the potential for reduce regulation is positive, Waikato-Tainui want to ensure that the development of these plans is no overly
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onerous. Waikato-Tainui do not want to see individual marae or Maaori freehold land owners required to provide a Concept
Management Plan and then still require further resource consents application to satisfy district plan requirements.

The development and process of Concept Management Plan requires greater explanation in the proposed plan. Whilst Waikato-Tainui
support ease of development on marae and Maaori freehold land, the potential still remains for a lengthy consenting process.
Clarification is also sought in the proposed plan as to the application of the plan zoning when a Concept Management Plan is not
developed. It is presumed that this means the underlying zone applies and this could create issues for those located in Residential and
Rural Zones. It is understood that marae and papakaainga housing will default to Discretionary Activity status without an approved
Concept Management Plan. This would appear to be a restrictive activity status for what could be small scale development.

Aside from the RMA issues around Concept Management Plans, Waikato-Tainui understands the key benefits being the development of
papakaainga housing and the ability to futureproof in some situations future land use. This is supported provided additional resource
consents are not required to satisfy district plan requirements.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

286.21

A

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to provide for a new district-wide Maaori land Chapter, which provides a specific objective and policy
framework, a wider range of activities relevant to Maaori land, such as Urupaa and koohanga (could be specifically identified rather than just
covered under the definition of Marae Complex), and Concept Management Plans which provide for permitted activities. This chapter would
apply district wide and ensure the benefits are not limited to certain zones.

+ Waikato-Tainui consider a more effective and efficient method of providing for the use and development of Maaori land in accordance
with matauranga and tikanga is by way of a district-wide Maaori land chapter.

In addition to the practical benefits, this would ensure that the Tangata Whenua Chapter as notified is brought through the entire plan,
not simply a heading at the beginning of the proposed plan. This approach has been successful implemented in the Auckland Unitary
Plan.

Point Number

286.22

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the definition of “Marae Complex” in Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means a group of buildings that constitutes a marae and can be made up of a wharenui (meeting house), wharekai (eating house), an aatea (courtyard area
in front of the whi i), urupaa ( , tuaahu ( ial-states sacred place for ritual practices), waharoa (archway entrance at the entrance to the
aatea), and other buildings, (church, hauora (health clinic), koohanga (pre-school), conference centre and facilities, waananga (education facility), recreation
facilities, places of cultural significance, a papakaaingalpapakaainga building and utility services.

« Waikato-Tainui seek the definitions that apply to Maaori land are clarified. Some definitions remain undefined and very broad.

Point Number

286.23

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition of “Maaori Freehold Land” in Chapter |3 Definitions to be consistent with section 129(2)(b) of the Te Ture Whenua
Maaori Act 1993.

+ Waikato-Tainui seek the definitions that apply to Maaori land are clarified. Some definitions remain undefined and very broad.

Point Number

286.24

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition of “Maaori Customary Land” in Chapter |3 Definitions to be consistent with section 129(2)(a) of the Te Ture Whenua
Maaori Act 1993.

« Waikato-Tainui seek the definitions that apply to Maaori land are clarified. Some definitions remain undefined and very broad.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

286.25

Place the district plan review process on hold so that the outcomes of the blueprinting exercise can be accommodated in the District Plan,
including the development of structure plans.

+ Waikato-Tainui are pleased that structure plans were referenced in various parts of the Proposed District Plan, however there appears
to be an absence of structure plans when attempting to locate them in the plan.

Waikato-Tainui understands a ‘Blueprinting’ exercise is currently underway and will provide the basis for any future structure plans.
Whilst this initiative is supported, it is considered that the timing of this process in unfortunate and would have been more effective if
the process had been undertaken pre notification of the Proposed District Plan. The concern is, the Blueprinting exercise and potential
structure plans will require a plan change process to implement as part of the district plan. Locations such as Huntly, Mercer and Pokeno
are in need of high-level planning assessment and it is disappointing that resource and time are required to get these guiding plans part of
the district plan.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

286.26

No specific decision sought but submission requests the blueprint and structure plan processes recognise tikanga and Maatauranga Maaori.

« Waikato-Tainui are of the opinion that any structure plans or Blueprinting exercises should recognise Waikato-Tainui tikanga and
Maatauranga Maaori, to reflect the districts rich Maaori heritage.

Point Number

286.27

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d the Proposed District Plan to provide setbacks from the waterways that are consistent with Proposed Plan Change | to the Waikato
Regional Council and gives effect to the Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River and the Waikato-Tainui Environmental Plan.

« Waikato-Tainui have concerns that the earthworks setbacks do not adequately protect waterways and fail to be consistent with the
notified Proposed Plan Change | to the Waikato Regional Plan. This plan change process triggered by the need to give effect to the
Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River requires a minimum setback of 5m from a waterway (for cropping only) to be considered a
permitted activity. The Proposed Waikato District Plan allows for a 1.5 setback in the Residential Zone and appears to have no setbacks
at all for earthworks in the Rural Zone.

« The lack of a setback is inappropriate and has failed to have regard to the Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River and the Waikato-
Tainui Environmental Plan. As a minimum it would be anticipated that the Proposed District Plan change would be consistent with
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Proposed Plan Change | to the Waikato Regional Plan.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

286.28

Retain earthworks on Maaori Sites of Significance and Maaori Areas of Significance as a restricted discretionary activity.

+ Waikato-Tainui support this as early warning when such activities are being undertaken is desirable.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

286.29

Retain the activity status and clearance thresholds for indigenous vegetation clearance for marae, dwellings and papakaainga on Maaori Freehold
Land or Maaori Customary Land.

« Waikato-Tainui support the ability to clear indigenous vegetation for the purpose of establishing these activities on Maaori Freehold
Land or Maaori Customary Land.

Point Number

286.30

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed District Plan to provide for earthworks in Significant Natural Areas that are for the i 1t of marae, papak
dwellings and associated access, parking and manoeuvring as a permitted activity.

Earthworks within a Significant Natural Area associated with marae, papakaainga and dwellings are not afforded the same permitted
status as vegetation clearance and would be a restricted discretionary activity. There seems little point in providing for a permitted
indigenous clearance for these activities but then requiring resource consent for earthworks.

As currently proposed, consent for a restricted discretionary activity would potentially need to be obtained to establish building
platforms and access.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

286.31

Retain the permitted activity provisions for indigenous vegetation clearance associated with the gathering of plants in accordance with Maaori
customs and values.

« This is supported.

Point Number

286.32

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 4.7.3 (a) (xvi) Residential subdivision to refer to low impact stormwater design.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to clarify situations where low impact design is not appropriate.

+ Amendments to Policy 4.7.3 would improve consistency with Policy 6.4.7 Stormwater which does mention low impact design being
adopted where appropriate.

« The language used references low impact design ‘where appropriate’ understanding of where it would not be appropriate is sought. An
example of this is in 4.1 1 Water, wastewater and stormwater.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

286.33

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed District to utilise Low Impact Design in all new developments.

« Clarification is sought as to why Council would not be seeking best practice low impact design for the management of stormwater to
reduce the demand and load on existing infrastructure.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

286.34

A d the Proposed District Plan to re-instate deferred zoning to a point in time when Waikato District Council have clarity around their

Decision Reasons:

wastewater infrastructure and are not reliant on outdated technology that is currently causing negative environmental outcomes.

The Proposed District Plan ‘live zones’ or assigns Residential Zoning to areas of land that were previously Rural Zone/Future
Urban/Deferred Zones. For most of this land there is uncertainty around infrastructure timing and funding, and structure planning is yet
to be undertaken. Given the wastewater issues that the Council currently have and are facing in the future it seems almost impossible
that Council infrastructure will be able to cope with the live zoning of the district.

Waikato-Tainui are concerned that live zoning will create an expectation that the Waikato River will be absorbing greater volumes of
wastewater and stormwater discharge. This expectation is contrary to and does not give effect to the Vision and Strategy for the
Waikato River.

Waikato-Tainui strongly oppose this proposition and believe deferred zoning is required in most if not all locations that cannot be
catered for through existing infrastructure.

Point Number

286.35

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Chapter 14 Infrastructure to provide clear provisions to manage the effects of infrastructure and energy activities on Maaori Areas of
Significance and Maaori Sites of Significance. This may include amending the activity status, rules and defining terms such as “identified areas.”

« Chapter 14 states that the zone chapters are their associated overlays , objectives, policies and rules do not apply to infrastructure and
energy activities unless specifically referred to within the Infrastructure and Energy Chapter. In other words, Chapter 14 is largely
designed to be self-contained and standalone.
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.

Clarity is sought to what activity status and provisions would apply to infrastructure and energy activities proposed on Maaori Areas of
Significance or Maaori Sites of Significance. Throughout the Chapter the terminology “identified areas” is used. This term is not defined
in Chapter |3 Definitions and therefore it is unclear if this is intended to capture Maaori Areas of Significance or Maaori Sites of
Significance.

Without clear provisions regarding infrastructure and energy activities Maaori Areas of Significance or Maaori Sites of Significance there

is a risk that these areas and sites may be adversely affected by activities with very few checks and balances in place. It is important to
note that not all Areas of Significance to Waikato-Tainui are listed or public knowledge, this is well understood by all parties. For this

reason, concerns exist that if infrastructure development was occurring, site disturbance could occur at sites of significance without the

knowledge of Waikato-Tainui or the infrastructure provider.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

286.36

Withdraw or place on hold the Proposed Waikato District Plan review process to allow for the Hazards Chapter to be developed, integrated
and considered as part of a thorough district plan review process.

.

.

Waikato-Tainui are concerned that the Natural Hazards Chapter has been omitted from the notified Proposed District Plan. It is
challenging to consider a Proposed District Plan without a natural hazards chapter in the plan.

Given the vast array of natural hazards in the district, Waikato-Tainui are of the opinion that it is not realistic to progress the plan
without this chapter being considered in tandem with the other chapters of the plan.

This is a major flaw in the process and to ensure consistency and integration across the plan.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

286.37

Add clear provisions for genetically modified organisms that include:

.

.

precautionary policies to regulate the outdoor use of genetically modified organisms;
prohibit the release of genetically modified organisms on land; and
make field trials a discretionary activity with performance standards in regard to liability and the posting of bonds.

Waikato-Tainui are concerned about the potential risks posed by releasing genetically modified organisms (GMOs) into the environment.

It considers the science is unproven and the risk of biological and ecosystem harm is too great not to include precautionary provisions
for GMOs under local plans.

Equally important is the risk to social, economic, and cultural wellbeing, even if the Council considers that GMOs pose no biological or
ec risks. GMO ination could have si; adverse effects on the economic markets, way of life, for both organic and
non-GMO food producers and the mauri and tikanga of Tangata whenua.

The Waikato-Tainui Environmental Plan takes a precautionary approach to GMOs and specifies that application for new organisms and
GMOs must demonstrate that there are no risks to humans, indig ecosystems, indi species, or primary production.

The draft Maniapoto Environment Plan also takes a precautionary approach to GMOs and specifies that any applications for the
introduction of new or GMOs into the environment must ensure that there is no risk to indigenous flora and fauna, ecosystems, or to
the health and wellbeing of Maniapoto Iwi.

A number of councils around New Zealand have been moving to protect their primary producers and communities by introducing
precautionary or prohibitive policies. Auckland Council, Far North District Council, Whangarei District Council and Hastings District
Council have all included provisions in their planning documents to regulate the outdoor use of genetically modified organisms. All four
councils have prohibited the release of GMOs on land and made field trials a discretionary activity with performance standards in
regards to liability and the posting of bonds.

Point Number

286.38

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

that changes intended to promote resid ic devel are

d the Proposed District Plan to give further consideration to ensuring district plans are progressed in an integrated and holistic way, and
ial d and do not undermine the existing environmental principles of

the freshwater management regime.

No reason provided.

Submitter Number: 287 Submitter: Tony Rissetto
Point Number 287.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of 77 and 85 Barnaby Road, Tuakau from Village Zone to Residential Zone, allowing lots of 450m2.
Decision Reasons:
+ Would reflect the existing neighbouring properties.
« Barnaby Road is supported by infrastructure including high voltage power and phone lines.
+ Collaborating with neighbours in regards to the installation of sewerage pumping station.
« Rezoning will assist in meeting the needs of rapid growth within Tuakau.
« 77 and 85 Barnaby Road is suitable for residential activity, retirement village and multi-uni developments.
« Thessite is located in close proximity to all amenities within Tuakau.
« The site would offer Tuakau community a good mix of quality housing with minimum footprint and high standard of housing.
« Barnaby Road is one kilometre from the towncentre and the site is accessible via footpath.
« 77 and 85 Barnaby Road offers the closeness of the town centre and facilities with a touch of rural views.
+ Good quality multi-unit development could assist with affordable housing.
Submitter Number: 288 Submitter: Brendan Wood

On behalf of:

The Trustees of the Valmont & Oakfield Trusts as Registered Proprietors of the Property at 165 Wairamarama-Onewhero Rd

Point Number

288.1

A

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req ed:

d the significant features identified for Scheduled Historic Heritage Building Number 35 (‘Clunes'’/'Cameron's Castle' 1915-16) to

recognise only the architectural significance of the Californian bungalow style and protect the tower and front concrete facade of the dwelling.

There are a number of errors in the heritage assessment sheets for the building at 165 Wairamarama-Onewhero Road including:

The turret can not be easily be seen;
Forbes did not live in the house until her death;
Many of the original features have been removed;
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« There is little cultural significance of the house;

« Duncan Cameron did not reside in the house for a long period of time;

« The property has no scientific values as there are little original features remaining;

+ The gardens were planted recently and do not have aesthetic or historic value;

« The front verandah was altered with removal of the balustrade;

+ The balastrade on the ground floor in front of the porch and at the bottom of the turret were removed.

Submitter Number:

289 Submitter: Sarah and Dean Hewitt and McGill

Point Number

289.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of 27 Barnaby Road, Tuakau from Village Zone to Residential Zone.

« Property lends itself more to residential, which is in keeping with neighbouring properties and the first half of Barnaby Road.

« Landowners of 27 Barnaby Road are collaborating with neighbours to install a sewerage pumping station.

+ Rezoning to residential zone will meet the needs of rapid growth in Tuakau.

« Infrastructure including town supply water, sewerage, high voltage power and phone lines are in place in Barnaby Road.

« Property is suitable to accommodate multi-unit developments, residential activities and a retirement village.

« ldeal location for residential activities in close proximity to Tuakau amenities and located |.2km from the town.

« Easy vehicle access and will eventually be within walking distance of a future railway station.

+ Wil consist of development with minimal foot print and high quality of build with no transportable homes.

« Wil be in accordance with the government desire for affordable housing.

« Landowners of 27 Barnaby Road, Tuakau are prepared to contribute wetlands/streams for reserves or provide walkway and cycle links in
conjunction with residential development.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

289.2

Retain the 450m2 minimum net site are for Residential Zone sites (Rule 16.4.1 RD| (a)(i) Subdivision- General).

« No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

290 Submitter: Zikang (James) Lin

Point Number

290.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of part of the site at 297 Dominion Road, Tuakau (Lot | DP 509070 and Lot 2 DP 202306) from Rural Zone to Village Zone
in accordance with Sheet 2 of the plans attached to the submission in Appendix A.

« The additional Village Zoned land will help contribute to satisfying the current demand and strategic projected growth of Tuakau.

« The existing Village Zone under the Proposed Waikato District Plan is restricting and does not encompass the full potential of the site.
There are multiple other areas, including the small plateau located to the north-west and the Rural zoned land within the gully, which
would be suitable for the Village Zone.

« Access restrictions to service the current Village zoned area have been identified onsite, due to the land dropping steeply away from
Dominion Road. By encompassing the whole site within the Village Zone a more appropriate entrance can be provided which will allow
for more efficient access to the gully area.

« A potential future road connection has also been provided on the Concept Plan (Sheet 3 — to Appendix A of the submission), attached
within Appendix A. This potential connection may provide more connectivity and accesibility within the Village Zone and allow better
access to those properties zoned village which are restricted by access.

« The current Rural zoned areas of the submission site are not suited to a range of rural activities due to the scale and nature of the site
and can be better utilised as Village zoned land.

« The existing dwelling on the submission site is segregated from the farming block and gives the appearance of a separate property
currently.

« The majority of the lots shown on the Concept Plan (Sheet 3 — to Appendix A of the submission) are located in or around the gully.
This will help to visually contain the developments and means they will not be intrusive within the surrounding area or landscape.

« The ridgeline and plateau located to the north-west of the gully area within the site is overshadowed by the hilly terrain east of the site,
towards Ridge Road. Development of this land should not appear visually prominent or invasive in the wider context of the general area.

« Connectivity and links can be provided between other properties located in the Village Zone, including an adjoining property which is
undertaking a similar submission to this one. Refer to Sheet 2 attached within Appendix A of the submission.

« Refer to the submission for an assessment against the proposed district plan Village Zone objectives and policies as well as full details of
the site and rationale.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

292 Submitter: David Yzendoorn

David and Barbara Yzendoorn

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

292.1

Delete the Urban Expansion Area overlay from the submitter's property at 83 Greenhill Road, Puketaha.

« Urban Expansion Area rules unnecessarily restrict development of the subject site, a small residential lot.
« s no scope for any development on the property to compromise future urban development, of which policy 5.5.1 indicates as the
underlying reason.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

2922

Add Residential Activities as a permitted activity in Chapter 22 Rural Zone.

« There is no mention of residential activities in Rule 22.1.2, so these are Non-complying activities under Rule 22.1.5. This is unreasonable
and onerous as residential activities are expected throughout the Rural Zone.
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Point Number

2923

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of the properties between Gordonton Road, Greenhill Road and the Waikato Expressway (including 83 Greenhill Road,
Puketaha) from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.

« The land (including 83 Greenhill Rd) is immediately adjacent to Hamilton City and is suitable for Residential development. Although
reticulated water and wastewater services are not yet available, the rezoning should still proceed because the area is largely in
residential use. The rezoning to Residential Zone will be appropriate as it will recognize the predominant residential character of the
block

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of the property at 1002 Gordonton Road, Gordonton from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.

« 1002 Gordonton Rd is a 2500m?2 lot adjoining Residential Zone properties to the north.

« It is already developed as a residential property and reads as part of Gordonton Village. It has no productive value in the Rural Zone and
should be changed to Residential Zone, to promote best residential use of the land, and to protect the amenity values of the neighbours
to the north.

Point Number

2925

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.3.1 Pl(a) Number of dwellings within a lot to permit more than one dwelling on lots less than 40ha.

« The rule unreasonably restricts development of small lots.
« The submitter has approximately 5500m2 lot across the road from the Hamilton City boundary at 83 Greenhill Rd, and wishes to build
a new home with a decent floor space, and also retain the small 85ish m2 existing house which is in above average condition.

Point Number

292.6

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of the property at 1012 Gordonton Road, Gordonton from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.

« Thessite is irregular shaped and adjoins Hukanui Park and Residentially zoned properties.

« The property is partly zones Living Zone in the Operative District Plan

« It is unfair to downzone the Living Zone portion of the property by zoning the whole property as Rural Zone in the Proposed District
Plan.

« The entire site should be an extension to the Gordonton Village, in accordance with Objective 4.1.2 Urban Growth

« Land has minimal productive value as farmland.

« Rural activities on the site will have adverse effects on the amenity of surrounding residential properties and will be subject to reverse
sensitivity effects in the future.

« The land is suitable for residential use and development.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

296 Submitter: Richard Falconer

Terra Consultants (CNI) Ltd

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

296.1

Retain the Village zoning of 714 Te Kowhai Road, Te Kowhai as notified.

« Rezoning to Village (from Country Living in the Operative District Plan) is consistent for growth ambitions for Te Kowhai and consistent
with the views of the Te Kowhai community as reflected in the Te Kowhai Structure Plan (March 2017).

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

296.2

Retain the subdivision and activity provisions and development controls of Chapter 24 - Village Zone as notified.

« Supports in particular the 3,000m2 minimum lot size as it is a reasonable sized rural-residential holding with it being large enough to
retain the character of Te Kowhai while avoiding maintenance issues for future owners that has occurred in the Operative District Plan
Country Living Zone.

Point Number 296.3
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the land between Horotiu Road and Te Kowhai Road from Rural Zone to Village Zone, as shown on Figure 2 of the
submission.
Decision Reasons:
« Submitter has experienced a high demand for residential sections of their development, in particular for smaller sections (3,000m2).
« Additional land is necessary for rezoning to Village Zone due to complexities of developing other land and that the land should be
rezoned now, as it is inevitable that the supply of suitable residential development land will be exhausted well before the next plan
review cycle.
Point Number 296.4
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain the provisions of Chapter 17 - Business Zone as notified.

Decision Reasons:
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+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

296.5

Retain the Business Zoning of the properties at 561 and 571 Horotiu Road, Te Kowhai as notified.

+ The Te Kowhai Structure Plan (2017) indicated a future town centre to support residential growth. The proposed rezoning to Business
Zone will provide effective and efficient delivery of the Te Kowhai Structure Plan (2017).

« Submitter has resource consent for a cafe at 571 Horotiu Road and intends to develop 561 Horotiu Road with a retail development
(superette or similar).

« The two sites are suitable for the town centre given that they have frontage to an arterial road which is the primary access to Te Kowhai
from the north and east. This ensures that the greatest visibility and accessibility is afforded to the two properties.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed

Decision Reasons:

296.6

Retain Rule 24.4.1 - RD| (a) Subdivision - General, that has a minimum lot size of 3000m2.

« Supports the 3,000m2 minimum lot size as itis a r sized rural-r ial holding with it being large enough to retain the
character of Te Kowhai while avoiding maintenance issues for future owners that has occurred in the Operative District Plan Country
Living Zone.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

297 Submitter: Dave Glossop

Counties Manukau Police

Point Number

297.1

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d Section 1.9.3 Section 5 RMA to include a reference to conforming to the four principles of CPTED and the seven qualities of safer
places contained within the National Guidelines for Crime Prevention through Environmental Design in New Zealand.

OR

Amend the most appropriate section in Chapter | Introduction to include a reference to conforming to the four principles of CPTED and the
seven qualities of safe places contained within the National Guidelines for Crime Prevention through Environmental Design in New Zealand.

« To prevent victimisations caused by crime and road related offending, injury or death

+ To make people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

297.2

Retain Section 1.12.5 Community well-being specifically the wording “a high level of... personal safety and the potential for crime is recognised
in the design of (these) public places”.

AND

Amend Section 1.12.5 Community well-being to include conforming to the four principles of CPTED and the seven qualities of safer places
contained within the National Guidelines for Crime Prevention through Environmental Design in New Zealand.

« To prevent victimisations caused by crime and road related offending, injury or death

+ To make people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

2973

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Section 1.12.5 Community well-being to include conforming to the four principles of CPTED and the seven qualities of safer places
contained within the National Guidelines for Crime Prevention through Environmental Design in New Zealand.

« To prevent victimisations caused by crime and road related offending, injury or death
« To make people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

2974

Retain Section 1.12.8 (b)(ii) Strategic Objectives.

« To prevent victimisations caused by crime and road related offending, injury or death
« To make people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

297.5
A d Objective 4.1.1(a) Strategic as follows:
Liveable, safe, thriving and connected ¢ ities that are inable, efficient, and coordir d.

« Decision making is dependent upon the strategic direction

« The inclusion of the word safe within the strategic objective would ensure than in all decision making about the urban environment
there would be an obligation to consider keeping communities safe.

« To prevent victimisations caused by crime and road related offending, injury or death
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+ To make people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

297.6

Retain Policy 4.1.8 Integration and Connectivity

AND

Add to Policy 4.1.8(iv) Integration and connectivity a new line that reads:

D. National Guidelines for Crime Prevention through Environmental Design in New Zealand.
AND

Add a new appendix to Chapter 29 Appendices - the National Guidelines for Crime Prevention through Environmental Design in New Zealand.

.

To ensure that CPTED is an obligatory consideration and influence in the manner in which development occurs.

.

In any subdivision design CPTED should be an obligatory consideration to ensure people are safe and feel safe and to prevent
victimisations.

It is inadequate for the CPTED guidelines to appear only as a reference document within an appendix. CPTED guidelines must be an
obligatory consideration for any development, at present they are not and the current location and wording does not highlight their
significance and importance to safety.

At present, the National CPTED Guidelines referred to in Appendix 3.1 page 7 that is listed at 4.1.8(iv) A. The context is very light and
the National CPTED Guidelines are only included as a reference document to provide further useful information in relation to
subdivision design.

This will ensure that Waikato District Council actively demonstrates the commitment that is signed up to as part of the New Zealand
Urban Design Protocol voluntary agreement.

Point Number

297.7

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 4.1.10(a) Tuakau as follows:

(i) Subdivision, land use and development in Tuakau’s new residential and business areas occurs in a manner that promotes the development of a variety of
housing densities, diversity of building styles and a safe, high quality living environment;

(iii) Future neighbourhood centres, roads, parks, pedestrian, cycle and bridle networks are developed in accordance with the Tuakau Structure Plan and
conform to the national guidelines for CPTED.

« To ensure that safety is included within the policy for the development of Tuakau and therefore obligate all development to consider
safety and conform safety and conform to the national guidelines for CPTED.

« To prevent victimisations and to make people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.8

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 4.1.11(a) Pokeno as follows:

(i)Subdivision, land use and development of new growth areas promotes a safe, high quality environment and does not compromise the potential further
growth and development of the town;

(ii)Walking and cycling networks are integrated with the existing urban area and conform to the national guidelines for CPTED

« To ensure that safety is included within the policy for the development of Pokeno and therefore obligate all development to consider
safety and conform safety and conform to the national guidelines for CPTED.

« To prevent victimisations and to make people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

297.9

Retain Objective 4.2.3 Residential built form and amenity as notified.

« The ensure that there is an obligation to consider safety, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.10

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Policy 4.2.4(a)(iii) Front setback as follows:

Providing for passive surveillance to roads, avoiding windowless walls to the street and conforming to national guidelines for CPTED principles.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider national guidelines for CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

297.11

A d Policy 4.2.10(c) Daylight and outlook as follows:

Decision Reasons:

Maintain and enhance attractive open space character of residential areas by ensuring that development is compatible in scale to surrounding activities and
structures and has generous on-site landscaping, screening and street planting, c ing to the national guidelines for CPTED.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider national guidelines for CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.
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Point Number 297.12

y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 4.2.12(a) Outdoor Living Court Multi-unit development as follows;
Enable multi-unit development to provide usable, safe_and accessible outdoor living courts in alternative ways...
Decision Reasons:

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider national guidelines for CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number 297.13
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 4.2.13(a) Outdoor living court — Retirement villages as follows:
Require outdoor living courts or communal outdoor living courts to be usable, end-accessible and safe (c ing to the national guidelines for CPTED.)

Decision Reasons:

To ensure that there is an obligation to consider national guidelines for CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number 297.14

y of Decision R ed: Add to Policy 4.2.15 Earthworks a new line as follows:

Manage the earthworks site to ensure that resources at the site are safe and to minimise the risk of victimisation

Decision Reasons:

Development sites are crime attractors

Vehicles, tools and diesel have previously been targeted by criminals

The inclusion of this wording ensures that there in an obligation through council policy to consider safety at development sites

This should result in a reduction victimisations, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number 297.15

y of Decision Req ed Add to Policy 4.3.15 Earthworks a new line as follows:

Manage the earthworks site to ensure that resources at the site are safe and to minimise the risk of victimisation

Decision Reasons:

.

Development sites are crime attractors

Vehicles, tools and diesel have previously been targeted by criminals

The inclusion of this wording ensures that there in an obligation through council policy to consider safety at development sites
This should result in a reduction in victimisations, making people safe and feel safe.

.

Point Number 297.16

y of Decision Req ed Add to Policy 4.5.41 Earthworks a new line as follows:

Manage the earthworks site to ensure that resources at the site are safe and to mi

Decision Reasons:

.

Development sites are crime attractors

.

Vehicles, tools and diesel have previously been targeted by criminals

.

The inclusion of this wording ensures that there in an obligation through council policy to consider safety at development sites

.

This should result in reduced victimisations, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number 297.17

y of Decision R d. Add to Policy 5.3.5 Earthworks activities a new line as follows:

Manage the earthworks site to ensure that resources at the site are safe and to minimise the risk of victimisation

Decision Reasons:

Development sites are crime attractors

Vehicles, tools and diesel have previously been targeted by criminals

The inclusion of this wording ensures that there in an obligation through council policy to consider safety at development sites

This should result in reduced victimisations, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number 297.18

y of Decision Req d. Add to 5.6.7 (Rural Environment — Country Living Zone — Policies - Earthworks) a new line as follows;

Manage the earthworks site to ensure that resources at the site are safe and to minimise the risk of victimisation

Decision Reasons:

Development sites are crime attractors

Vehicles, tools and diesel have previously been targeted by criminals

The inclusion of this wording ensures that there in an obligation through council policy to consider safety at development sites

This should result in reduced victimisations, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number 297.19

y of Decision Req ed: Add to Policy 4.2.18(b) Multi-unit development a new line as follows:
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Decision Reasons:

Conform to the national guidelines for CPTED.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider national guidelines for CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

297.20

Add to Policy 4.2.19(a) Retirement villages a new line as follows:

Conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider national guidelines for CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

297.21

Add to Policy 4.3.12(a)(iii) Non-residential activities a new line as follows:

Conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED,

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider national guidelines for CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.22

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Objective 4.4.1(a) Adverse effects of land use and development as follows:

The health, end well-being and safety, of people, communities and the environment are protected from the adverse effects of land use and development.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider safety, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

297.23

Retain Policy 4.4.3 Artificial outdoor lighting, except for the amendments sought below.
AND

Add to Policy 4.4.3 Artificial outdoor lighting a new line as follows:

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider security and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

297.24

Retain Policy 4.5.38 Artificial outdoor lighting, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Add to Policy 4.5.38(a) Artificial outdoor lighting a new line as follows:

(iv)_artificial outdoor lighting conforms to national guidelines for CPTED

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider security and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

297.25

Retain Policy 5.6.15 Artificial outdoor lighting, except for the amendments sought below.
AND

Add to Policy 5.6.15 Artificial outdoor lighting a new line as follows:

(d)_Conform to the national guidelines for CPTED.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider security and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

297.26

Retain Policy 4.4.7 Managing the adverse effects of signs as notified.

« The intention of this policy is in line with the Police Prevention First Model (taking every opportunity to prevent harm) and the Safer
Journeys Strategy (reducing and preventing road related trauma) and the target to reduce road deaths every year by 5 percent.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

297.27

Retain Policy 4.5.37 Managing the adverse effects of signs as notified.

« The intention of this policy is in line with the Police Prevention First Model (taking every opportunity to prevent harm) and the Safer
Journeys Strategy (reducing and preventing road related trauma) and the target to reduce road deaths every year by 5 percent.
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Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

297.28

Retain Policy 5.6.14 Managing the adverse effects of signs as notified.

« The intention of this policy is in line with the Police Prevention First Model (taking every opportunity to prevent harm) and the Safer
Journeys Strategy (reducing and preventing road related trauma) and the target to reduce road deaths every year by 5 percent.

Point Number

297.29

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Objective 4.5.12(c) Business Town Centre - Character as follows:

Development of town centres is designed in a functional and attractive manner serving the needs of the c

and conforms to the national

for CPTED.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

297.30

Retain Policy 4.5.13(a)(i) Town centre built form as notified.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider safety, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.31

S y of Decision R ed: Retain Policy 4.5.18(a)(i) Pokeno Town Centre as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and other service vehicles
« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.
Point Number 297.32
S y of Decision R ed: Add to Policy 4.7.10(a) Recreation and access a new point as follows:
(a)(iv)_conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED
Decision Reasons:
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.
Point Number 297.33
S y of Decision R d. Add to Policy 5.3.8(a) Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision a new point as follows:
(g)_subdivision, use, and devel is designed to conform to the national guidelines for CPTED
Decision Reasons:
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe
Point Number 297.34
S y of Decision R ed: Add to Policy 5.3.9 Non-rural activities a new point as follows:

Decision Reasons:

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

297.35

Add to Policy 5.6.2 Country Living character a new point as follows:

(f)_conforms to the national guidelines for CPTED

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

297.36

Add to Policy 5.6.3(a) (Subdivision within the Country Living Zone a new point as follows:

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.
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Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

297.37

Add to Policy 5.6.8 Non-residential activities a new point as follows:

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

297.38

Add to Policy 6.1.2(a) Development, operation and maintenance, a new point as follows:

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.39

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d Policy 6.1.9(a) Environmental effects, community health, safety and amenity, as follows:

Require the d b b 3 e, repair, replacement, upgrading and removal of infrastructure and its associated structures to avoid, remedy
or mitigate adverse effects on the environment, community health, safety by_conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED and amenity.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.40

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 6.4.4 Road and rail network as follows:

(a) Discourage , use and b that would comp

(i) The road function, as specified in the road hierarchy, or the safety and efficiency of the roading network;

(ii) The access by emergency services and their vehicles; and

(iii), the safety and efficiency of the railway network.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and consequently any other service vehicles

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

297.41

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 6.4.5(a)(i) Roading infrastructure to read:

The design, location, alignment and dimensions of new roads provide safe vehicle (including all y_services vehicles), pedestrian and cycling access
and maneuvering to every site

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and consequently any other service vehicles especially
when other vehicles are parked on the road side

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

297.42

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 6.5.1(a)(i) Land transport network as follows:

All transport modes,_including_emergency, services vehicles, are accessible, safe and efficient; and

+ To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and consequently any other service vehicles especially
when other vehicles are parked on the roadside

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

297.43

Add to Policy 6.5.2 Construction and operation of the land transport network a new point as follows:

(ix)_conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.44

A

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 6.5.3(a) Road hierarchy and function as follows:

Provide a hierarchy of roads for different functions and modes of land transport while recognising the nature of the surrounding land use within the district
ensuring_access by all emergency services vehicles

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and consequently any other service vehicles especially
when other vehicles are parked on the road side

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.
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Point Number

297.45

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Add to Policy 6.5.5 Road safety clause (b) as follows:

and their vehicles

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider safety and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and other service vehicles

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

297.46

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed A d Policy 6.5.7(a) Vehicle access as follows:

Control the location of new vehicle accesses to sites adjacent to other accesses and rail level crossings to improve the safety and efficiency of the land
transport network ensuring that all roads are accessible to emergency, services vehicles.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and other service vehicles

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

297.47

< y of Decision R

Add to Policy 8.1.2(c) Provision, use and development of public open space and reserves a new point, as follows:

Decision Reasons:

(iii)_being safe and conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.48

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d Policy 8.1.3 (b)(ii) Esplanade reserves and walk as follows:

(ii) incorporating safety and security for neighbours and walkway users by_conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED;

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.49

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed A d Rule 14.12.1.6 P6(l) Permitted Activities — New public roads as follows:

New public roads,_and private access, including where. ...

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access, this is critical for the access of emergency services and other service vehicles.

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

297.50

d. Retain Table 14.12.5.14 Access and road conditions (Residential, Village, Business, Business Town Centre and Industrial Zones) which requires

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

the minimum road/right of way access to be no less than 4m.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access, this is critical for the access of emergency services and other service vehicles.
« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council
« The minimum width required for a Fire and Emergency Service general appliance is 4 meters

« The minimum requirement for an aerial appliance is 6 metres.

Point Number

297.51

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Add a new matter of discretion to Rule 14.12.2 RD| Restricted Discretionary Activities as follows:

(f)_the foreseeable needs for access by emergency services and their vehicles

To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access, this is critical for the access of emergency services and other service vehicles

This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council

The minimum width required for a Fire and Emergency Service general appliance is 4 meters

The minimum requirement for an aerial appliance is 6 metres.

Point Number

297.52

y of Decision R

ed A d Appendix 3.1 Residential Subdivision Guidelines to prominently include the national guidelines for CPTED to provide further useful
information, and not just listed as a reference.
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Decision Reasons:

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number 297.53
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Appendix 3.3 Town Centre Guidelines to prominently include the national guidelines for CPTED to provide further useful information,
and not just listed as a reference.
Decision Reasons:
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.
Point Number 297.54
y of Decision Req ed: A d Appendix 3.4 Multi-unit Development to prominently include the national guidelines for CPTED to provide further useful information,
and not just listed as a reference.
Decision Reasons:
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.
Point Number 297.55
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Section 4.2 in Appendix 3.1 Residential Subdivision Guidelines — Connectivity and Movement Networks — Outcomes Sought as notified.
Decision Reasons:
« To consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.
Point Number 297.56
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Section 4.3 Page 10, second row of the table in Appendix 3.1 Residential Subdivision Guidelines to provide clarification about pedestrian

Decision Reasons:

and cyclist linkages within the guideline around avoiding cul-de-sacs.

+ To consider CPTED, reducing victimization, making people safe and feel safe.

« The use of access ways must consider CPTED considerations such as multiple exit points and avoiding entrapment spots.

Point Number

297.57

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d 4.3 Page 12 in Appendix 3.1 Residential Subdivision Guidelines relating to rear lots to have stronger wording about conforming to
CPTED guidelines.

« To consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

« Rear lots have become a crime attractor at other locations within the Police District, lack of good visibility, sightlines and casual
surveillance are key as are elements such as concealment and lack of adequate lighting within the design.

« Police would like to advise developers of how to avoid replicating the design failings of other sites with rear parking lots.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

297.58

Retain Policy 6.4.5(a)(iii) Roading Infrastructure as notified.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and consequently any other service vehicles especially
when other vehicles are parked on the road side.
« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

297.59

Add a new matter of discretion to Rule 14.12.2 RD2 Restricted discretionary activities as follows:

To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access, this is critical for the access of emergency services and other service vehicles.
This of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

The minimum width required for a Fire and Emergency Service general appliance is 4 metres.

The minimum requirement for an aerial appliance is 6 metres.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

297.60

Add to Policy 4.5.18(a) Pokeno Town Centre a new point as follows:

(a)(v)_ensuring adequate accessil for emergency services and other service vehicles. (Including adequate turning circles and road widths when roads are in
use and taking into consideration parked vehicles at the road side)

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and other service vehicles
« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1) Summary of Submissions by Submitter Page 159




Point Number

297.61

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Add to Policy 4.5.18(a) Pokeno Town Centre a new point as follows:

(a)(vi)_by_conforming to the National Guidelines for Crime Prevention through Environmental Design in New Zealand.

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and other service vehicles

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

297.62

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

Retain Policy 4.7.2 Subdivision location and design except for the amendments sought below.
AND

Add to Policy 4.7.2(a) subdivision location and design a new point as follows:

(a)(v). promote safe communities through quality urban design, including conforming to the national guidelines for CPTED.
AND
Add to Policy 4.7.2 Subdivision location and design a new point between (vi) and (vii) as follows:

Ensure adequate accessibility for emergency services and other services vehicles (including the provision of an adequate turning circle and road widths when
roads are in use and taking into consideration parked vehicles at the road side.)

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider safety and CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.
« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and other service vehicles. This is of specific concern and
has been problematic in some new development under the authority of Auckland Council.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

297.63
ed: A d Policy 4.7.3(a)(viii) Residential subdivision as follows:
Conforming to national guidelines for CPTED. Ensuring-pedestri + i ith-the-Crime—P ion-throush-Ervi {-Design{CPTED)

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider CPTED, reducing victimisation, making people safe and feel safe.

Point Number

297.64

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Add to Policy 4.7.6(a) Co-ordination between servicing and development and subdivision a new point as follows:

when roads are in use and taking_into consideration parked vehicles at the road side)

« To ensure that there is an obligation to consider access by emergency services and any other service vehicles

« This is of specific concern and has been problematic in some new developments under the authority of Auckland Council

Submitter Number:

299 Submitter: 2SEN Limited and Tuakau Estates Limited

Point Number

299.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

Retain Section 4.1 Strategic Direction as notified except where specific modification is sought elsewhere in the submission.

« It provides a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.

Point Number

299.2

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

ed: Retain Section 4.2 Residential Zone as notified except where specific modification is sought elsewhere in the submission.

« It provides a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.

Point Number

299.3

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed Retain Section 4.4 Noise, lighting, outdoor storage, signs and odour as notified except where specific modification is sought elsewhere in the
submission.

« It provides a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.

Point Number

299.4

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

Retain Section 4.7 Urban Subdivision and development as notified except where specific modification is sought elsewhere in the submission.

« It provides a suitable framework to facilitate a residential environment.
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Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

299.5

Retain Policy 4.1.3 (b) Location of development as notified.

« The Future Proof Strategy recognizes Tuakau as a R2 growth area.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

299.6

Retain Policy 4.4.2 Noise as notified.

+ The policy seeks to ensure lawfully established activities are protected and that setbacks are provided. This is agreed and will need to be
supported with robust planning (for lawful establishment) and technical (acoustic) reporting where any setback is proposed.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

299.7

Retain Policy 4.4.5 Objectionable odour as notified.

« The policy seeks to ensure lawfully established activities are protected and that setbacks are provided. This is agreed and will need to be
supported with robust planning (for lawful establishment) and technical (acoustic) reporting where any setback is proposed.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

299.8

Retain Objective 4.6.6 Manage adverse effects as notified.

« Industrial activities are required to manage effects in accordance with Regional and District Plan provisions and any relevant resource
consents.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

299.9

Retain Policy 4.7.1| Reverse sensitivity, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Policy 4.7.11 Reverse Sensitivity as follows:

(a9)D

wider

P and
environment; and

design minimises lawfully_established and operating reverse sensitivity effects on adjacent sites, adjacent activities, or the

(b)Avoid potential reverse sensitivity effects of locating new dwellings in the vicinity of lawfully established and operating e# intensive farming, extraction
industry or industrial activity.

AND

Any consequential changes necessary to give effect to the relief sought.

« Activities which generate effects on adjoining sites should not be protected if there is no consented right to operate.

« To ensure that ‘protection’ of sites generating adverse effects is extended only where those effects are lawfully established (je. consistent
with Rule 4.4.2 Noise and Rule 4.4.5 Objectionable Odour).

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

299.10

Retain Section 16.3 Building as notified except where modifications are sought elsewhere in the submission.

« It provide for suitable controls expected within a residential environment.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

299.1

Retain Section 16.4 Subdivision as notified, except where modifications are sought elsewhere in the submission.

« It provide for suitable controls expected within a residential environment.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

299.12

Retain Rule 21.2.3.1 P3 Noise — General as notified.

« It ensures that effects of Industrial zones on adjoining sites are appropriately managed.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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« It ensures that effects of Industrial zones on adjoining sites are appropriately managed.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

299.14

A d the zoning of the entire property at 48 Dominion Road, Tuakau to Residential Zone.

Decision Reasons:

AND

Any consequential changes necessary to give effect to the relief sought.

« There is no detailed reasoning as to why the proposed boundary location has been selected. The 532 analysis relies on the Tuakau
Structure Plan to establish the rural residential boundary.

+ The proposed boundary does not reflect the technical analysis presented to support the proposed District Plan.

« The proposed boundary us arbitrary, following no geographical or cadastral features.

« The proposed boundary would appear to limit opportunities to connect to the existing roading network (adjoining the site to the west).

« The proposed remaining Rural Zoned area would effectively be 'sterilised' by the proposed boundary location.

« Rezoning is supported by the following analyses:

«  Flooding hazards

+  Transportation

+  Archaeology

«  Visual assessment

«  Geotechnical

«  Ground contamination

Point Number

299.15

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of the entire property at 52 Dominion Road, Tuakau to Residential Zone.
AND

Any consequential changes necessary to give effect to the relief sought.

There is no detailed reasoning as to why the proposed boundary location has been selected. The s32 analysis relies on the Tuakau
Structure Plan to establish the rural residential boundary.

The proposed boundary does not reflect the technical analysis presented to support the proposed District Plan.

The proposed boundary us arbitrary, following no geographical or cadastral features.

The proposed boundary would appear to limit opportunities to connect to the existing roading network (adjoining the site to the west).
The proposed remaining Rural Zoned area would effectively be 'sterilised' by the proposed boundary location.

Rezoning is supported by the following analyses:

«  Flooding hazards

+  Transportation

+  Archaeology

«  Visual assessment

«  Geotechnical

«  Ground contamination

.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

299.16
Delete Rule 14.12.1.6(d)(iii) Transportation — Permitted Activities.
AND

Any consequential changes necessary to give effect to the relief sought.

« Whilst swales are not generally opposed as a method of stormwater management, they will not be suitable in all circumstances. The rule
is not specific enough to be a permitted activity standard eg: terms are not defined or quantifiable (poor drainage; infiltration system).

« This matter is more appropriately dealt with by an engineering code of practice requirement

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

299.17

Retain Section 16.1 Activities, except where modifications are sought elsewhere in the submission.

« It provide for suitable controls expected within a residential environment.

Point Number

299.18

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rules 16.2.4.1 P, P2, and P3 Earthworks- General to clarify how these rules work together.
AND

Any consequential changes necessary to give effect to the relief sought.

« Itis uncertain if the provisions of P| need to be met when relying on P2 and P3. In particular, it is uncertain whether earthworks that
does not involve importation of fill but is for a building platform, would fall within P1 or P2.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

299.19

Retain Rule 21.2.3.1 P2 Noise — General as notified.

« It ensures that effects of Industrial zones on adjoining sites are appropriately managed.

Point Number

y of Decision Req
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Decision Reasons:

« It provide for suitable controls expected within a residential environment.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

300 Submitter: Rolande Paekau

The Te Whaanga 2B3B2 & 2B| Ahu Whenua Trust

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

300.1

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 2.2 Background to apply the Resource Management definitions, as follows:

AND

Amend Section 2.2 Background to recognise that Waikato-Tainui do not have authority or Tangata Whenua status in Raglan. Tangata Whenua in
Whaingaroa are only those that can whakapapa to Whaingaroa.

Waikato-Tainui do not have authority or tangata whenua status in Raglan. Tainui iwi and hapu of the West Coast harbours have not
ceded their sovereignty to Waikato-Tainui and do not hold the mandate to speak on behalf of the rohe for Te Whaanga 2B3B2 and 2B|
Ahu Whenua Trust on matters that concern future developments, growth, progress and the relationship with Waikato District Council.
Council must not confuse the identity and status of tangata whenua and other hapu and/or iwi with its obligations under the RMA to all
tangata whenua groups within Waikato District. The only tangata in Whaingaroa are those that can Whakapapa to Whaingaroa:

- Ko Karioi te Maunga

- Ko Whaingaroa te Moana

- Ko Tainui te Waka

- Ko Tainui te Iwi

- Ko Ngati Koata, Ngati Hounuku, Ngati Te Ikanahi, Ngati Kahu, Te Paetoka, Ngati Pukoro, Ngati Tira, Ngati Rua Aruhe, Ngati Heke,
Ngati Tahau, Ngati Te Kore nga hapu.

Point Number

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

300.2

Retain Section 2.5 Understanding Maaori Land Ownership, which addresses the change of Maori Freehold Title to Maori land blocks across
Waikato District.

+ The change of title status will enable more Maori land blocks and trusts to develop and utilise their respective lands.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

300.3

Retain Section 2.8 Concept Management Plan contained in Chapter 2 Tangata Whenua which supports the submission of the Whaingaroa Kite
Whenua, Tihei Mauriora land to develop Te Kopua lands for a future cultural theme park.

« The plan for the cultural theme park aligns with the hapu, iwi aspirations and vision of Tuaiwa Rickard for Te Kopua lands.
« Supports any updated version of the plan to be submitted.

Point Number

300.4

A d the Proposed District Plan to retain the Operative District Plan provisions for Te Kopua lands located on Riria Kereopa Memorial Drive

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

at Raglan, which include permitted activities for:

« facilities for surface water activities

* recreation

+ Kohanga reo

« education facilities

+ public toilets

« campsite and associated carwash, grocery or boating store and marae
« restaurant

« conference facilities

« travellers' accommodation

« The activities specifically requested above are currently listed as permitted activities on Te Kopua lands in the Operative Pa Zone.
« The provisions need to contain these same permissions to reflect the aspirations of tangata whenua and the owners and beneficiaries of
Te Kopua lands.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

300.5

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Section 3.4 Multi-unit development in Appendix 3.1 Residential Subdivision Guideli In
particular the submission considers the natural character and essence of Raglan CBD will be significantly changed should 2-storey apartments or
dwellings be erected along Wainui Road-Fire station area

« The natural character and essence of Raglan's CBD would significantly change if 2-storey apartments or 2-storey dwellings are developed
along Wainui Road and in the area of the fire station. This exploits the landscape values for tourism and economic gain with no benefits
being provided to local tangata whenua.

Submitter Number: 301 Submitter: Lizbeth Hughes
Point Number 3011
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at |7 Calvert Road, Raglan from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.
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Decision Reasons:

« There has never been any rural activities carried out on this property as it has always been used for residential purposes.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3012

Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 17 Calvert Road, Raglan.

« All vegetation on this property was planted by previous owners and the landowner wishes to manage this as a personal property right.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

3013

Delete the Significant Amenity Landscape from the property at 17 Calvert Road, Raglan.

« Unlike other properties that can be viewed in the Coastal Marine area, the property at 17 Calvert Road, and any activities on it, are less
visible.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

302 Submitter: Jeremy Talbot

EnviroWaste New Zealand Limited Organisation: Barker & Associates Limited

Point Number

302.1

A

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d the definition for "National Grid Yard" in Chapter |3 Definitions to reduce the yard setbacks to align with the decisions on appeals and
consent orders on the Auckland Unitary Plan and the current Auckland Unitary Plan rules.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

.

The Overlay and its provisions should reflect the minimums allowed under the Auckland Unitary Plan, whereby the “Yard” is measured
at 12m in any direction from the outer edge of a National Grid support structure and 12m either side of the centerline of any overhead
National Grid line (rather than up to 37m either side of transmission lines for 220kv lines under the Proposed Plan).

There is no reason for the Waikato District Plan to have a wider restriction buffer than Auckland (when the effect on the National Grid
would be the same regardless of Region and cognizant that the Auckland rules apply immediately adjoining the submitter’s site).

As Auckland has the most recent case law on the National Grid network through the Auckland Unitary Plan appeals process, it is not
unreasonable to consider that its provisions are suitable to meet the National Policy Statement for Electricity Transmission.

Point Number

3022

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

d Rules 14.4.1 - 14.4.4 National Grid to reduce the yard setbacks to align with decisions on appeals and consent orders on the Auckland
Unitary Plan. The current Auckland Unitary Plan rules, and the activities within the yard allow for car parking or hard stand surfaces (and
associated drainage) with limited storage height, on Industrial Zoned land, rather than the current proposed provisions which sterilize large tracts
of Industrial Zone land for any activities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

The Overlay and its provisions should reflect the minimums allowed under the Auckland Unitary Plan, whereby the “Yard” is measured
at 12m in any direction from the outer edge of a National Grid support structure and 12m either side of the centerline of any overhead
National Grid line (rather than up to 37m either side of transmission lines for 220kv lines under the Proposed Plan).

.

There is no reason for the Waikato District Plan to have a wider restriction buffer than Auckland (when the effect on the National Grid
would be the same regardless of Region and cognizant that the Auckland rules apply immediately adjoining the submitter’s site).

.

As Auckland has the most recent case law on the National Grid network through the Auckland Unitary Plan appeals process, it is
reasonable to consider that its provisions are suitable to meet the National Policy Statement for Electricity Transmission.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

302.3

Delete Rule 14.12.1 P4(e) Permitted Activities.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The applicant is concerned at the traffic generation threshold allowable for the Light Industrial Zone, being “Maximum 250 vehicle
movements per day and no more than 15% of these vehicle movements are heavy vehicle movements”.

« Heavy vehicle movements characterize industrial zones and to limit these to only 5% of the trip generations are unnecessarily
restrictive on industrial operations.

« The objectives and policies contained in Chapter 6.5 do not support this restriction on transportation.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

302.4

Add to Rule 20.1.1 Industrial Zone — Permitted Activities the following activities as permitted (as a minimum):

+ Hire Centres
+ Wholesale
« Trade Supply outlet
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Decision Reasons:

Transport Depot

Garden Centres

Retailing of agricultural and industrial motor vehicles and machinery
Processing, storage, distribution and sale (wholesale or retail) of aggregates.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« Under the Proposed Plan, there is no activity distinction between those activities provided for in the Heavy Industrial Zone and the
Industrial Zone where the listed permitted activities are the same. This is inconsistent with Policy 4.6.2 which seeks to provide for
“different functions” within the zones, but also a “range of activities”.

The range of permitted activities is too constrained and does not take into account more land intensive activities of a lower amenity
value, which should be located an Industrial Zone rather than the Business Zone (where they are otherwise provided for as
“commerecial activities”).

The area of Business Zoned land nearby near Pokeno, where such activities could locate, is very limited (only around the Town Centre)
and in close proximity to more services areas (i.e. residential).

These activities could reasonably locate in an Industrial Zone (and be compatible with surrounding activities). Currently they are not
considered in P1-P6, under rule 20.1.1 and unless specifically provided for would therefore default to a Non-Complying Activity (under
NCI).

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

302.5

Delete from Rule 20.1.1 Permitted Activities any restriction on gross floor area

AND

Amend Rule 20.1.1 Permitted activities to allow for any office that is ancillary to a permitted activity.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« There is no reason to restrict offices associated with permitted activities where these support the efficient and effective operation of a
permitted activity.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

302.6

Add a permitted activity for the construction of a building for any permitted activity (which complies with the development controls) to Rule
20.1.1 Permitted Activities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The activity status of buildings is unclear; this is to clarify the activity status.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

302.7

Delete Rule 20.2.1 Servicing and hours of operation.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« This control is without precedent and represents a restrictive and inappropriate regime.

Point Number

302.8

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 20.2.2 CI Landscape planting for landscape planting to change from a controlled activity to a permitted activity.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« This control is without precedent and represents a restrictive and inappropriate regime.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

302.9
Delete Rule 20.2.2 CI (b) Landscape planting.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« This control creates a mandatory requirement for planting of streams irrespective of what the proposal is (for example a car parking
shortfall) and without any consideration of the costs associated with the rule).

Point Number
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Decision Reasons:

« The control is appropriate in managing effects between zones.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.11
Add an exclusion to Rule 20.2.4 Glare and Artificial Light Spill so that it does not apply between sites in the Industrial Zones.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« These rules should only apply to sites adjoining a residential, reserve or countryside living zone (similar to the landscape screening and
lower noise limits) and should not be applicable between Industrial sites.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.12

Retain Rule 20.2.5.1 Earthworks — General as notified.

« The control is appropriate in managing effects.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

302.13

Add clarification to Rule 20.2.7.1 P2 (a) Signs — General that it applies to freestanding signs only.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« There is no valid reason to restrict signage of buildings.

Point Number

302.14

A d Rule 20.2.7.1 P2 Signs — General to increase rules to 10m2 per site as a minimum.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The signage rules are unnecessarily restrictive in terms of freestanding sign size being limited to one sign per site at 3m2.

« This does not take into account the use of a site for more than one activity and combined with the allowance for all other signs to be
Im2 would create more visual clutter than allowing a larger free standing in the first instance.

Point Number

302.15

A d Rule 20.2.7.2 Signs — Effects on traffic to specify that it does not apply to site identification signs.

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« Itis unclear what is meant by “any sign directed at road users” - arguably any sign for identification of a business could be deemed to be
directed at road user — however effects associated with identification signed are already managed by Rule 20.2.7.1.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.16

Delete Rule 20.2.8(iv) Outdoor storage of goods or materials.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The submitter opposes any restriction on the percentage of the site allowable for storage use and this should be deleted, as storage
activities are permitted. Any visual effects associated with outdoor storage are already mitigated by the maximum height, setback and
screening requirements contained in this rule.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

302.17

Retain the |5m maximum height in Rule 20.3.1 Building height

OR

Amend Rule 20.3.1 Building height to increase the maximum height of 15m.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Page 166




« A height of I5m is similar to that which has already started to develop/establish in the Pokeno Light Industrial 2 Zone, and there is no
reason for this height to decrease. The submitter would support an increase in height.

Point Number

302.18

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 20.3.3 Daylight admission to increase height from 2.5m to 3m.

AND

Amend Rule 20.3.3 Daylight Admission to specifically exclude roads from any daylight admission plane.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« There is no justification to reduce the height to boundary recession plane, to a height that is lower than the previous Franklin provisions
when the maximum heights have been kept the same.

« There is no reason to apply a daylight recession plane against roads in the Industrial Zones as these are areas are generally of a lower
amenity and less have pedestrian traffic, therefore there is no reason to apply a daylight restriction against the road network.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

302.19

Retain Rule 20.3.4.1 Building setback which requires a maximum front yard setback of 5m (which should not be increased).

« Afront yard setback of 5m is similar to that which has already started to develop/establish in the Pokeno Light Industrial 2 Zone, and
there is no reason for setback to be increased. The submitter would support a decrease in setback.

Point Number

302.20

A d Rule 20.3.4.1 (a)(ii) Building setbacks to not apply to boundaries of other industrial zone sites

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

AND
Amend Rule 20.3.4.1(a)(ii) Building setbacks to reduce setback between sites with other zones from 7.5m to 3m.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« There is no justification to increase the yard setbacks between the Industrial Zones and other zones to 7.5m, when the previous
Franklin provisions were more permissive.

« The 3m landscape buffer is sufficient, and there is no reason to have an additional 4.5m of building setback.

« The submitter supports the provisions for side yards to apply only to zones other than the Industrial and Heavy Industrial Zones — this
is also backed up with the daylight provisions that also do not apply to adjoining industrial zoned sites.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

302.21

Retain in Rule 20.4.1(a) Subdivision — General the minimum lot size of 1000m2 and average of 2000m2.

+ The proposed lot sizes are an efficient use of land for industrial activities.

« The submitter would also support a decrease in minimum area and average.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

302.22

Delete Rule 20.4.1 RD I (a)(iii) Subdivision — General.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The 20% restriction on rear sites creation results in inefficiencies of land resources (which are already scarce), as it will significantly
reduce the amount of land available for industrial activities (and other similar uses).

« These types of areas are generally of a “lower amenity” than town centre or residential areas, and subject to less (if any) pedestrian
thoroughfare, there is no reason to restrict the number of rear lots created via subdivision.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

302.23

Retain Rule 22.2.1.1 Noise - General as notified.

« Standards are appropriate for noise in the Rural Zone.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

302.24

Retain Rule 22.2.1.3 Noise — Construction as notified.

« Standards are appropriate for construction noise.
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Point Number

302.25

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 22.3 Land Use - Building to make non-residential buildings or structures a permitted activity outside Landscape and Natural
Character Areas.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The Operative Plan provides for non-residential buildings as a permitted activity in the Rural Zone. The proposed plan should include
the same provision to ensure farm buildings and similar structures are provided for.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

30226

Retain Rule 22.3.4.1 Height — Building General as notified.

« Standards are appropriate for building height in the Rural Zone.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

30227
Delete Rule 22.3.6 Building coverage.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« A restriction on building coverage and particularly one as low as the proposed 500m?2 is not consistent with a working rural
environment which requires storage sheds, hay barns, milking sheds and dwellings etc.

Point Number

302.28

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.3.7 Building setbacks to reduce the yard separation between sites (other than a road) to 12m or less in all instances.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The submitter opposes the yard setbacks (of up to 22m) as they are too onerous. Setbacks could be reduced and still achieve sufficient
separation between activities — and maintain an open landscape character.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.29
Delete from Section 22.4 Subdivision the arbitrary title date from all rules.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« There is no justification to have an arbitrary title date for further subdivision or boundary adjustments. Potential fragmentation issues
can be dealt via other less arbitrary mechanisms.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

302.30
Delete Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited Subdivision so there is no prohibited subdivision activity.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« Effects on soil classification can be managed in other ways (i.e. objectives and policies) which are far more consistent with an “effects
based” approach to resource management.

Point Number

302.31

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision to take into account enhancement planting for the total area to be protected.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« There is a significant environmental benefit to be obtained from enhancement planting, particularly to “join up” areas of SEA (and other
non-identified features).

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

30232
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d

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

Retain the identification of new and expanded areas of Industrial Zones on the Planning Maps.

« The increase in land zoned Industrial will support economic growth and employment within existing urban areas and/or locations with
good transport accessibility.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

n Reasons:

302.33

Retain Rule 4.6.2 Provide Industrial Zones with different functions insofar as it gives effect to the relief sought.

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to enable a range of activities; however, this is not reflected in the Land Use
provisions.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.34

Retain Rule 4.6.3 Maintain a sufficient supply of industrial land insofar as it gives effect to the relief sought.

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to enable a sufficient supply of Industrial Zoned land.

Point Number

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

302.35

Retain Rule 4.6.4 Maintain industrial land for industrial purposes insofar as it gives effect to the relief sought.

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to enable ancillary activities related to industrial activities; however, this is not
reflected in the Land Use provisions.

Point Number

y of Decision R

n Reasons:

30236

Retain Rule 4.6.5 Recognition of industrial activities outside of urban areas insofar as it gives effect to the relief sought.

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to recognize and provide for existing industrial activities; however, this is not
reflected in the Land Use provisions.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

n Reasons:

302.37

Retain the intent of Objective 4.6.6 Manage adverse effects insofar as it gives effect to the relief sought.

« The submitter supports the intention of this objective to manage adverse effects on sensitive activities in other zones and ecosystems;
however, the provisions are unnecessarily restrictive and could be modified as per the submitter’s relief to achieve the same outcome.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

n Reasons:

302.38

Retain the intent of Policy 4.6.7 Management of adverse effects within industrial zones insofar as it gives effect to the relief sought.

« The submitter supports the intention of this objective to manage adverse effects on sensitive activities in other zones and ecosystems;
however, the provisions are unnecessarily restrictive and could be modified as per the submitter’s relief to achieve the same outcome.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

302.39

Add an exclusion to Policy 4.7.2 Subdivision location and design for Industrial Zones.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

.

The policy requires subdivision design and layout to adhere to a grid pattern, which enables public viewing for all urban zones, which are
unnecessarily restrictive for industrial development.

.

As industrial areas are generally of a “lower amenity’ than town center or residential areas, and subject to less pedestrian thoroughfare,
there is no reason to require industrial areas to adhere to the same amenity standards as residential and other higher amenity zones.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

302.40

Add an exclusion to Policy 4.7.5 Urban Outcomes — Servicing requirements for Industrial Zones for provision of cycleways/pedestrian
connections.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« As Industrial areas are subject to less pedestrian thoroughfare or recreational cyclist facilities, there is no reason to require industrial
areas to adhere to the same amenity standards as residential and higher amenity zones.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1) Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Page 169




Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

302.41

Retain Policy 4.7.7(a) Urban Outcomes — Achieving sufficient development density to support the provision of infrastructure services as
proposed, to the extent that the industrial lot sizes are retained or reduced.

« The proposed lot sizes are considered as a minimum for the efficient use of land designated for industrial activities, whilst enabling
provision for industrial subdivision.

« The policy in its current form would also support a reduction in the average or minimum lot size.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.42

Add an exclusion to Policy 4.7.9 Connected neighbourhoods for Industrial Zones provision of cycleways/pedestrian connections.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« As Industrial areas are subject to less pedestrian thoroughfare or recreational cyclist facilities, there is no reason to require industrial
areas to adhere to the same amenity standards as residential and higher amenity zones.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.43

Add an exclusion to Policy 4.7.10 Urban Outcomes — Recreation and access for Industrial Zones for provision of cycleways/pedestrian
connections.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« As Industrial areas are subject to less pedestrian thoroughfare or recreational cyclist facilities, there is no reason to require industrial
areas to adhere to the same amenity standards as residential and higher amenity zones.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

302.44

Add provision to Policy 5.3.3(b) Industrial and commercial activities for industrial and commercial activities where effects on rural character can
be mitigated.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« It is appropriate that provision is made for industrial and commercial activities in rural areas where their effects can be appropriately
managed.

Point Number

302.45

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 5.3.13(b) Waste management activities to provide for waste management facilities that may not be completely compatible with
the rural environment.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« ltis difficult for waste management facilities to be compatible with rural environments; however, rural land acts as an effective buffer for
their effects, which should be acknowledged by the policy.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

302.46

Retain the intent of Objective 6.2.1 National Grid insofar as it gives effect to the submitter's sought relief in that the provisions relating to the
National Grid Yard are too restrictive.

« The submitter supports the intention of the objective and policies to recognise and protect of the National Grid however, the provisions
relating to the National Grid yard are too restrictive.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

302.47

Retain Objective 6.4.1 Introduction of infrastructure with subdivision, land use and development subject to relief sought elsewhere in the
submission.

« The submitter supports the intention of the objective, subject to the relief sought elsewhere in this submission.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

302.48

Add an exclusion to Policy 6.4.5 (i) and (ii) Roading Infrastructure for Industrial Zones.

AND
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Decision Reasons:

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« As Industrial areas are subject to less pedestrian thoroughfare or recreational cyclist facilities, there is no reason to require industrial
areas to adhere to the same amenity standards as residential and higher amenity zones.

Point Number

302.49

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition for "Clean Fill" in Chapter |3 Definitions to be consistent with the clean fill Material definition in the WasteMINZ
Technical Guidelines for Disposal to Land. This reads:

Clean Fill Material

Virgin excavated natural materials (VENM) such as clay, soil and rock that are free of:

- ible, putrescible, d or leachable components;

- hazardous substances or materials (such as municipal solid waste) likely to create leachate by means of biological breakdown;

waste 3 ilisation or disposal practices;

- products or materials derived from F
- materials such as medical and veterinary waste, asbestos, or radioactive substances that may present a risk to human health if excavated;
- contaminated soil and other contaminated materials; and

- liquid waste

When discharged to the environment, clean fill material will not have a detectable effect relative to the background.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« For consistency.

Point Number

302.50

y of Decision ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the Land Use provisions in Chapter 20 Industrial Zone to reflect the intentions of Policy 4.6.2 Provide Industrial Zones with different
functions, Policy 4.6.4 Maintain industrial land for industrial purposes and Policy 4.6.5 Recognition of industrial activities outside of urban areas.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The enabling of range of activities, ancillary activities, and existing industrial activities are not reflected in the land use provisions.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

302.51

A d the Land Use provisions in Chapter 21 Industrial Zone Heavy to reflect the intentions of Policy 4.6.2 Provide Industrial Zones with

Decision Reasons:

different functions, Policy 4.6.4 Maintain industrial land for industrial purposes as proposed and Policy 4.6.5 Recognition of industrial activities
outside of urban areas.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments or additional amendments to address the matters raised in the
submission.

« The enabling of range of activities, ancillary activities, and existing industrial activities are not reflected in the land use provisions.

Point Number

R d

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

302.52

Retain the intent of Policy 6.2.2 Recognise the National Grid, insofar as it gives effect to the submitter's relief sought in the provisions relating to
the National Grid Yard being too restrictive.

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to recognise and protect the National Grid, however, the provisions relating to the
National Grid Yard are too restrictive.

Point Number

R d

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

30253

Retain the intent of Policy 6.2.3 Operation and development of the National Grid, insofar as it gives effect to the submitter's relief sought in the
provisions relating to the National Grid Yard being too restrictive.

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to recognise and protect the National Grid, however, the provisions relating to the
National Grid Yard are too restrictive.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

302.54

Retain the intent of Policy 6.2.4 Maintenance and minor upgrade the National Grid, insofar as it gives effect to the submitter's relief sought in
the provisions relating to the National Grid Yard being too restrictive.

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to recognise and protect the National Grid, however, the provisions relating to the
National Grid Yard are too restrictive.

Point Number

302.55
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y of Decision Req ed Retain the intent of Policy 6.2.5 Environmental Effects , insofar as it gives effect to the submitter's relief sought in the provisions relating to the
National Grid Yard being too restrictive.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to recognise and protect the National Grid, however, the provisions relating to the
National Grid Yard are too restrictive.

Point Number 302.56

o ed etain the intent of Policy 6.2.6 Reverse sensitivity and the National Grid, insofar as it gives effect to the submitter's relief sought in the
S y of Decision R d: Retain the i f Policy 6.2.6 R itivity and the National Grid, insof: it gi ffe he submitter's relief sought in th:
provisions relating to the National Grid Yard being too restrictive.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports the intention of the policy to recognise and protect the National Grid, however, the provisions relating to the
National Grid Yard are too restrictive.

Submitter Number: 303 Submitter: Dave Campbell
Organisation: The Village Church

Point Number 303.1

S y of Decision Req d. A d Historic Heritage Item 107, Masonic Lodge Te Marama at 18 Hershel Street, Ngaruawahia which protects the interior, exterior and

location of the building to allow for wide-ranging development and modernisation of the building.
Decision Reasons:

« The current restrictions on this building in the Proposed District Plan present a significant hurdle for the community, in terms of utilising
the asset.

« The protections on the interior and exterior of the building hinder the future use of the building.

« The building would be useful for youth education, church services, community meals etc., however it currently cannot serve these needs
and the proposed restrictions will further restrict its likelihood of becoming a community facility.

« The heritage values that has been attached to the building is outweighed by the benefit it could have to Ngaruawahia if it could be
modified to services a community-oriented purpose.

Submitter Number: 304 Submitter: Graham Taylor
Point Number 304.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 27.2.6 Noise - Other than Taxiways to include a night curfew on general aviation and recreational flying between 10pm and 7am.

Decision Reasons:

« There are many dwellings in close proximity to the airfield and aircraft movements at night would have serious adverse effects on
residents.

Point Number 3042

y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 27.2.7 Noise - Taxiways to include a night curfew on general aviation and recreational flying between 10pm and 7am.

Decision Reasons:

« There are many dwellings in close proximity to the airfield and aircraft movements at night would have serious adverse effects on

residents.
Submitter Number: 305 Submitter: John Joensen
Point Number 305.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to allow for more high density housing within central Raglan, possibly as far as James Street.

Decision Reasons:

« Allow for higher density housing to alleviate the housing shortage within Raglan.

« Building smaller units will free up the bigger homes for families.

« Raglan businesses suffer during winter and need an increase in resident population.

+ Reduces need to drive into town and reduces traffic congestion.

+ Keeping standards high will enhance the town and create a more vibrant atmosphere.

Submitter Number: 306 Submitter: Peter Fitzpatrick
Point Number 306.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the land between Taplin, Hoeka and Marychurch Roads, Matangi from Rural Zone to Village Zone or Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The area surrounding Matangi township is highly developed and reflects the provisions of the Country Living Zone.

« Areas of Ohaupo and Te Kowhai have been proposed as Village Zone and Matangi is also suitable for such development.

« Properties along Meadowpark Way, Clover Close and Margot Lane and neighbouring properties have been developed and subdivided
into the Country Living Zone size lots.
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Services and traffic links are established in and around Matangi Village.

The area in and around Matangi Road is well served by quality traffic links, rural services and amenities.

Rezoning some of this area will allow for a more intensive land use, and will not detract from any productive land utilisation.
Based on the objectives of the Proposed Waikato District Plan, this area is more suited to Country Living Zone.

The predominant soils have limited horticultural use due to a pan which limits drainage.

Any potential development will be in keeping with the current nature of Matangi village.

.

Submitter Number: 307 Submitter: Julie Caddigan
Point Number 307.1
S d A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.2.3.2 Earthworks - Maaori Sites and Maaori Areas of Significance to be more in line with Rule 22.2.3.3 and allow for a defined
level of earthworks, cut and fill as a permitted activity, for example rotary hoeing, fencing and forestry activities and ensure farming remains viable
in these areas.

« This earthworks rule is onerous

« This rule states no permitted earthworks activities within the overlay which is broadly applied.

« It would be difficult for the District Council to exercise this rule in relation to the Maaori Site of Significance S14/5 which has been
incorrectly located.

« This rule will obstruct farming activities.

« Rules needs to be clarified to ensure farming remains viable in these areas.

Point Number

ed:

3072

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d the specific location for Maaori Site of Significance S14/5 Te Uhi Paa, Exelby Road, Rotokauri to the correct coordinates.

« There is confusion and conflicting co-ordinates over the exact location of the paa site. Various sources have differing coordinates for the
paa site.

« Itis questionable as to the reliability of the site co-ordinates used by the Council in their mapping of S14/5.

+ Desktop based methods of research were used and therefore relied on secondary information and no additional evidence was provided
beyond the New Zealand Archaeological Association report.

« A review has been undertaken that reiterates that the site was searched for, but not found and there is poor archaeological evidence.

Point Number

307.3

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d Maaori Site of Significance site S14/5 Te Uhi Paa, Exelby Road Rotokauri to be reduced to reflect the correction location and extent of
the Paa site.

« There is confusion and conflicting co-ordinates over the exact location of the pass site. Various sources have differing co-ordinates for
the paa site.

« It is questionable as to the reliability of the site co-ordinates used by the Council in their mapping of S14/5.

+ Desktop based methods of research were used and therefore relied on secondary information and no additional evidence was provided
beyond the New Zealand Archaeological Association report.

« Two sources state that the paa site was the size of a house and 1/6 of an acre. The overlay area for S14/5 is approximately 2ha and larger
than the actual paa site.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3074

Delete the Maaori Site of Significance site S14/5 at Exelby Road, Rotokauri from Lot | DPS 80361 if it is found that the paa site is located in the
swamp area by the lake edge.

« There is confusion and conflicting co-odinates over the exact location of the paa site. Various sources have differing coordinates for the
paa site.

Point Number

307.5

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d the Proposed District Plan to reflect further investigation of Maaori Site of Significance S14/5 at Exelby Road, Rotokauri, given that the
New Zealand Archaeological Association report states there are no visible remains of the paa site and the site has been destroyed.

« There is confusion and conflicting co-ordinates over the exact location of the paa site. Various sources have differing coordinates for the
paa site.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

310 Submitter: Fiona McNabb

Whaingaroa Raglan Affordable Housing Project

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

310.1
Delete the minimum unit areas from Rule 16.4.4 RDI (a) (iv) Multi-unit development.
OR

Amend Rule 16.4.4 RDI (a) (iv) Multi-unit development by replacing the minimum unit areas with lower values for example Studio unit 30m2,
One bedroom unit 40m2, Two Bedroom 50m2, Three bedroom 70m2.

Cost of building has risen such that in order to retain affordability, building smaller dwellings is necessary.

Having fixed minimum sizes restricts those wanting to live in a much smaller space in order to meet the Building Code and retain
accessible building cost.

The attached Raglan Housing Study (attached to the submission) r ds ir igating the commercial potential for alternative
forms of housing that depart from traditional single site/detached dwelling (e.h. multi-units/townhouses).

.
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+ Whaingaroa/Raglan Affordable Housing Project highlights need for Raglan community to generate and explore all possible options to
provide affordable houses.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3102
ed: A d Residential Zone Subdivision Rule 16.4.4 RD| (b), by including the following:
(xi)_Positive effects for dable housing,

« Affordability of housing should be enable by objectives and Rules of District Plan.
+ WRARP highlight need for Raglan community to generate and explore all possible options to provide affordable houses.

Point Number

3103

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d Objective 4.1.1 (a)Strategic, to read as follows:

(a) Liveable, thriving, and connected communities that are sustainable, affordable, efficient and co-ordinated.

«  Only mention of affordability in the District Plan is in the strategic directions section |.12.3 which calls for 'affordable options.'

« Affordability should be a core principle of the District Plan in order to support overarching goal of objective 4.1.1 (a).

« Current housing models and forecasts predict a widening disparity between portion of community who can and those who cannot afford
housing.

« Lack of affordability now affects all at and below the median income and extends into the 3rd quarter of income.

« Strategy for the District Plan should recognise the environment that now surrounds housing affordability and impact is having on
communities.

« Plan should enable innovative housing developments that deliver highly affordable housing options for all income streams.

Point Number

3104

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: d Direction Policy 4.1.18 iii.)- Raglan as follows:

Rangitahi is the enly-area that provides for the medium term future growth....

Other districts (e.g. Queenstown Lakes District Council) require components of all developments to deliver a portion of affordable
housing, however Waikato District Council does not.

Raglan has no affordable housing as part of their plan and the cost to buy a section is likely to exceed $575,000.

Raglan median household income is calculated at $47,500 and Stats NZ suggests affordability range for this income is $323,000 (20%
deposit), which is far below the lowest range of housing likely to be able to be constructed within Rangitahi development.

Retaining the word "only" will create a bias in affordability only attainable for household incomes above $90,500.

.

.

Point Number

3105

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: d Policy 4.1.18 (jii)- Raglan to read as follows:

Rangitahi is-the-onty-area-that will provides for-the medium term firtare growth-end-is_above the multiple median of affordability. for Raglan. Developments
that propose affordable housing to cater for the quartiles below the multiple median and that are developed in a manner than connects to the existing town

.

Will require a negotiated definition of ‘affordable’ and acceptance the 'multiple median' is the international standard by which housing
affordability is determined.

Rangitahi has no affordable housing as part of their plan, therefore the cost to buy a section and build is likely to exceed $575,000.
Raglan median household income is calculated at $47,500 and Stats NZ suggests affordability range for this income is $323,000 (20%
deposit), which is far below the lowest range of housing likely to be able to be constructed within Rangitahi development.

Point Number

310.6

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: Add a new objective to 4.2- Residential Zone as the follows:

Objective: To provide for a range of opportunities for affordable housing that enables low and moderate income people to live in the district in
accommodation that suits their needs.

« Affordability of housing should be enabled by objectives and Rules of the District Plan.

Point Number 3107
S y of Decision R ed Add the following policies to 4.2-Residential Zone as follows (or words to similar effect):
« Policy_I: Enable housing by allowing residential densities that make economical and best use of available land in existing r
areas.
« Policy 2: New housing developments will include affordable housing as part of the development plan.
« Policy 3: Allow access for developers of affordable housing to lower cost structure of consent and regulation requirements.
« Policy 4: Encourage multi-unit residential developments subject to appropriate safeguards to amenities and the environment.
« Policy 5: Take into account positive effects for the community of affordable housing when assessing resource consent applications.
Decision Reasons:
« Affordability of housing should be enabled by the objectives and rules of the District Plan.
Point Number 3108
S y of Decision R ed A d Rule 16.3.1 PI- Dwelling as follows:

Decision Reasons:

One-dwelling-within-a-site-Two dwellings within a site, where the combined floor areas do not exceed 'X' percentage of the section.

« Increasing building density in residential zoned land increases the availability of affordable housing.
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Increasing density while meeting the height to boundary and other restrictions requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.
16.3 currently restricts the numbers of dwellings per site and the size of those buildings therefore requiring discretionary resource
consent adding to the cost of development.

Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize number of dwellings on a
site without discretionary consent.

Other councils have made similar changes (e.g. Auckland, Wellington) to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3109

Add new rule to Rule, 16.3.1 P2 Dwelling as follows:

(a)_Three dwellings within a site, if at least two of the dwellings are small houses each with a gross floor area of less than 45m2.

Increasing building density in residential zoned land can increase the availability of affordable housing.

Increasing density while meeting the height to boundary and other restrictions requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.
Rule 16.3 currently restricts the numbers of dwellings per site and the size of those buildings therefore requiring discretionary resource

consent adding to the cost of development.

Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize number of dwellings on a

site without discretionary consent.

Other councils have made similar changes (e.g. Auckland, Wellington) to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

.

Point Number

310.10

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.3.9.1 RD| Building setbacks - All boundaries, to include the following:

(v)_(iii)_Positive effects for affordable housing,

« Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize the number of dwellings
on a site without discretionary consent.
« Other councils have made similar changes, e.g. Auckland & Wellington, to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

Point Number

310.11

A d Rule 16.4.1 RDI (b) Subdivision - General by including the following:

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

« Toinsert consideration of affordability in housing development into the focus for Council discretion when considering development
consents for subdivision.

Point Number

310.12

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 17.1.2 Permitted Activities, by including "Relocatable Home Park” as a permitted activity in the Business Zone.
AND

Add a definition to Chapter |3 Definitions for "Relocatable Home Park."

« Building much smaller; on trailers and with intent houses could be moved if desired is a mechanism for providing affordable housing that
is not currently addressed by the District Plan.

« Future option is that land be retained by the developer and only dwellings would be owned by the purchaser(s).

« Developments created to provide suitable flat size, power, potable water and waste amenities to the site ready for connection.

« Shared facilities of communal gardens and recreation areas could be a pre-requisite for such developments.

+ Rule change necessary to create the above as a permitted activity and provide good planning objectives so that such developments
would be built of good standard, enhance town and building amenities and provide affordable options for those wanting smaller homes in
a village environment.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

A d Rule 16.3.7 P1 (iii)- Living court by changing the 80m2 requirement to 40m2.

Decision Reasons:

« Decreasing living court requirements will enable more dwellings to be situated on a single site.

« Increasing building density in residential zoned land can increase the availability of affordable housing.

« Increasing density while meeting the height to boundary and other restrictions requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.

« Rule 16.3 currently restricts the numbers of dwellings per site and the size of those buildings therefore requiring discretionary resource
consent adding to the cost of development.

« Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize number of dwellings on a
site without discretionary consent.

« Other councils have made similar changes (e.g. Auckland, Wellington) to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

Point Number

310.14

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d Rule 16.3.1 Dwelling, to allow more than one primary dwelling and one minor dwelling per site.

« Increased building density in residential zoned land can increase the availability of affordable housing.

« Rule 16.3 currently restricts numbers of dwellings per site therefore requiring discretionary resource consent adding to the cost of
development.

« Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize the number of dwellings
on a site without discretionary consent.

« Other councils have made similar changes, e.g. Auckland & Wellington, to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.
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Point Number

310.15

A d the definition of 'minor dwelling' in Chapter |3 Definitions, to allow more than one minor dwelling per site.

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend Rule 16.3.1 Dwelling to allow more than one primary dwelling and one minor dwelling per site.

.

Increased building density in residential zoned land can increase the availability of affordable housing.

Increased density while meeting the height to boundary and other restrictions

Rule 16.3 currently restricts numbers of dwellings per site therefore requiring discretionary resource consent adding to the cost of
development.

Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize the number of dwellings
on a site without discretionary consent.

Other councils have made similar changes, e.g. Auckland & Wellington, to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

310.16

Delete the setback requirement for garages in Rule 16.3.9.1 Building setbacks - All boundaries.

Increasing density whilst meeting height-boundary and other restrictions requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.
Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize the number of dwellings
on a site without discretionary consent.

Other councils have made similar changes, e.g. Auckland & Wellington, to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

310.17

Delete Rule 16.3.9.1 P3 Building setbacks - All boundaries.

Increasing density whilst meeting height-boundary and other restrictions requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.
Amending Rule 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize the number of dwellings
on a site without discretionary consent.

Other councils have made similar changes, e.g. Auckland & Wellington, to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

.

Submitter Number:

311 Submitter: Harpal Singh-Sandhu

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3101

Retain Objective 5.1.1 The rural environment, except for the amendments sought below
AND
Amend Objective 5.1.1 The rural environment, as follows:

(a) Subdivision, use and development within the rural environment where:

(i) high class soils are reasonably_and appropriately protected for productive rural activities;

(i) productive rural activities are supported, while maintaining or enhancing the rural environment;

P "

in the rural envi is avoided.

(iii) urban use and d

The submitter generally supports the principle that typical urban subdivision, use and development should not be encouraged within the
rural environment, particularly within properties with high-class soils.

Reasonable and appropriate subdivision that supports the amenity and purpose of the rural environment and communities should be
considered, with particular regard to sites that do not sufficiently support the overall operation of rural activities.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3112

Retain Objective 5.2.1 Rural resources.

It is appropriate to direct inappropriate subdivision and land use away from productive soils to support the retention of rural land and
activities.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

3113

Retain Policy 5.2.3 Effects of subdivision and development on soils.

It is appropriate to direct inappropriate subdivision and land use away from productive soils to support the retention of rural land and
activities.

Point Number

3114
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S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.1 PRI Prohibited subdivision, to be a non-complying activity.

« Itis acknowledged that the high-class soils should be protected for rural land use practices. Inappropriate subdivision and land use
should be directed away from locations/properties with high-class soils to ensure that the rural capabilities of the land are retained.

« There are pockets of land that are considered high class soils, however they cannot be easily used to support the overall operation of a
rural land use and activity. This results in an inefficient use of a resource that could otherwise be used to provide properties and housing
for members of the community that are not directly employed in rural businesses, but support other business and institutions (e.g.
schools, stores) within the local community.

« Itis supported that high-class soils be protected, however it should not be considered a prohibited activity, particularly because such
subdivision may be considered appropriate in various circumstances. Therefore, such proposed subdivision should be considered a non-
complying activity.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.1 PR4 Prohibited subdivision to be a non-complying activity.

« Itis acknowledged that the high-class soils should be protected for rural land use practices. Inappropriate subdivision and land use
should be directed away from locations/properties with high-class soils to ensure that the rural capabilities of the land are retained.

« There are pockets of land that are considered high class soils, however they cannot be easily used to support the overall operation of a
rural land use and activity. This results in an inefficient use of a resource that could otherwise be used to provide properties and housing
for members of the community that are not directly employed in rural businesses, but support other business and institutions (e.g.
schools, stores) within the local community.

« Itis supported that high-class soils be protected, however it should not be considered a prohibited activity, particularly because such
subdivision may be considered appropriate in various circumstances. Therefore, such proposed subdivision should be considered a non-
complying activity.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

312 Submitter: Brian Putt

Metro Planning Ltd

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3121

Add a site-specific precinct as Appendix |3 for the Whatawhata Arboretum at 635 State Highway 23, Whatawhata which:

« provides for not more than 10 house sites;
« protects all identified trees and planting areas on a precinct tree plan; and
« enables subdivision associated with the approved house sites and the protection of individual or groups of notable trees.

« A site-specific precinct for the arboretum is sought because:

« The property at 635 State Highway 23, Whatawhata is unique as it was planted by acknowledged Waikato foresters 60-80 years ago.

« The register of trees on this property confirms the notable character of the site which has district significance.

« The site can not be farmed for pastoral or horticultural purposes without adversely affecting the notable trees and the significant
environmental value that the site contributes to the district.

« The proposed precinct secures the permanent environmental qualities of the site while allowing for a rural residential environment to
emerge which maintains and enhances those qualities.

« The protection of the arboretum within a rural residential environment would achieve the purpose of the RMA, particularly Part 2.

Point Number

3122

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

2 d Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision, by deleting all references to a prohibited activity.

« A prohibited activity status for subdivision represents an abrogation of resource management principles in respect of land use,
development and subdivision in the Rural Zone.

« Subdivision is the principal method for providing for land use activity in the Rural Zone that achieves the economic, social and cultural
well-being of the rural community. This is achieved through the underlying creation of titles providing for rural investment.

« Planning can not predict the future opportunities for rural investment and therefore must leave subdivision available as a technique for
achieving the purpose of the RMA.

« The prohibited activities provisions in Rule 22.4.1 have no foundation in the objectives and policies of the district plan. Prohibited
activities are not mentioned in Chapter 5.

« Accordingly, providing for prohibited activity subdivision is contrary to the purpose of the RMA, in particular section 5.

Submitter Number:

323 Submitter: Dorothy Chipman

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

323.1

No specific decision sought, but submission states support in part for rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary relocation and expresses desire to be able to
relocate a boundary within one farming property from the Waikato area to the Franklin area.

.

Submitter has 3 titles adjacent to each other, 2 covered under the Waikato and | under the Franklin District Council.

Would like to move a title which can be created from the Waikato area to the Franklin area.

Have gone to considerable unnecessary expense to try and relocate the extra title to the Franklin area.

Will allow retention of a large land holding more suitable for productive farming by keeping titles in a small rural hamlet together and
leaving remaining titles in a productive farming enterprise and make landholdings larger.

Unfairly restrained by boundary relocation due to being situated over 2 differing councils with a paper road bisecting the property.
There will be a definite advantage in keeping productive soils from subdivided by keeping land together under a boundary relocation.

Submitter Number:
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Organisation:

Hamilton & Waikato Tourism

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

324.1

Add a new section, 9.5 Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, to Chapter 9 Specific Zones, to enable the development of a regionally-
significant events and recreation facility at the former Huntly East Mine.

AND
Add a policy entitled "Tourism Significance” as follows:
Policy: Tourism Significance

(a)_To_promote the on-going development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park as a venue for regional, national and international events and
outdoor pursuits, whilst providing for the general public to use and enjoy the facilities.

Approach in the PDP is to provide the activity with its own zone due to its unique nature.

Seeks to include only privately owned land and excludes the existing Lake Kimihia Lake which is DOC owned and operated.
Develop the area into a regionally-significant events and recreation facility.

Establishment of a zone with supporting provisions is envisaged to 'fast forward' the development of the Park without onerous and
numerous resource consenting processes.

Location of the proposed Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park provides a catchment of 2.3 million people within a 3-hour drive
radius.

Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park development is aligned to the following game-changers identified in the plan:

- Regional Events Strategy

- Home of Kingitanga

- Activate the Waikato River and environs.

.

.

Submitter supports development of Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park to include 3 precincts of facilities/activities including:

. Lake precinct for all types of water-based and lakeside based sports, recreation activities and events;

The commercial nodes immediately adjacent to the lake where a community and education focused Aquatic Centre would be built along
with ancillary recreation and retail facilities; and

Remaining natural areas where all types of non-motorised recreation activities and events could occur.

N

w

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3242

Add a new Chapter 29 Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, including the following:
29.1.1 Permitted Activities

All permitted activities are subject to compliance with the Land Use Effects, Land Use Building_and Activity_Specific rules below:

- Recreation Activity and Facilities

- Construction,_additions and alterations of buildings to support and/or accommodate Recreation Activities

- Community, Activities and Facilities
- Qutdoor Education

- Commercial activities within the Commercial Node Areas;

- Ancillary, buildings;
- Operational Facilities;

- Travellers’ Accommodation including campgrounds;

= Signs;
- Earthworks;

- Managers'/Caretakers' Dwellings

- Beckeeping

- Temporary Event

- A Conservation activity
AND

Add the new provisions attached to the submission including a new Chapter 29, additions to Chapter |3 Definitions, additions to Chapter 14
Infrastructure and Energy and consequential amendments.

« Hamilton and Waikato region, especially Waikato District, has an urgent shortage of large quality commercial accommodation and
addition of a campground/holiday park to the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone.

« Supports the proposal to develop a recreation zone for rowing, waka ama, sailing, aqua cycles, mountain biking, zip-lines and
fitness/confidence courses, but excluding powered/motor activities.

« This proposal aligns to the 2016 Tourism Opportunities Plan to develop visitor experiences within the North Waikato Corridor around
outdoor recreation.

Submitter Number: 325 Submitter: Noelene Searle
Point Number 325.1
S A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

d the zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata to Country Living Zone.

« Land is prone to flooding as there is a creek running through it.
« Increase in traffic along Travers Road.

« Already 60 houses being built on Travers Road.

« Loss of rural views due to streets, lights and houses.

+ Rezoning would result in many houses bordering the property.
« Submitter concerned about livestock (sheep) theft.

Submitter Number:
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Organisation:

Raglan Chamber of Commerce

Point Number

326.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req d.

A d Objective 4.1.1 (a) Strategic, as follows:

Liveable, thriving, and connected communities that are sustainable, affordable, efficient and coordinated.

The only mention of affordability in the District Plan is in the strategic directions section 1.12.3 calling for 'affordable options."
Affordability should be a core principle of the district plan.

Current housing models and forecasts predict a widening disparity between portion of community who can and those who cannot afford
housing.

Lack of affordability now affects all those at and below the median income and extends into the 3rd quarter of income.

Strategy for District Plan should recognise the environment that surrounds housing affordability and the impact it's having on
communities.

Plan should enable innovative housing developments that deliver highly affordable housing options for all income streams.

Housing developments have a focus on providing good quality homes which meet the needs of individual communities at a cost that
enables those at all income levels to afford a decent place to live are supported in the consent and development processes.

Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

Other NZ District Councils have recognized housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.

.

.

Point Number

3262

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req d.

d Urban Environment Strategic Direction Policy 4.1.18(iii) Raglan, to remove the word "only" and allow other developments that support
affordable development to occur by replacing with the following wording:

Rangitahi will provide for medium term growth above the multiple median of affordability. for Raglan. Developments that propose affordable housing to cater

This will require a negotiated definition of 'affordable’ and acceptance that the 'multiple median’ is the international standard by which
housing affordability is determined.

Housing developments have a focus on providing good quality homes which meet the needs of individual communities at a cost that
enables those at all income levels to afford a decent place to live are supported in the consent and development processes.

Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

Other NZ District Councils have recognised housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.

Other districts, e.g. Queenstown Lakes District Council, require compulsory components of all developments to deliver a portion of
affordable housing within the development, of which Waikato District Council currently doesn't.

Rangitahi has no affordable housing as part of plan and cost to buy a section/build likely to exceed $575,000.

Raglan median household income is calculated at $47,500 and Stats NZ's affordability range for this household income is
$323,000-$387,000, far below the lowest range of housing able to be constructed within Rangitahi development.

Retaining 'only' will create a bias in affordability only attainable for household income above $90,500.

Housing developments have a focus on providing good quality homes which meet the needs of individual communities at a cost that
enables those at all income levels to afford a decent place to live are supported in the consent and development processes.

Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

Other NZ District Councils have recognized housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.

.

.

.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3263

Add a new policy and objective to Section 4.2 Residential Zone, as follows (or similar wording):

Objective: To provide for a range of opportunities for affordable housing that enables low and moderate income people to live in the district in
accommodation that suits their needs.

Policy 2: New housing development will include affordable housing as part of the development plan.

Policy 3: Allow access for developers of affordable housing to lower cost structure of consent and regulation requirements.

Policy 5: Take into account the positive effects for the community of affordable housing when assessing resource consent applications.

Affordability of housing should be enabled by the objectives and Rules of the District Plan.

Housing developments have a focus on providing good quality homes which meet the needs of individual communities at a cost that
enables those at all income levels to afford a decent place to live are supported in the consent and development processes.

Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

Other NZ District Councils have recognized housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.

Policies need to be incorporated into the district plan.

.

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3264
Delete Rule 16.4.4 RDI (a)(iv) Multi-unit development
OR

Amend Rule 16.4.4 RDI (a)(iv) Multi-unit development by decreasing the Multi-unit development minimum unit areas, for example Studio unit
30m2, One bedroom unit 40m2, Two bedroom 50m2 and Three bedroom 70m2.

.

Affordability of housing should be enabled by the rules of the District Plan.

The cost of building has risen such that in order to retain affordability, building smaller dwellings is necessary.

Having fixed minimum sizes in the rules restricts those wanting to live in a much smaller space to meet Building Code and retain
accessible building cost.

Housing developments have a focus on providing good quality homes which meet the needs of individual communities at a cost that
enables those at all income levels to afford a decent place to live are supported in the consent and development processes.

Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

Other NZ District Councils have recognised housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

3265

Add "Relocatable Home Park" to Rule 17.1.2 Permitted Activities, to include 'Relocatable Home Park'
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Decision Reasons:

AND

Add a definition to Chapter |3 Definitions, that describes a "Relocatable home park".

Building much smaller, building on trailers and with the intent that houses could be moved if the owner wanted to relocate is a
mechanism for providing affordable housing that is not currently addressed by the District Plan.

Land remains one of the most expensive components, a future option is that land ownership be retained by the developer and only the
dwellings would be owned by purchaser(s).

Developments could be created to provide suitable flat site, power, potable water and waste amenities to the site ready for connection.
Some shared facilities of communal gardens and recreation areas could be a pre-requisite for such developments.

Rule change necessary to create activity as permitted and provide good planning objectives so such developments are of a good
standard, enhance town and building amenities and provide affordable options for those desiring smaller homes in village environment.
Housing developments have a focus on providing good quality homes which meet the needs of individual communities at a cost that
enables those at all income levels to afford a decent place to live are supported in the consent and development processes.

Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

Other NZ District Councils have recognized housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.

.

.

.

Point Number

326.6

A d Rule 16.3 Land use, so that the number of dwellings and the definition of a minor dwelling allow for more than one primary dwelling and

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

one minor dwelling per site. The submission sets out some examples of possible amendments to rules, e.g.:
Rule 16.3.1 PI

Two dwellings within a site where the combined floor areas do not exceed x percentage of the section.

New Rule 16.3.1.P2

Three dwellings within a site, if at least two of the dwellings are small houses each with a gross floor area of less than 45m2.

Increasing building density in residential-zoned land can increase the availability of affordable housing.

Increasing density requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.

Rule 16.3 restricts the number of dwellings and therefore adds cost through requiring a resource consent.

These changes enable affordable housing design to maximise the number of dwellings on a site without discretionary consent.

.

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3267
Add a matter of discretion to Rule 16.4.4 RD(b)- Multi-unit development as follows:

(xi)_Positive effects for dable housing,

« Affordability of housing should be enabled by rules of the District Plan.

« Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

« Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

+ Other NZ District Councils have recognised housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.
« The cost of building has risen such that, in order to retain affordability, building smaller dwellings is necessary.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

A d Rule 16.3.7 PI(iii) Living Court, by changing "80m2" to "40m2".

Decision Reasons:

« Increasing building density in residential zoned land can increase the availability of affordable housing.

« Increasing density while meeting the height to boundary and other restrictions requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.

« 16.3 currently restricts the numbers of dwellings per site and the size of those buildings therefore requiring discretionary resource
consent adding to the cost of development.

« Amending 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize the number of dwellings on a
site without discretionary consent.

« Other councils have made similar changes (Auckland, Wellington) to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3269

Delete Rule 16.3.9.1 P3 Building setback - All boundaries
AND

Add a matter of discretion to Rule 16.3.9.1 RD| Building setbacks - all boundaries, as follows:

Increasing building density in residential zoned land can increase the availability of affordable housing.

16.3 currently restricts the numbers of dwellings per site and the size of those buildings therefore requiring discretionary resource
consent adding to the cost of development.

Amending 16.3 as suggested enables affordable development design in residential zoned land to maximize the number of dwellings on a
site without discretionary consent.

Other councils have made similar changes (Auckland, Wellington) to enable increased density by right within the rules of the plan.

.

Increasing density while meeting the height to boundary and other restrictions requires building smaller dwellings or multi-unit dwellings.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

326.10

Add a matter of discretion to Rule 16.4.1 RD1(b) Subdivision - general, as follows:

Inserts a consideration of affordability in housing development into the focus for Council discretion when considering development
consents for subdivision.

Clearly housing affordability throughout District needs to be supported.

Lack of affordable housing is having a severe impact on businesses trying to retain staff in communities.

Other NZ District Councils have recognised housing crisis and have activated affordable housing policies and initiatives.

.
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Submitter Number: 327 Submitter: Jon Harris

Point Number 327.1

y of Decision Req d. Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 140B Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The area indicated contains predominantly introduced and pest species of vegetation, such as willow trees.

Point Number 3272

y of Decision Req ed: Delete the walkway / cycle-way / bridleway from Fuchsia Lane to Titoki Drive, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The banks of the gully are steep, unstable and prone to erosion due to the sandy loam soil structure.
« The stream banks and low lying surrounding area are extremely boggy which would make construction of a walkway / cycle-way /
bridleway impractical and prohibitively expensive.

Submitter Number: 328 Submitter: Paula Dudley

Point Number 328.1

y of Decision Req Retain Chapter 2 Tangata Whenua.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3282

y of Decision Req ed: Retain Objective 2.14 Kaitiaki (steward/guardian).

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 3283

S y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 3.2.7 (vii) Managing Significant Natural Areas to extend the role of kaitiaki to the neighbouring property owners residing next to
historical reserves, to include daily upkeep and management of lawns, gardens and rubbish. Kaitiaki to be supported by WDC to maintain
grounds.

Decision Reasons:

« Historical site proposed on south boundary of the property at 524A State Highway |, Tamahere, but concerns are raised as to who will
be responsible for its upkeep/maintenance. If a property owner has links to Tainui, consideration could be made to be supported by
WDC to manage and maintain the lawns and rubbish of the reserve and turning bay at the entrance of the submitter's property and the
neighbouring reserve.

Point Number 3284

y of Decision Req ed: Retain Section 3.4 Significant Amenity Landscapes.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3285

y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 23.4.2 RDI (a)(i) General Subdivision, to be 3000m2 minimum site area rather than 5000m2.

Decision Reasons:
« As the submitter's property must also adhere to the various subdivision constraints imposed from the south boundary (historical
reserve), west boundary (highway) and east boundary (SNA), it is more difficult for the submitter to meet the complex subdivision
criteria.

« The complexity of the submitter's boundaries seeks flexibility on the net sire area to 3000m2 to ensure a fair solution in optimising
subdivision potential.

« Optimise division of land into smaller sized lots.

Point Number 3286
S y of Decision Req ed A d Rule 23.1.1 P3 (c) Permitted Activities for Operating hours of temporary events to be shortened with some flexibility during daylight
savings.

Decision Reasons:
« Safety concerns with public entry and activity(s) on neighboring historical reserve to property owners and residents.

« Safety concerns for neighbouring residents near public reserves.
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Point Number

3287

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 23.4.7 RDI (a) Road frontage to include more specific details on rules about what/how the number(s) of dwellings/lots/activities
can determine the width(s) of a right of way and the |5m width is excessive.

+ An excessive width from the modest 7-9m width required for a property wishing to explore subdivision potential.

+ Not enough information is provided in the Proposed Plan (or various public mediums) to property owners and residents on what/ how
the width of a right of way can influence and/or affect the number of dwellings permitted. A land acquisition involving the submitter's
original privately owned right of way (approx. 9m) to be replaced with only a 7m, reducing their chances for any future subdivision
potential.

Point Number

3288

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 23.4.9 RD| (b) Subdivision creating Reserves to require consultation with neighbouring property owners directly affected by
planning and implementation of public owned reserves.

« The sharing of information between parties (council and owner(s)) can only improve the effectiveness on the operation of any public
reserves.

+ To be amended to also consult with affected property owners.

« To build relationships.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

3289

Retain Section 7.1 Protection of Historic Heritage and Notable Trees.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

328.10

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 8.1.2(b)(iv) Provision, use and development of public open space and reserves, to ensure the relevant style/type of fencing and
lighting is negotiated with neighbouring property owner(s).

« Historical reserve on the south boundary of the submitter's property - raises concerns for residents/ owners' safety.
« Currently, no information has been forwarded outlining plan and implementation pre-devel and post-dev:

Point Number

328.11

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

d Section 12.2 How to use and interpret the rules — Categories of Activities, pertaining to controlled activities to offer provisions to
property owners who are affected by multiple public developments.

AND
Amend Section 12.2 How to use and interpret the rules — Categories of Activities, specifically in relation to the ability for council to refuse to

grant a controlled activity subdivision if the provisions of s106 of the Resource Management Act apply, to ensure provisions are offered to
support property owners faced with unusual circumstances of multiple public developments.

« Both the historical reserve on the south boundary of the property (524B State Highway, Tamahere) and a four-lane highway on the west
boundary pose additional complications for a potential subdivision.

« A case-by-case scenario supports property owners faced with unusual circumstances of multiple public developments.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

329 Submitter: Richard Sun

The Coffee Club Te Rapa Service Centre

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

329.1

Retain the Residential Zone at the property owned by the Coffee Club Te Rapa Service Centre.

Perfect location to Horotiu School

Accessibility to employment surrounding Horotiu
Good vehicle access

Easy connection to river ride

River sided and improve environment.

.

Submitter Number: 330 Submitter: Andrew and Christine Gore
Point Number 330.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the activity status of subdivision to be controlled activities.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.
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Point Number 3302

y of Decision Req ed: Retain the provisions restoring and enhancing the gully systems throughout the Waikato Region.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3303

y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision, allowing an extra subdivision right to protect ecological areas and for the contiguous area to
be determined by an experienced and suitably qualified ecologist.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3304

y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to allow subdivision where a property is planted and creates an ecological area for the future.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3305

y of Decision R ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to require more consideration of the environment including lighting and noise.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.6

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section A Plan Overview and Strategic Directions.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3307

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.4.3 The Rural Environment.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3308

y of Decision Req d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.4.4 The Urban environment.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 3309

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.5.1 Compact urban development.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.10

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.5.2 Planning for urban growth and development.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.11

d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.5.3 Cross-boundary issues.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.12

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.5.4 Urban growth.
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Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.13

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.5.7 Natural Environment.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.14

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.5.7.1 Indigenous biodiversity.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.15

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.5.7.2 Landscape and natural character.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.16

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10 Integration of district plan with other plans and documents.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.17

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.1 The relationship with Council strategies and other documents.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.18

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.1.1 Waikato District Development Strategy 2015.
Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.19

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.1.2 Waikato District Economic Development Strategy 2015.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.20

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.1.3 The Long Term Plan.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.21

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.1.4 Annual Plan.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.22

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.1.5 Activity Management Plans and the 30-Year Infrastructure Strategy.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number 330.23
Summary of Decision Requested: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.1.6 Development Contributions Policy.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.24

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.2 The relationship with regional plans and documents.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.25

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.2.1 Waikato Regional Policy Statement 2016.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.26

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 10.2.2 Waikato Regional Plan.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.27

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.2.3 Waikato Region strategies and plans.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.28

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.2.4 Upper North Island Strategic Alliance.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.29

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.2.5 Future Proof Growth Strategy and Implementation Plan.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.30

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.2.6 The Waikato Plan.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.31

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.2.7 Regional Infrastructure Technical Specifications.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.32

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.3 The Relationship between district plans and other resource
management planning documents.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 33033
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d

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 10.3.1 Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA).
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.34

y of Decision Regq ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.3.2 Local Government Act 2002.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.35

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.3.3 National Policy Statements.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.36

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.10.3.4 National Environmental Standards.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.37

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.7 Settlement Acts/ Co-management/ Rivers - Vision and Strategies/ Joint
Management Agreement.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.38

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.7.1.2 - The River Settlement Acts.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 33039

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.7.2.7 Definition of Waikato River and its catchment area.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.40

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.7.3 Joint Management Agreements.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.41

S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.7.3.1 Waikato River Joint Management agreement (JMA) 2010.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.42

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.7.3.2 Joint Management Agreement (JMA) 2012.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 33043

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.7.3.3 Consultation.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number 330.44

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.9 Statutory Context and Framework.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.45

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section |.12 Strategic directions and objectives for the district.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.46

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section I.12.1 Strategic direction.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.47

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.12.2 Natural environment.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 33048

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.12.3 Built environment.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.49

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to I.12.4 Ease of movement.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.50

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.12.5 Community wellbeing.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.51

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.12.6 Employment and economic growth.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.52

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section I.12.7 Managing change.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.53

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section 1.12.8 Strategic objectives.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.54
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y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section B Objectives and Policies.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.55

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Chapter 2 Tangata Whenua.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.56

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Chapter 5 Rural Environment.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.57

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Policy 5.3.7 Reverse sensitivity effects.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.58

S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.59

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Policy 5.3.15 Noise and vibration.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.60

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Policy 5.6.15 Artificial outdoor lighting.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.61

y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Policy 5.6.16 Noise.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.62

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.1 Land Use - Activities.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.63

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.1.1 Prohibited Activities.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.64

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.1.2 Permitted Activities.

Decision Reasons:
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+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.65

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.1.3 Restricted Discretionary Activities.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.66

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.1.5 Discretionary Activities.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

330.67

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.1.5 Non-Complying Activities.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

330.68

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.1- Land Use- Activities and/or all rules sitting under Rule 23.1 Land Use-
Activities.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.69

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2 Land Use - Effects and/or all the rules sitting under Rule 23.2 Land Use -
Effects.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.70

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.1.2 Noise - Construction.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.71
S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.6 - Signs-General.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.72
S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3 Land Use - Building and/or all rules sitting under Rule 23.3 Land Use -
Building.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.73
S y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4 Subdivision and/or all rules sitting under Rule 23.4 Subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section C Rules.

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number 330.75

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.1 Noise.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.76

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.1.1 Noise - General.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.77

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.1.2 Noise - Frost Fans.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.78

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.1.3 Noise - Construction.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.79

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.2 - Glare and Artificial Light Spill.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.80

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.3 Earthworks.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 33081

d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.3.1 Earthworks - General.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.82

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.3.2 Earthworks - Maori Sites and Maori Areas of Significance.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.83

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.3.3 Earthworks - Significant Natural Areas.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.84

y of Decision Req d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.3.4 Earthworks - Within Landscape and Natural Character Areas.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.85

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.4 Hazardous substances.
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Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.86

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.5 Notable trees and/or all rules sitting under Rule 22.2.5 Notable trees.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.87

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.6 Signs and/or all rules sitting under Rule 22.2.6 Signs.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.88

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.7 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.89

y of Decision Regq ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.2.8- Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.90

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3 Land Use - Building.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 33091

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.8 Lakeside Comprehensive Subdivision Consent.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.92

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Chapter 23 Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.93

S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.1 Land Use - Activities, and all rules sitting under Rule 23.1.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.94

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2 Land Use - Effects.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.95

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.1 - Noise, and/or all rules under Rule 23.2.1.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.96

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.2 Glare and Artificial Light Spill.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.97

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.3 Earthworks, and/or all rules sitting under Rule 23.2.3.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.98
S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.4 Hazardous substances.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.99
S y of Decision Req d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.5 Notable Trees, and/or all rules sitting under 23.2.5.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.100
S y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.6.1 Signs - General.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.101

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.6 Signs - effects on traffic.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.102

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.7 Outdoor Storage.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.103

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.104

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.2.9 Indigenous vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.105

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3 Land Use - Building.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d
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330.106

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.1 Dwelling.
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Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.107

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.2 Minor dwelling.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.108

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.3 Buildings and structures in Landscape and Natural Character Areas.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.109

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.4 Height, and/or all rules sitting under Rule 23.3.4.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.110

y of Decision Regq ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.5 Daylight admission.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330111

d

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.6 Building coverage.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.112

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.7 Building setbacks and all other rules sitting under Rule 23.3.7.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.113

y of Decision Regq ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.8 Horotiu Noise Acoustic Area.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.114

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.3.9 Historic Heritage, and/or all rules sitting under Rule 23.3.9.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.115

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4 Subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.116

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.1 Prohibited subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

330.117

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.2 General Subdivision.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

330.118

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.3 Subdivision within identified areas.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

330.119

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.4 Title boundaries - natural hazard area, contaminated land, Significant
Amenity Landscape, notable trees, intensive farming activities, aggregate extractions areas.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

330.120

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.5 Site boundaries - Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, archaeological
sites, sites of significance to Maori.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

330.121

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.6 Subdivision of land containing heritage items.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

330.122

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.7 Subdivision - Road frontage.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

330.123

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.8 Subdivision- Building platform.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

330.124

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.9 Subdivision creating Reserves.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

330.125

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.10 Subdivision of land containing mapped off-road walkways.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

330.126

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.11 Subdivision of land containing all or part of an Environmental Protection
Area.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.127
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Summary of Decision Requested:

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 23.4.12 Esplanade reserves and esplanade strips.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

330.128

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Section E Designations.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

330.129

A

Decision Reasons:

d Section 5.1 The Rural Environment so that urban subdivision use and development is appropriate to circumstance, in particular for
properties such as the submitters’ at 295 Kay Road, Horsham Downs.

« The submitters’ property has been dislocated from rural land use by the Waikato expressway and Resolution Drive.
« Itis unreasonable to have an objective that limits urban subdivision in an area that is marked future urban.
« Landowners such as the submitters are penalised by development.

« Fragmentation by NZTA/Alliance road development and future demand by Hamilton City for Housing.

Point Number

330.130

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Section 5.2 Productive Versatility of Rural Resources to recognise that where the surrounding ecosystem has already been changed by
development that the best use forward is the option. This could include developments with best practice to prevent further deterioration of
those ecosystems,such as appropriate subdivision and appropriate productive rural activity.

« The health and wellbeing of the submitters land has already been compromised by the large-scale projects bordering the property.

« The natural ecosystem is already altered irreparably.

Point Number

330.131

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Section 5.3 Rural Character and Amenity to recognise properties where the continued operation of the rural environment as a
productive working environment is not possible so the landowners can develop their property.

« Itis not possible to recognise and protect our land as a productive working environment
« The submitters are fragmented from neighbouring land by NZTA roading

« The submitters are prevented from intensive agriculture by proposed future urban zoning

Point Number

330.132

A

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 5.3.4 Density of dwellings and buildings within the rural environment to allow urban development to take place in an amended
environment that preserves the rural character, by less intensive urbanisation.

« It must be addressed where property is a Future Urban Zone and has restrictions on rural amenity imposed by current development

Point Number

330.133

A bdivisi devel

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural , so that urban p can take place in the form of rural
development that does not have to regard the productive soils where the productive rural area is already compromised by development such as
large scale public works.

« In asituation such as the submitters', the rural land is no longer productive due to fragmentation out of their control.
« Rural subdivision should be able to take place without the clause protecting production.

Point Number

330.134

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 5.3.15 Noise and vibration to mitigate adverse effects of large-scale roading developed next to urbanisation at the source, and the
ecological management area must be considered in the mitigation as future proofing.

This policy does not go far enough.

The submitters’ property is a Future Urban Zone.

The submitters’ property is under the overlay of ecological area.

The NZTA/Alliance roading is not sufficiently noise mitigated in the mitigating plan for this type of development.

.

To plan an ecological area should have excellent noise management.

.

Lower noise is essential for the movement of any wildlife who rely on acoustic vibration. By allowing extensive roading into this
proposed ecological area, the ecosystem has been irreparably altered.

.

It is noted that noise being experienced currently in the proposed ecological area is unacceptable for an ecological management area.

.

All effort should be made to minimize any more effect into the environment by noise.
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« Noise policy needs to directly address the potential traffic noise effect from the unfinished road projects, and finished road projects to
ensure the basin area can be promoted as ecological.

+ Noise levels should be subject to tighter environmental control.

Point Number

330.135

A d Section 5.5 Hamilton’s Urban Expansion Area for those under the Rural Zone to be able to develop according to rural rules unless the

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

land is acquisitioned by Hamilton City Council. This is especially for the submitters’ property at 295 Kay Road RD I, Horsham Downs.

Land cannot be unreasonably protected for Hamilton urban development.

.

This is an unrealistic and unfair objective for small landholders such as the submitters’ who have been subjected to land fragmentation by
large-scale development.

.

As landowners of a small Land holding, 4ha, they should not have their land which is also a Rural Zone protected just for the Hamilton
urban expansion

In their situation, they cannot use the productive rural land due to fragmentation by large NZTA/ Alliance roading projects.

They should be able to use the land for appropriate rural use, such as a rural supporting business, e.g. veterinary clinic.

They should be able to develop a rurally sensitive subdivision.

They should not be put in a holding pattern by Hamilton urban expansion objectives.

They should be able to develop a Hamilton Country Living Zone such as 5.6 (Rural Environment - Country Living Zone).

Point Number

330.136

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Policy 5.6.15 Artificial outdoor lighting to control adverse effects of large project lighting and any other lighting in an ecological
management area with low light emission tolerance.

.

This policy does not go far enough

.

An ecological management area should be managing for environmentally sensitive lower light spill tolerance.

.

Dark sky area should be promoted

.

Specific mitigation policy should be in place for road lighting spill.

Permissible Lux light level should be lower.

If this is an ecological area then a dark sky area should be promoted. It is noted that there is no significant dark sky area in this central
area of the north island. It is also noted that light spill is being experienced currently in the proposed ecological area that is unacceptable
for an ecological management area.

The light spill should be strictly controlled. Lighting should be subject to tighter environmental control.

Point Number

330.137

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.2.2 Glare and Artificial Light Spill to specify the type of lighting to comply with low glare and low light spill
AND

Amend Rule 22.2.2 Glare and Artificial Light Spill to ensure that lighting into an ecological area will meet standards for dark sky.
AND

Amend Rule 22.2.2 Glare and Artificial Light Spill to lower lux standards.

This rule is not comprehensive enough

With an ecological management zone the rules around lighting to be more comprehensive.

The lux should be lower.

The mitigation measures should be stipulated.

Point Number

330.138

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.1 PRI Prohibited subdivision to not apply to land that is fragmented by projects the council supports, in particular by other
publicly driven projects such as expressway development.

.

The submitters are in a Rural Zone, and should be able to subdivide a rural subdivision and build a business that supports the Rural
Zone.

.

As a property owner that has been fragmented by NZTA/Alliance roading projects, the submitters are no longer able to produce off the
land.

As a property owner under a future Urban Zone, the submitters cannot intensively farm the land with agriculture.

The submitters are penalized because of development around them.

Their land is 4ha and is too small to be economic on its own. With all of the boundary constraints, they should be able to develop a
rural subdivision that meets ecological management and Waikato river basin management requirements.

They cannot be in a holding pattern of prohibited activity by either the Waikato District Council or the Hamilton City Council. They
own the land, the WDC and the HCC do not.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision R ed:

330.139
A d Rule 22.4.1.2 RD| General Subdivision to reflect rural values but supply some urban demand
AND

Add new clauses to Rule 22.4.1.2 RD| General Subdivision to allow for smaller rural lots that are developed ecologically.

AND
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Decision Reasons:

Amend Rule 22.4.1.2 RD| General Subdivision to require that subdivision should be ecological in management in order to retain a natural
environment.

« RDI (a) is not practical where properties are future Urban Zone and Rural Zones, and Hamilton basin zoned.

« As the area is future Urban Zoned, the development needs to be rurally sensitive but also urban pitched within the ecological
management.

Point Number

330.140

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d. A d Section 5.1 The Rural Environment so that it does have primacy over all other objectives as it is not suitable for all properties.

Objective 5.1.1 is not suitable for all properties in particular those such as the submitters’ property.

The submitters’ property has been dislocated from rural land use by the Waikato expressway and Resolution Drive.
It is unreasonable to have an objective that limits urban subdivision in an area that is marked future urban.
Landowners such as the submitters are penalised by development.

Fragmentation by NZTA/Alliance road development and future demand by Hamilton City for Housing.

.

.

Point Number

330.141

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d. A d the Proposed District Plan to allow small land holdings such as 4ha to be sensitivity developed as Country Living Zones, in particular
land that has been fragmented by publicly driven projects such as the expressway.

« The submitters are in a Rural Zone, and should be able to subdivide a rural subdivision and build a business that supports the Rural
Zone.

« Asa property owner that has been fragmented by NZTA/Alliance roading projects, the submitters are no longer able to produce off the
land.

« Asa property owner under a future Urban Zone, the submitters cannot intensively farm the land with agriculture.
« The submitters are penalized because of development around them.

« Their land is 4ha and is too small to be economic on its own. With all of the boundary constraints, they should be able to develop a
rural subdivision that meets ecological management and Waikato river basin management requirements.

« They cannot be in a holding pattern of prohibited activity by either the Waikato District Council or the Hamilton City Council. They
own the land, the WDC and the HCC do not.

Point Number

330.142

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed d Objective 5.1.1- The Rural Environment so that it does not limit urban subdivision in an area that is marked future urban.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.143

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Add a clause to Policy 5.3.15- Noise and Vibration addressing roading project noise.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.144

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d Rule 22.1.2 Permitted Activities, to include veterinary activities.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.145

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d Rule 22.1.2 Permitted Activities, to include agribusiness activities.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

330.146

Decision Reasons:

ed: d the rules to not prohibit subdivision in the Urban Expansion Policy Area.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.147

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.1 Number of dwellings within a lot.

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

d

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.148

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.2 Minor dwelling.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.149

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.3 Buildings and structures in Landscape and Natural Character Areas.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.150

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.4 Height, and/or all other rules sitting under Rule 22.3.4 Height.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.151

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.5 Daylight admission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.152

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.6 Building coverage.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.153

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.7 Building setbacks, and/or all other rules siting under Rule 22.3.7 Building
setbacks.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.154
S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.8 Heritage items, and/or all other rules sitting under Rule 22.3.8 Heritage
items.
Decision Reasons:
« No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.155
S y of Decision Req d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4 Subdivision.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.156
S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.157

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number
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d

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.1.3 Subdivision of Maori Freehold Land.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.159

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary relocation.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.160

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.1.5 Rural Hamlet Subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.161

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.162

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.1.7 Subdivision to create a reserve.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.163

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.2 Title boundaries - natural hazard area, contaminated land, Significant
Amenity Landscape, notable trees, intensive farming activities, aggregate extraction areas.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.164

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.3 Title boundaries - Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, Maori sites of
significance and Maori areas of significance.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.165

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.4 Subdivision - Road frontage.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.166

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.3.5 Subdivision within identified areas.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.167
S y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.6 Subdivision of land containing all or part of an Environmental Protection
Area.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.168

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.7 Esplanade reserves and esplanade strips.

Decision Reasons:
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« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.169

y of Decision Regq ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.8 Subdivision of land containing heritage items.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.170

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.4.9 Subdivision - Building platform.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.171

d

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.5 Specific Area- Agriculture Research Centres.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.172

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.5.1 Application of Rules.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.173

y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.5.2 Permitted Activities - Agricultural and Horticultural Research.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.174

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.5.3 Discretionary Activities - Agricultural and Horticultural Research.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.175

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.5.4 Building Height - within a Campus.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.176

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.5.5 Building Coverage - within a Campus.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.177

d

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6 Specific Area - Huntly Power Station- Coal and Ash Water.
Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.178

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.1 Application of Rules.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

S, y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.179

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.2 Permitted Activities - Huntly Power Station.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.180

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.3 Discretionary Activities - Huntly Power Station.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

330.181

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.4 Building Setback and Location - Huntly Power Station.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.182
S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.5 Building Height.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.183
S y of Decision Req d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.6 Coal stockpile height, setback and coverage.
Decision Reasons:
+ No reasons provided.
Point Number 330.184
S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.7 Ash disposal and transport of coal ash water.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.185

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.6.8 Energy corridor - transportation of minerals and substances.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.186

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.7 Specific Area - Whaanga Coast Development Areas.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

330.187

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.7.1 Application of Rules within a Whaanga Coast Development Area, and/or
all rules sitting under Rule 22.7.1.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

330.188

No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.7.2 Application of Rules outside a Whaanga Coast Development Area.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8 Lakeside Te Kauwhata Precinct.
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Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.190

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.1 Application of rules.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.191

S y of Decision R d. No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.2 Permitted Activities.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.192

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.3 Restricted Discretionary Activities.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.193

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.4 Discretionary Activities.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.194

S y of Decision R ed No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.5 Non-Complying Activities.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.195

d

y of Decision Req No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.6 Earthworks - General.
Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 330.196

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission refers to Rule 22.8.7 Subdivision Lakeside General.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number: 331 Submitter: Roderick MacRae

Point Number 3311

d

y of Decision Req Delete the Significant Natural Area from the property at 142 Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The area does not meet the definition of a Significant Natural Area and therefore should not be identified as a Significant Natural Area.
« There are some indigenous plants, however the majority of the plants are pests species including willow trees, gorse convolrulus,
Japanese honey suckle, blackberry etc.

Point Number 3312

y of Decision Req Delete the Walkway Cycleway Bridleway overlay from the property at 142 Woodcock Road, Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

« The proposed route is unsuitable. The gully floor is too boggy and the banks of the gully are soft sandy soil.
« Traffic via foot, cycle and horse would lead to significant damage and erosion of the area.

« There is evidence of erosion damage in the form of slips and slumps caused by the use of herbicides.

« The submitter is an avid cyclist and does not support this overlay.

« Concerns regarding privacy and security. Recent tampering of the Allan Turner walkway is an example.
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Submitter Number:

332 Submitter: Gwyneth & Barrie Smith

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

3321

Retain Policy 3.2.8 Incentivise subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND
Add a new clause to Policy 3.2.8 Incentivise subdivision, as follows:

(b)_Incentivise subdivision in the Rural Zone when there is the enhancement and/or restoration of biodiversity, legal and physical protection of areas that are
of_a suitable size and meet the Criteria for Determining Significance of Indigenous Biodiversity.

Support incentivising the protection of existing biodiversity with the ability to subdivide subject to meeting certain criteria.

Policy 3.2.8 should be expanded to include provision for the enhancement and/or restoration of areas, when once restored, would be a
suitable size and quality to achieve a functioning ecosystem. Appendix 2 of the Proposed District Plan could provide a basis for assessing
the eligibility of these areas.

Incentivising restoration is in line with the Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River.

Point Number

3322

S y of Decision R ed: Retain Objective 5.1.1 The rural environment.
Decision Reasons:

« Protecting high class soils from adverse effects of inappropriate use and development that may impact their life supporting capacity is of
national importance, and this is now being recognized with a National Policy Statement for Versatile Land and High Class Soils under
consideration.

« Urban subdivision of rural production land may undermine the integrated development of identified townships and expansion areas.

« Support the strength of wording in this objective and agree that urban development within the Rural Environment is an outcome that
should be avoided.

Point Number 3323
S of Decision R d: Retain Objective 5.2.1 Rural resources, except for the amendment sought below
Y d P gl
AND
Amend Objective 5.2.1 Rural resources as follows:
(a) Maintain or enhance the:
(i) Inherent life-supporting capacity,_accessibility and versatility of soils, in particular high class soils;
Decision Reasons:

« Support maintaining and enhancing the life-supporting capacity and versatility of soils. Accessibility to versatile land is also a key
consideration in managing this resource.

« Support the enhancement and/or restoration of natural ecosystems, surface and ground water quality, and the natural characteristics of
fresh waterbodies and coastal waters. A method of enhancement should be incentivising the stock exclusion, restoration of biodiversity,
and protection of waterways through rural subdivision.

« Providing for conservation lot subdivision via enhancement and/or restoration would enable this policy.

Point Number 3324
y of Decision R ed: Retain Policy 5.2.2 High class soils.
Decision Reasons:
« Support retaining high class soils and ensuring adverse effects do not compromise the life supporting properties of high class soils.
Point Number 3325
S y of Decision R d. Retain Policy 5.2.3 Effects of subdivision and development on soils, except for the amendment sought below
AND
Amend Policy 5.2.3 Effects of subdivision and development on soils as follows:
(b) Subdivision which provides a range of lifestyle options is directed away from high class soils and/or where indigenous biodiversity is being protected,
enhanced, andlor restored (with plantings).
Decision Reasons:

« Support incentivising the protection, enhancement and/or restoration of biodiversity values, however this policy only provides for
subdivision where existing indigenous biodiversity is being protected. There are a number of waterways and wetlands in the Rural Zone
that would benefit from stock exclusion, enhancement and/or restoration.

« The cost of restoration is approximately $45,000 + GST per ha and subdivision offers an incentive for landowners to undertake
restoration works which they would be unlikely to do without a financial offset.

« This policy will support the protection/restoration outcomes sought in Policy 5.2.1(a)(ii) and the enhancement outcome sought in Policy
3.1.2

« The Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River seeks restoration of health and wellbeing of the Waikato River Catchment. The
incentives offered in this policy will contribute to the achievement of the objectives of the Vision and Strategy.

Point Number 3326
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Objective 5.3.1 Rural character and amenity, except for the amendment sought below

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

AND
Amend Objective 5.3.1 Rural character and amenity, as follows:

(a) Rural character and amenity are maintained while recognising the localised character of different parts of the District.

+ Need to recognise the variation of what defines rural character and amenity across the district.
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The district encompasses a variety of landscapes and activities, including coastal areas,hill country which comprise of large landholdings
and pastoral uses and smaller landholdings.

Consideration of rural character should take into account the unique variables of the locality including land holding pattern, built form,
landuse activities, vegetation and geomorphology.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3327

Retain Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision as follows:

(b) Ensure develop does not compromise the predomir open space, character and amenity of rural areas.

(d) Rural hamlet subdivision and boundary relocations ensure the following:
(i) Protection of rural land for productive purposes;

(ii) Maintenance of the localised rural character and amenity of the surrounding rural environment;

(i) Minimisation of cumulative effects.

(e) Subdivision, use and development opportunities ensure that localised rural character and amenity values are maintained.

Policy 5.3.8(b) duplicates Policies 5.3.8(d)(ii) and 5.3.8(e), which both seek to ensure that rural character and amenity are maintained.
Not all rural areas comprise open space character and amenity.

The district's rural character varies in nature and comprises landscapes, landforms and structures. There are also areas of active and

dynamic primary production rather than benign landscapes.

Rural landscapes can be visually altered by structures and buildings, however these are important components of primary production
activities and form part of the rural environment.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3328

Retain the definition of Significant Natural Area in Chapter |3: Definitions, except for the amendment sought below
AND

Amend the definition of Significant Natural Area in Chapter |3: Definitions as follows:

Means an area of significant indigenous biodiversity that is identified as a Significant Natural Area on the planning maps: or has been assessed as meeting

« The definition needs to be expanded to include areas that have been assessed by a suitably qualified Ecologist as meeting one more of
the criteria in Appendix 2 of the Proposed District Plan. This would align with the wording of the Conservation Lot Subdivision
provisions which allow for subdivision where an Significant Natural Area is identified as being protected or meets the criteria for
determining significance of indigenous biodiversity.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed

3329

A d Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision, to change the activity status for PRI, PR2, PR3 and PR4 from prohibited to non-complying

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend all references to "lot" with the term "Record of Title".

.

With regards to PR2 and PR3, there may be circumstances where the subdivision of high class soils has overall positive effects that can
be supported by the objectives and policies. However, it is fanciful to think that every subdivision on high class soil would result in a
significant adverse effect on the environment.

There are circumstances where it may be unavoidable to create an additional record of title.

The rule relies on the definition of 'high class soils' within the Proposed District Plan and may not be versatile due to a range of factors
identified through case law.

It is unreasonable to prohibit the creation of lots that accommodate existing and well-established rural activities and it is appropriate for
these to be subdivided from other rural activities on the site.

There may be circumstances where subdivision enables more significant opportunities for economic well being and the efficient and
effective operation of the activity.

Commercial reasons may necessitate subdivision including the desire to sell or lease the business, rather than having no other option
but to dispose of the entire property or invest more capital

Prohibited activity status prevents opportunities for subdivision where there is a significant capital investments and the intensive rural
activity will continue to be commercially viable and sustainably following is subdivision. .

« PR4 unreasonably restricts the subdivision potential over and above what is necessary to avoid undermining the intent of the rule under
which these records of title were created. While subdividing lots amalgamated under section 22b of the Franklin Section require more
attention, this should merit a non-comply activity status only.

The objectives and policies of the Proposed District Plan should be sufficiently strong to ensure that the subdivision of land with high
class soils is protected from inappropriate subdivision and development.

The change in terms from "lot" to "record of title" is necessary to capture multiple lots and hold them in one Record of Title. e.g. roads
or streams bisecting land.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

332.10

Retain Rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary relocation, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.4 Boundary Relocation as follows:

RDI

(a) The boundary relocation must:

(i) Relocate a common boundary or boundaries between two or more existing Records of Title or consented lots that existed prior to 18 July 2018;

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:

(v)_effects on high class soils, farm management and productivity.
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Decision Reasons:

.

.

Support the inclusion of boundary relocation provisions and flexibility to allow large rural landholdings to provide a logical lot
arrangement that supports farming activities.

Boundary relocations typically result in positive effects through the enhancement of the farming system and allows for the relocation of
house sites to favourable locations.

Seek that provision be made for the relocation of the boundaries of adjacent consented lots and records of title held in common
ownership as per the Frankline section of the Operative District Plan.

Consider the retention of the date, 18 July 2018 is appropriate and will allow for scrutiny of those records of title and consented lots
created under the Transferable and Environmental Lot rules of the previous sections of the district plan.

Consider it appropriate to include a matter of discretion to acknowledge the effects on high class soils, farm management and
productivity in combination with the objectives and policies within Chapter 5 to provide a robust framework to ensure adverse effects
on high class soils are avoided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

33211

Retain Appendix 2.

Support the inclusion of the Criteria for Determining Significance of Indigenous Biodiversity.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

332.12

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(i)-(iii) General subdivision.

.

Support the inclusion of the general subdivision rules.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

33213

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision to include a discretionary activity rule as follows:

DI

(a)_General subdivision around an existing dwelling and associated curtilage that does not comply with Rule 22.4.1.2(iv) RDI.

.

.

The creation of an additional vacant lot between 8,000m2 and |.6ha is supported.

Creating a child lot around an existing dwelling, where a curtilage and farming regime is established will provide flexibility in lot size to
ensure that farming can continue. It ensures practical locaiton of boundaries.

A discretionary rule should also be provided for lots less than 8,000m2 and greater than |.6ha where they contain an existing dwelling.
There may be site specific factors that create a unique situation that is conducive to the the proposed lot size whilst achieving the
objectives and policies.

The creation of lots that accommodate existing and well-established rural activities with a viable, sustainable and permanent nature can
be appropriately subdivided from other other activities on the site should be provided for.

Lots greater than |.6ha may need an assessment on productive potential of the land.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

332.14

Delete Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General subdivision

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.2(b)(vi) General subdivision as follows:

RDI

(a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:

) Land hich-ck 1 d d-by-a-Land-U: beabilityA d-b itabh lified-b ) .+ b dwithin-th
f g t Y P Prep Y y-quaiesp
beundaries-of-only-twelot foll
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A lot +-contail ini £00% of tha hish ¢l idand
- g 7 3 g
B_the-othertot tain-tb-to-20%oF hish-ck i
d r P g d

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:

(vi)_Effects on rural productivity and ion of high class soils.

.

.

.

There is no analysis of this rule in the section 32 report regarding relevance or practicality.

Agree with the intent to design subdivision to avoid the fragmentation of high class soils.

The strict 80/20 requirement of this rule may not result in the best layout, design or farming outcome for the site.

The objectives and policies given primacy to the protection of high class soils. The submitter would like to see the matters relating to
the retention of high class soils and maintenance of productivity/farming systems be addressed as a matter of discretion. The objectives
and policies with the matters of discretion will be strong enough to avoid adverse outcomes on high class soils.

The 80/20 split will result in the necessary inclusion of Landuse Capability Reporting with every subdivision application under the
general provisions and this will become an additional compliance cost and box ticking exercise for Council.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision R ed:

332.15

Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision as follows:
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Decision Reasons:

RDI
(a) The subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:
(i) The lot must contain:

A. a contiguous area of existing Significant Natural Area either as shown on the planning maps or as determined by an experienced and suitably qualified
ecologist which meets; or

B. a conti area, to be enhanced and/or restored;

in accordance with the table below:

(ii) The area of Significant Natural Area, or area to be enhanced andlor restored, is assessed by a suitably qualified person as satisfying at least one criteria in
Appendix 2 (Criteria for D ining Significance of Indi Biodiversity);

(iii) The Significant Natural Area or area to be restored is not already subject to F £ to-thef Act 1977 or the Q1
G # : legal protection.

(iv) The subdivision proposes to legally protect all areas of Significant Natural Area or area to be restored by-way-of- i P to-th
R Act1977 o the-Or Elizabeth-Natural-TrustAct

(v) An ecological management plan is prepared to address the ongoing management of the eevenent protected area to ensure that the Significant-Natural
Area area to be protected is a self-sustaining and that plan:

A. Addresses fencing requirement for the eevenant protected area;

B. Addresses ongoing pest plan and animal control;

C. Identifies any enhancement andlor restoration e~edge planting required within the eevenant area to be protected.

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:

(i) Subdivision layout and proximity of building pl to Signifi Natural-Area the area to be protected;

(ii) Matters contained in an ecological plan for the protected area;

(iii) Effects of the subdivision on localised rural character and amenity values;

(iv) Extent of earthworks including earthworks for the location of building platform and access ways;

.

Support the incentivisation of legally and physically protecting Significant Natural Areas and other areas of existing biodiversity.

There is no provision for ecological enhancement and/or restoration in the Conservation Lot Rule. The Proposed District Plan should
be enabling or improving both biodiversity and water quality within the Waikato Catchment and incentivising/restoring areas that meet
one or more criteria outlined in Appendix 2.

Incentivising through subdivision would assist in offsetting the cost of enhancing and restoring.

Seeks the inclusion of provisions that enable ecological enhancement and/or restoration of appropriate areas to be included in the
Conservation Lot Subdivision rules. This includes appropriate features as noted in Appendix 2 of the Proposed District Plan or areas
identified as Significant Natural Areas that do not meet the minimum size requirements for subdivision without additional enhancement
and/or restoration planting. Minimum areas for enhancement should be in accordance with rule 22.4.1.6.

This rule requires legal protection only, suggest leaving the mechanism of protection to the discretion of Council when assessing the
application.

Flexibility for lot size around an existing dwelling avoids unneccessary fragmentation of productive farming land and could be addressed
as a matter of discretion.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

332.16

Retain Rule 22.4.1.5 Rural Hamlet Subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.5 Rural Hamlet Subdivision to allow relocation of consented lots to allow clustering of General lots in a hamlet and reduce
lot size requirements as follows:

RDI

(a) Subdivision to create a Rural Hamlet must comply with all of the following conditions:
(i) it results in 3 to 5 proposed lots being clustered together;

(ii) All existing Records of Title and/or consented lots form one continuous landholding;
(iii) Each proposed lot has a maximum area of 85,000m2;

(iv) Each proposed lot has a maximum area of 1.60ha;

(v) The proposed balance lot has a minimum area of 20ha; and

(vi) It does not create any additional lots beyond the number of existing Records of Title.
(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:

(i) subdivision layout and design including dir ion, shape and ori ion of the proposed lots and specified building_areas;

(ii) effects on rural character and amenity values;

(iii) effects on landscape values;

(iv) potential for reverse sensitivity effects;

(v) extent of earthworks including earthworks for the location of building platforms and access ways:;

(vi)_effects on rural productivity and ion of high class soils.

.

Support the hamlet subdivision within the Rural Zone. Well-designed rural hamlets will result in benefits such as shared infrastructure,
improved and enhanced farming systems, housing and lifestyle choices.

Seek the inclusion of consented lots in the hamlet provisions. This would have positive outcomes through the provision of shared
infrastructure and enhancement of production systems, and would limit the wider dispersal of lots.

The purpose of rural hamlets is to allow for compact design within a rural setting. Dwellings within a hamlet borrow their rural
character and amenity from adjoining rural land. The hamlet provisions should ensure that a response to the landscape context is more
important than meeting performance standards relating to lot size etc.

Smaller lot sizes would visually result in a more compact development.

.
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Submitter Number:

333 Submitter: Russell Grey

Point Number

333.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 24.3.5 P2 Building Coverage, reducing the provision from 20% to 15%.
Decision Reasons:
+ Ona 5000m2 20% site coverage allows 600m2 of building ground floor area which is excessive.
« Most new dwellings are 250m2-350m?2 in size with a shed of 100m?2 totaling 450m2/15% which is ample for small sites.
« More building area will lead to greater pressure on storm water runoff and local waterways, and ultimately the Waipa River.
Point Number 3332
S y of Decision Regq ed: A d Rule 24.3.6.1 PI(i) Building setbacks- All boundaries so that a setback from a road at 3m is the same as a setback from an indicative road
of I3m.
Decision Reasons:
« Appears to be an anomaly around the setbacks.
« Alarge Te Kowhai property is to be rezoned 'Village," allowing building setbacks to be 3m from a local rural road (Woolrich Road) with
a 5.5m width, impacting on its rural nature, whilst any setback from indicative roads within the proposed development would be |3m.
Point Number 3333
S y of Decision R ed A d Rule 24.3.6.1 P (iii) and (iv)-Building setbacks- All boundaries to be a minimum of 3m.
Decision Reasons:
« Appears to be an anomaly around the setbacks.
Point Number 3334
S y of Decision Req d. No specific decision sought, but submission considers Horotiu Road should be the main vehicle access to 702 Horotiu Road, Te Kowhai.
Decision Reasons:
« Horotiu Road is classified as an Arterial Road, whereas Woolrich Road is a local road and thus the main access for the property.
« Horotiu Road provides excellent linkage through to Limmer Road and SH39 and is fully road marked.
+ Woolrich Road has a sealed width of 5.5m with limited road markings and two sharp corners.
« Submitter notes an increase in traffic flow resulting from more dwelling constructions on Woolrich, Bedford, Richards and Collie Road,
all utilizing Woolrich Road for SH39 access.
« There is still a number of vacant blocks yet to be developed which will lead to increased traffic.
« Potential for additional blocks to be developed within 702 Horotiu Road would exacerbate traffic problem by using Woolrich Road for
access.
+ Recommend no vehicle access from Woolrich Road for 702 Horotiu Road for safety reasons.
« Rule 14.12.5.1 requires the minimum sealed width for a road within such a development is 8m, greater than Woolrich Road's width.
Submitter Number: 335 Submitter: Willemien Wennekers
Point Number 335.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to include a Special/Specific Zone for Kimihia Lakes in accordance with the relevant relief sought by
Submission #584 Louise Feathers Planning.
AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:
« Submission strongly supports submission #584 and its relief sought around the Kimihia Lakes zone.
+ The closed Huntly Mine was purchased with a vision for developing such land as a recreation and events park.
« Scale of vision is vast enabling a regionally significant tourist attraction, as well as a facility for the Huntly community.
Point Number 3352
S y of Decision Req ed: Add a new zone titled 'Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone' to the planning maps.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

AND

Amend the zoning of the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Section 3 SO 482553, Lot | DPS 20619, Section | SO Plan 60522, Allotment
740 Parish of Taupiri, Allot 857 Parish of Taupiri and Allotment 6 Paris of Taupiri from Rural Zone to the proposed Kimihia Lakes Recreation and
Events Zone (see table 6.] within the submission for details).

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
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.

The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognised that overlays are in relation to significant tracts of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no longer desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

Excludes the existing Lake Kimihia which is owned and managed by the Department of Conservation.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

3353

Add a new section 9.5 Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone within Chapter 9 Specific Zones containing objectives and policies specifically
catering for the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, as set out in section 4.2.2 of submission 584.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognized that overlays are in relation to significant tracks of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no linger desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

.

.

Point Number

3354

S y of Decision Req ed Add a new definition for "Ancillary Buildings (Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park)" to Chapter 13 Definitions as follows:
Means a supporting building that is subordinate and incidental to a permitted activity undertaken in the Park, including storage units, administration and
ablution facilities and clubrooms.
AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:
« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.
Point Number 3355
S y of Decision Req ed Add a new definition for "Commercial Node Areas" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Decision Reasons:

Means those specified areas identified on Zone Maps in the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone as 'Commercial Node Areas'

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

335.6

Add a definition for "Community Activities and Facilities (Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Event Park)" to Chapter |3 as follows:

Means in the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, land or building used for community, activities, generally. d on a not-for-profit basis, and

includes buildings for educational purposes, ¢ functions and public toilets or public rooms.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3357

Add a definition for "Operational Facilities" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means the construction and use of facilities and/or infrastructure to assist in the day to day operation of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Parks,
including but not limited to car parking, internal access; ticketing offices, storage and maintenance sheds, and helipads.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

3358

Add a new definition for "Outdoor Education” to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Means in the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, land or buildings used for the formal or informal education or training and includes (but is not
limited to)_confidence courses.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
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Decision Reasons:

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

3359

Add a new definition for "Outdoor Pursuits" to Chapter |3 as follows:

Means moving across land by non-powered means for example biking, orienteering, tramping, and horse trekking,

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

335.10

Add clause (b) to Activity-specific conditions 14.12.1.8 relating to P8 off-road pedestrian and cycle facilities, as follows:

(b)_In the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone there shall be no activity specific conditions.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

335.11

No specific decision sought, but the submission notes that the of the Regional Infrastructural Specifications (RITS) and the Waikato Regional
Council Regional Plan will be the relevant documents for some developments in the park.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

335.12

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Allotment 746 Parish of Taupiri, Lot 20 DP 347582, Lot 21 DP 347582,
Allotment 777 Parish of Taupiri and Lot 23A Section 463 Parish of Taupiri from Rural Zone to Residential Zone (see table 6.1 of the submission
for further details).

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« This area is located abutting existing Residential Zoned land and so forms a contiguous residential tract, ensuring services and
infrastructure can easily be extended to the new residential area.

« Tunnel mining was undertaken west of the site and under the Huntly township including State Highway I, Schools, the Power Station,
the Waikato River and Riverine Lakes but no tunnel mining was undertaken at the Huntly East Mine. Subsidence as a result of mining
would not occur in this location. Residential use of the land is therefore not subject to that risk.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

335.13

Retain the Residential Zone on the parcels of land with the legal descriptions Lot 18 DP 347582, Lot |9 DP 347582, Sec 3 SO Plan 400374,
Allot 515 Parish of Taupiri and Allot 789 Parish of Taupiri (see table 6.1 of the submission for further details).

« Tunnel mining was undertaken west of the site and under the Huntly township including SH1, schools, the Power Station , the Waikato
River and Riverine lakes but no tunnel mining was undertaken at the Huntly East Mine. Subsidence as a result of mining, would not occur
in this location. Residential use of the land is therefore not subject to that risk.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req ed:

335.14

Add a definition for "Recreation Activity and Facilities™ to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

and shall include such activities on or in water or land, or in the air and includes but is not limited to:

.

Recreational events and activities
Walking, running and cycling tracks
Training or education

Club Days and practice activities
Organised Events and festivals
Concerts

Multi sport and off road running events
Qutdoor skate parks and playgrounds
Informal Recreation

Tourism related activities

Qutdoor Pursuits

.

.

.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.
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Point Number

335.15

s y of Decision R

ed Add a new Chapter 29 to Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone that contains rules for the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, as

Decision Reasons:

outlined within section 4.2.4 of submission 584.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

There is currently no zone/provisions within the Proposed District Plan that provide for a land use such as the Propose Kimihia Lakes
Recreation and Events Park. Neither do the provisions contained within the existing zones be able to be relied on to establish the park.
The District Plan provides for these ‘out-of-box’ developments through the creation of purpose-written zones (e.g. Hampton Downs
Motorsport Park Zone). A comparison can be made between these sites and the Recreation and Events Park.

Relying on resource consent creates uncertainty and may result on going costs and time delays and is deemed an uneconomic option.
A specific overlay is not appropriate. It is recognised that overlays are in relation to significant tracts of land covering various zones
(SNA etc).

Waikato District Council no longer desire the use of site specific schedules within the district plan.

The adoption of specific zoning is appropriate and will achieve the sought outcome.

.

Point Number

335.16

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d. A d Rule 14.12.1 Activity specific conditions 14.12.1.1(1)(e) relating to P| vehicle access for all activities as follows:

(1) All activities must comply with the following vehicle access conditions:

(e) On a site with legal access to two roads, the activity only accesses the road with the lower classification in the road hierarchy in Tables 14.12.5.5 and

14.2.5.6 (where the roads have the same classification, access is only to the road with the lower average daily traffic except in the Kimihia Lakes

Recreation and Events Zone where this rules does not apply;

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

335.17

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

Add a new clause (2) to Activity-specific conditions 14.12.1.2 relating to P2 on site parking and loading, as follows:
(1) All activities must comply with the following...

(2)_In the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone the above standards do not apply providing that:

exceeds 1500 car parks, then the y_alternative on-site parking shall be provided.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Point Number

335.18

Add clause (j) to Activity-specific condition 14.12.1.4(1) Permitted Activities relating to P4 traffic generation, as follows:

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

(1) Any activity must comply with the following traffic generation conditions:

(j)_Within the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Zone, there shall be no maximum traffic generation provided that:

a) A certified Traffic M Plan (which shall include, but is not limited to, the isions of_a wide area )_shall be in place and imple

q

for all activities. The Traffic M Plan shall:

i)_Provide for the supervision and control of patrons entering_and exiting_the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park, and the transportation of patrons to
and from the Park;

iv) Provide for monitoring_and reporting_on the number of vehicle movements for all activities and events;

v)_Include protocols for undertaking reviews of the Traffic Management Plan by an Implementation Monitoring Committee consisting_of the New Zealand
Police, the Council and the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events Park operator

vi) Be reviewed, certified and endorsed by Council,_by (date) of each year.

b)_For any activity or event, or combination of activities and events where there is likely to be in excess of 5,000 people, the operator of the park shall advise
the Council a minimum of_10 working days before the activity and event occurs of the details of the activity and event and the relevant provisions of the
Traffic M Plan that are to be imple d.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New provisions are required to support the establishment of a zone to enable development of the Kimihia Lakes Recreation and Events
Zone.

Submitter Number:

337 Submitter: Michelle Byers
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Point Number 337.1

S y of Decision R ed: A d the zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata, to retain the Operative District Plan Zoning of Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« Submitter doesn't want any intensive development on 102 Travers Road.
« Subject property is unsuitable for intensive development due to flooding.
« Concerned about the impact on the adjoining rural property which is a working orchard and has stock.

Submitter Number: 338 Submitter: John Van der Star
Organisation: Five Star Gardens Limited

Point Number 338.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at 102 Travers Road, Te Kauwhata, to retain the Operative Plan Zoning of Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« Submitter doesn't want any intensive development at 102 Travers Road.
« Property is unsuitable for intensive development due to land being subject to flooding.
« Concerned about the impact on the adjoining rural property which is a working orchard and has stock.

Submitter Number: 339 Submitter: Leah Forbes-Oakes
Point Number 339.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Add a Special Character Zone to Raglan.

Decision Reasons:

Submitter is concerned that Raglan's special character is being eroded, which needs better protection.

Submitter recommends the Special Character Area focus on the following: Diverse buildings and diverse people, relaxed, no multi-story
buildings, enabling individual expression, pedestrian and bike friendly, water views, human scale buildings and wild coast.

Need more controls on how much of the town is being turned into permanent holiday accommodation. e.g. Airbnb.

Point Number 3392

y of Decision Req ed: A d the proposed District Plan so that any building not complying with the District Plan in Raglan will be publicly notified.

Decision Reasons:

+ Need more controls on how much of the town is being turned into permanent holiday accommodation. e.g. Airbnb.
« Submitter is concerned that Raglan's special character is being eroded, which needs better protection.

Submitter Number: 340 Submitter: Stuart Jefferis

Organisation: Ruakiwi Graziers Ltd

Point Number 340.1

S y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however submission states the Maaori Sites of Significance S13/119 and SI13/141 on Jefferis Road are unconfirmed.

Decision Reasons:

« Sites on property are not confirmed as Maori Sites.
« Aerial Photos do not confirm sites SI3/119, SI13/141.

Point Number 340.2

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission states that the Significant Natural Area identified on the property at Jefferis Road, Waerenga is
not significant to Council.

Decision Reasons:

.

Sites were identified prior to 2008, however under the Public Works Act Transpower removed a significant area of mature native trees
so new pylons could be erected.

Submitter has protected the trees for close to 145 years, yet they can be removed with a 'stroke of a pen.'

Mature strands of trees are significant to the submitter's family.

Point Number 3403

y of Decision Req ed No specific decision sought, however submission opposes Rule 22.2.3.3 Earthworks - Significant Natural Area and Rule 22.2.3.2 Earthworks -
Maori Sites and Areas of Significance.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number: 341 Submitter: Brian Croad
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Organisation:

Tainui Group Holdings Limited

Point Number

3411

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d zoning of Sections 8 and 9 SO 483544, held in CT SA53C/665 (located on the north-west corner of Ruakura Road and Davidson Road)
from Rural Zone to a new Ruakura Industrial Zone (the extent of this land is shown in Appendix A to the submission). Details of the new zone
are outlined in other submission points.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.

TGHLU:s largest investment is the current development of the Ruakura inland port and its associated logistics, industrial, commercial,
education, research, retail and residential areas.

The process in terms of re-zoning, consenting and now developing the Ruakura area has been long and complex, and has included the
preparation of a comprehensive plan change and structure plan and a subsequent Board of Inquiry.

TGHL is now in the process of working with a range of local and internationally based operators to confirm site leases at Ruakura, with
some initial enabling works completed on-site.

Based on these experiences to date, TGHL have a strong understanding of the current demand for developable land of this nature
within the Waikato region and the wider country.

Ruakura is identified as a Strategic Industrial Node within the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (the RPS), with an allocation of 405 ha
of gross developable industrial land to be provided between 2010 and 2061 as directed by Future Proof.

Further constraining the ability to deliver on industrial land demand is the continuation of high population growth occurring within the
Waikato region.

The National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity (the NPSUDC) requires that high-growth urban areas; of which
Waikato District Council is part of the high-growth Hamilton urban area, produce a future development strategy to demonstrate there
will be sufficient, feasible development capacity in the medium (3-10 years) and long term (10-30 years).

TGHL note that three of the Special Housing Areas currently approved by Hamilton City Council involves the proposed usage of
existing industrially zoned land for residential housing purposes.

The Phase 2 review of Future Proof Strategy Update, which is currently being undertaken and is proposed to be released in early 2019,
is expected to recalibrate the RPS’s existing land allocation assumptions and requirements based on the implications of the NPS-UDC.

.

.

.

.

A new Ruakura Industrial Zone, aligned with the existing Ruakura Logistics and Ruakura Industrial Park zones within the HCC ODRP is
the most appropriate way to enable for the types of activities that will occur within this area.

The land is essentially contiguous with the existing Ruakura Logistics and Ruakura Industrial Park zones in the HCC ODP.

The land is located in immediate proximity to the WEX, thereby having direct access via the future Ruakura interchange, as well as the
East Coast Main Trunk rail line. This integration with key infrastructure aligns with the strategic objectives of the RPS.

Market response on the current offering at Ruakura has shown strong a demand for large logistics and industrial footprints.

Undertaking the re-zoning as part of the Proposed Plan provides efficiencies for Waikato District Council, TGHL and all relevant
stakeholders; minimising the significant costs and procedures that would be associated with a separate plan change process.

The future expansion of Ruakura will help support and strengthen the growth of the district’s industry, which is consistent with Waikato
District Council’s economic growth of industry objective.

.

The Ruakura development, in being heard by a Board of Inquiry, has previously been assessed as being of national significance.

.

Providing for a longer-term expansion of TGHLs operations at Ruakura aligns not only with TGHL's intergenerational investment
approach but also will help address future demand for developable land of this nature.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3412

Add a new Ruakura Industrial Zone as follows:

Add a new set of objectives and policies to Section 9 Specific Zones as Section 9.5 for Ruakura Industrial Zone and that these be based on the
existing objectives and policies for the Ruakura Logistics and Ruakura Industrial Park zones contained within Sections 10.2 and 11.2 of the
Operative Hamilton City District Plan.

AND

Add a set of rules to Chapter 29 Appendices that give effect to the requested objectives and policies for Ruakura Industrial Zone based on
existing objectives and policies for the Ruakura Logistics and Ruakura Industrial Park Zones contained within Sections 10.2 and 1.2 of the
Operative Hamilton City District Plan.

AND

Add any consequential amendments and refinements to the Proposed District Plan as appropriate in order to allow a new Ruakura Industrial
Zone to apply at Tainui Group Holdings Ltd land in Ruakura.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.

TGHL:s largest investment is the current development of the Ruakura inland port and its associated logistics, industrial, commercial,
education, research, retail and residential areas.

The process in terms of re-zoning, consenting and now developing the Ruakura area has been long and complex, and has included the
preparation of a comprehensive plan change and structure plan and a subsequent Board of Inquiry.

TGHL is now in the process of working with a range of local and internationally based operators to confirm site leases at Ruakura, with
some initial enabling works completed on-site.

Based on these experiences to date, TGHL have a strong understanding of the current demand for developable land of this nature
within the Waikato region and the wider country.

Ruakura is identified as a Strategic Industrial Node within the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (the RPS), with an allocation of 405 ha
of gross developable industrial land to be provided between 2010 and 2061 as directed by Future Proof.

Further constraining the ability to deliver on industrial land demand is the continuation of high population growth occurring within the
Waikato region.

The National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity (the NPSUDC) came into effect in December 2016 and requires that
high-growth urban areas; of which Waikato District Council is part of the high-growth Hamilton urban area, produce a future
development strategy to demonstrate there will be sufficient, feasible development capacity in the medium (3-10 years) and long term
(10-30 years).

The Phase 2 review of Future Proof Strategy Update, which is currently being undertaken and is proposed to be released in early 2019,
is expected to recalibrate the RPS’s existing land allocation assumptions and requirements based on the implications of the NPS-UDC.
Al these factors contribute to the need for long-term, strategic planning to ensure the future demand for industrial land is provided for.
A new Ruakura Industrial Zone, aligned with the existing Ruakura Logistics and Ruakura Industrial Park zones within the HCC ODP, is
the most appropriate way to enable for the types of activities that will occur within this area.

The Ruakura development, in being heard by a Board of Inquiry, has previously been assessed as being of national significance.

Providing for a longer-term expansion of TGHLs operations at Ruakura aligns not only with TGHL's intergenerational investment
approach but also will help address future demand for developable land of this nature.

.

.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3413

Retain Rule 22.1.2 P6 Permitted Activities for Afforestation not in an Outstanding Landscape Area.

TGHL supports the provision of these activities in the Rural Zone as a permitted activity subject to meeting all the relevant Rural Zone
effect and building conditions.
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+ TGHL own and manage a number farming and forestry operations throughout the Waikato District. In enabling farming and forestry
activities within the Rural Zone the importance of these primary industries to the economic wellbeing of the Waikato District, wider
region and country is appropriately provided for.

Retain the ‘activity based’ structure of the Proposed Plan whereby activity tables establish the status of the activities provided for in a
zone.

This approach has also reduced the replication of the numerous conditions/performance standards within each zone chapter of the
Proposed Plan, compared to the Operative Plan, and has consequently improved readability and provided greater certainty.

Point Number

3414

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d the numbering of Rule 22.1.5 Discretionary Activities to Rule 22.1.4.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.

« The relief sought will correct the typographical error within the Proposed Plan which currently has Rule 22.1.5 subsequent to Rule
22.1.3.

Point Number

3415

S y of Decision Req ed: Add to Rule 22.1.5 Discretionary Activities “Permanent Sawmills and Timber Processing Facilities” as a discretionary activity.
AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:
« The definition of Forestry within Chapter |3 of the Proposed Plan excludes the establishment and/or use of permanent sawmills or
other methods of timber processing, and under Rule 22.1.5 (Non-Complying Activities) any activity that is not listed as Prohibited,
Permitted, Restricted Discretionary or Discretionary is assessed as a non-complying activity.
« The specific inclusion of Permanent Sawmills and Timber Processing Facilities such a definition will provide certainty around the activity
status for these facilities.
Point Number 3416
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 22.1.3 RDI Restricted Discretionary Activities for Intensive Farming.

Decision Reasons:

The matters listed for Council’s discretion are more succinct and without the associated list of information requirements (for Intensive
Farming) when compared to the Operative Plan.

TGHL supports the Proposed Plan’s more simplified consenting approach for Intensive Farming and Rural Industry activities.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

3417

Retain Chapter 21 Industrial Zone Heavy as notified, including the proposed structure and approach.

.

A Heavy Industrial zoning is proposed for the TGHL owned Huntly and Meremere Power Stations sites within the Proposed Plan as
notified.

Policy 4.6.2 of the Proposed Plan describes the Heavy Industrial Zone as providing ‘for a range of industrial and other compatible
activities that generate potentially significant effects on more sensitive zones, including relatively high levels of visual impact from
buildings and associated parking and loading spaces, outdoor storage, lighting, noise, odour and heavy traffic, subject to appropriate
separation distances.’

Further to the comments above regarding the Rural Zone provisions, TGHL support the more ‘activity based’ structure and approach
to Chapter 21 for the Heavy Industrial Zone.

For ease of interpretation, TGHL also support the specific Heavy Industrial Zone chapter when compared to the lengthy combined
Industrial Chapter in Operative Plan.

Point Number

341.8

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d Section 14.4 National Grid to ensure undue limitations are not placed on land subject to these provisions.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.

« Both the Huntly and Meremere Power Station sites owned by TGHL currently contain the following National Grid transmissions
lines/assets which are owned and operated by Transpower New Zealand Limited.

« The presence of Transpower’s transmission lines places limitations on the ability for TGHL to develop their land.

« Rule 14.4.1.2 allows a limited range of buildings and structures as a permitted activity to occur within the National Grid Yard.

« Rule 14.4.1.3 allows a limited range of earthworks activities as a permitted activity to occur within the National Grid Yard.

« The non-complying activity status under Rule 14.4.4 (NC4) for any activity within the National Grid Yard that does not comply with one
or more of the conditions of Rule 14.4.1.2 is unnecessarily onerous.

Point Number

341.9

A d the planning maps and Section E to reduce the extent as far as practicable of Designation K4 -Transpower New Zealand Limited

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

(Meremere Switching Station).
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.

« The Meremere Switching Station is located immediately south of the decommissioned Meremere Power Station. Designation K4 is
0.6065 ha (6,065m?2) in area.

« Transpower has however requested this designation is ‘rolled over’ without modification from the Operative Plan.
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« A number of low lying transmission lines also extend beyond the designation and connect to the existing National Grid transmission
lines some 300m to the east.

« TGHL wish to maximise the ability to develop their land at Meremere, which includes the removal of any redundant assets.

« TGHL understand from previous correspondence with Transpower that some or all of the transmission assets within the Meremere
Switching Station and across TGHL's land at Meremere are no longer active.

+ Considering the status of the Transpower assets and the fact TGHL have an interest in the land subject to the Designation K4, the
relevant matters that a territorial authority must have regard to when considering a notice of requirement under section 171(1) of the
Resource Management Act 1991 have been considered. TGHL conclude the following:

o No consideration of alternatives sites (in this instance, site extent) appears to have been undertaken by Transpower;

o The proposed extent of Designation K4 is not considered reasonably necessary to achieve Transpower’s objectives for which
the designation was originally sought

+ TGHL acknowledge that Transpower will have a position on this designation relative to their aspirations and future plans for these
assets.

+ TGHL intend to have further discussions with Transpower around a suitable designation extent for the Meremere Switching Station that
meets the requirements of both parties.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

341.10

Retain Rule 22.1.3 RD2 Restricted Discretionary Activities for Rural Industry.

« The matters listed for Council’s discretion are more succinct and without the associated list of information requirements (for Intensive
Farming) when compared to the Operative Plan.
« TGHL supports the Proposed Plan’s more simplified consenting approach for Intensive Farming and Rural Industry activities.

Point Number

341.11

A d the definition of "Farming" in Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

S y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

Means an agricultural, horticultural or apicultural activity having as its primary purpose the production of any livestock or crop using the in-situ soil, water
and air as the medium for production. It includes:

Ancillary buildings and structures such as barns and dairy sheds;

Ancillary produce stalls;

Processing of farm produce grown on the land, such as cutting, cleaning, grading, chilling, freezing, packaging and storage
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.

« The relief sought will provide clarity that ancillary buildings and structures associated with farming operations fall within this activity.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

341.12
& d the definition of "National Grid Yard" in Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:
National Grid Yard means the area located d-eithesideofh trelmeelany-ebovegrotd-el folh

« 12 metres either side of the centre line of any_aboy

o {dm-forthel-10l\-national-sridi le boles:
U 3 igre-peres;
Lbrforthe—l-L0lV-national-cridi bi-bok
T 3 PHPOres;
22 for L0\ -national-srid-li " - and
T 3 g

3 7mm-for-the-220/V issionJi

Refer-to-the-di in-the-definition-for-National-srid- idor:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the submission.

« The definitions for the National Grid Yard and National Grid Corridor as notified within the Proposed Plan are transposed, as it is in
fact the National Grid Corridor that extends up to 37m; rather than the National Grid Yard.
« Making these amendments will help ensure the associated National Grid provisions are implemented correctly.

Point Number

34113

A d the definition of "National Grid Corridor" in Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

o ddm-for-the—l--0k\-national-sridi insle—boles:
U 3 igre-peres;

. Lbmie o . " . "

o 22m-fordHOlM -national-sridi + d

o d2metresi direction-from-the-outer-edseof-a-national-srid-subbort d
Y 1 ge-of PP 3
o —O-mets itherside—ofth tretine—of. b GOl -rational-sridi inslebok d
f ey 3 pores;
. 42met ither-side-of-th tre-line-of. by d-national-sridi +
-any 3 8
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments as necessary to give effect to the matters raised in the
submission.
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The definitions for the National Grid Yard and National Grid Corridor as notified within the Proposed Plan are transposed, as it is in
fact the National Grid Corridor that extends up to 37m; rather than the National Grid Yard.
Making these amendments will help ensure the associated National Grid provisions are implemented correctly.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

341.14

Retain Rule 22.1.2 P7 Permitted Activities for Farming.

TGHL supports the provision of these activities in the Rural Zone as a permitted activity subject to meeting all the relevant Rural Zone
effect and building conditions.

« TGHL own and manage a number farming and forestry operations throughout the Waikato District. In enabling farming and forestry
activities within the Rural Zone the importance of these primary industries to the economic wellbeing of the Waikato District, wider
region and country is appropriately provided for.

Retain the ‘activity based’ structure of the Proposed Plan whereby activity tables establish the status of the activities provided for in a
zone.

.

This approach has also reduced the replication of the numerous conditions/performance standards within each zone chapter of the
Proposed Plan, compared to the Operative Plan, and has consequently improved readability and provided greater certainty.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

341.15

Retain Rule 22.1.2 P8 Permitted activities for Forestry.

TGHL supports the provision of these activities in the Rural Zone as a permitted activity subject to meeting all the relevant Rural Zone
effect and building conditions.

.

TGHL own and manage a number farming and forestry operations throughout the Waikato District. In enabling farming and forestry
activities within the Rural Zone the importance of these primary industries to the economic wellbeing of the Waikato District, wider
region and country is appropriately provided for.

.

Retain the ‘activity based’ structure of the Proposed Plan whereby activity tables establish the status of the activities provided for in a
zone.

This approach has also reduced the replication of the numerous conditions/performance standards within each zone chapter of the
Proposed Plan, compared to the Operative Plan, and has consequently improved readability and provided greater certainty.

Submitter Number: 343 Submitter: Michael Briggs
On behalf of: Rangitahi Limited Organisation: Harrison Grierson Cosultants Limited
Point Number 343.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 4.1.3 (b) Location of development, to clarify the indicative nature of the Future Proof Strategy urban limits.
AND

Decision Reasons:

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The submitter supports the planned and sustainable growth intention of Policy 4.1.3(b). However, while the indicative urban limits on
Map | of the Future Proof Strategy identify growth to the west of Raglan, the strategy identifies that “These limits, which are shown on
Maps | and 2, are still indicative and will remain so until further development analysis, for example structure planning, has been completed,” and
“The indicative urban limits will not necessarily prevent changes to these limits if further development analysis determines such changed to be
appropriate”.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

3432

Retain Policy 4.1.18 Raglan, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Policy 4.1.18 Raglan to include the medium to long future growth area.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Policy 4.1.18(a)(iii) confirms that the Rangitahi Structure Plan area is the only area that provides for the medium term future growth in
Raglan.

While there are some areas of Residential Zoned land around the Raglan township that are yet to be developed, the areas are relatively
small in relation to the Rangitahi Structure Plan area.

Given the strong demand that has been experienced for lots at Rangitahi, the submitter agrees that the Rangitahi Structure Plan area will
only provide for short to medium growth and considers that a medium to long term future growth area also needs to be identified and
planned for through the Proposed Plan.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

3433

Retain Policy 9.3.1.1 Development, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 9.3.1.1 Development to include “physical characteristics.”
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.
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Decision Reasons:

Policy 9.3.1.1(b) clearly identifies that some variations to the Rangitahi Structure Plan designs are anticipated by the District Plan to
respond to development constraints identified through further investigations.

There are some potential constraints that may relate to to poor ground or soil conditions, and therefore "physical” characteristics needs
to be added to the policy.

Point Number

3434

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Objective 9.3.2 Non-Residential Activities, to refer to significant adverse traffic effects.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

+ Objective 15B.3.10 of the Operative Plan requires non-residential activities to contribute to village character without causing significant
adverse traffic effects.
+ Objective 9.3.2 does not include reference to significant adverse traffic effects.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

3435

A d Policy 9.3.2.1(b)(i) Commercial Activities, to split the two separate matters relating to active ground-floor business activities and

Decision Reasons:

frontages and residential activities above ground floor.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

The submitter agrees with the intent of the policy insofar as providing for active ground-floor business activities is generally a good
urban design approach for mixed-use developments.

The total area of commercial activity permitted at Rangitahi under the Proposed Plan is limited and in some circumstances it may not
possible for the entire ground floor level of mixed-use developments at Rangitahi to accommodate business activities because of these
limitations.

Good urban design outcomes can be achieved for mixed-use developments with some residential activities at ground floor level.

The submitter seeks greater flexibility within the policy.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

3436

Delete Policy 9.3.3.5(b) Environmental Improvement.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« This policy goes further than Objective 9.3.3 in seeking net environmental gain for gullies and streams.
« Itis not consistent with the objective, the Rangitahi Structure Plan is an established Urban Zone, and the maintenance and enhancement
of gully systems and stream margins is already sought by subclause (a).

Point Number

3437

A d Policy 9.3.3.7(b) Ecological and Habitat Values, to adopt the same approach as in Policy 15B.2.23 of the Operative Plan, which seeks:

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

“The loss of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitat of indigenous fauna should be avoided. Short term, minor, or localised degradation effects
should be mitigated if they cannot be practically avoided.”

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« This policy fails to recognise that there will be some ur minor and | d loss of indi vegetation and habitat required
to give effect to the established zoning and the Rangitahi Structure Plan. It would not be possible for all activities to achieve consistency
with this policy, which requires that the loss of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitat of indigenous fauna to be avoided.

Point Number

3438

S y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Policy 9.3.5.4 Secondary access to fix the list level error as follows:

« Policy 9.3.5.4(a)(i) should be Policy 9.3.5.4(b)
« Policy 9.3.5.4(a)(ii) should be Policy 9.3.5.4(b)(i)
« Policy 9.3.5.4(a)(iii) should be Policy 9.3.5.4(b)(ii)

(a) From the beginning of develop of the Rangitahi Peninsula Structure Plan Area up to completion...
{9(b) A permanent secondary access must be constructed:

i#)i). Prior to development of nay of the Precincts E, F or G: and

i
AND

ii). In accordance with access and road performance standards suitable for its secondary function.

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.
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Decision Reasons:

« To correct a list level error.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

3439

Retain the definition for "Child Care Facility" in Chapter |3 Definitions.

« The Submitter supports the inclusion of a definition for childcare facility.

Point Number

343.10

A d the definition for "Rangitahi Commercial Activity" in Chapter 13 Definitions to exclude childcare facilities.

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The definition is broad and needs to be updated to specifically exclude child care facilities so there is no confusion, particularly to make
it clear that the maximum floor area limits for those activities are not relevant to child care facilities.

Point Number

343.11

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the definition for "Community Activity" in Chapter |3 Definitions to exclude childcare facilities.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The definition is broad and need to be updated to specifically exclude child care facilities so there is no confusion, particularly to make it
clear that the maximum floor area limits for those activities are not relevant to child care facilities.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

343.12

Retain the definition for "Rangitahi Integrated Development" in Chapter |3 Definitions, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend the definition for "Rangitahi Integrated Development" in Chapter |3 Definitions to include “or an approved subdivision".
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The Submitter supports the inclusion of a definition for "Rangitahi Integrated Development", but seeks flexibility to allow for changes
between Development Outcomes Plan 5 of the Rangitahi Peninsula Structure Plan and approved subdivision consents for the relevant
precincts.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

343.13

Delete Rule 28.1.1 (b) Permitted Activities.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Permitted activity conditions (a) and (b) of Rule 28.1.1 of the Proposed Plan are very similar with respect to both conditions requiring
activities to be in accordance with the Rangitahi Peninsula Structure Plan.

.

.

Rule 28.1.1(b) is superfluous.

Conditions (a) and (b) do not reflect that changes to activity locations may occur through the subdivision process for each precinct. The
subdivision standards in the Proposed Plan provide some flexibility for variations to the precinct areas.

.

The Submitter seeks that the permitted activity conditions in Rule 28.1.1 refer to the location of residential activities being in
accordance with the Rangitahi Peninsula Structure Plan or any approved subdivision.

Point Number

343.14

y of Decision Req ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Rule 28.3.1 Dwellings, to exclude lots in the locations shown on Development Outcomes Plan 5 in Appendix 8, which are likely to
include multi-unit developments (Rangitahi Integrated Developments).

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.
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Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons were provided.

Point Number

343.15

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 28.3.6 P| (b) Accessory Buildings, to make it clear that the gross floor area standards apply to individual buildings on a site rather
than the total floor area of all accessory buildings.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

+ No reasons were provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

343.16

Delete the variance standards in Rule 28.4.1 RD1 (a)(ii) Subdivision — General.
AND
Retain the matters of discretion in Rule 28.4.1 RD| (b) Subdivision — General.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The Rangitahi Structure Plan was originally investigated and designed at a level suitable for structure planning and plan change purposes.
Resource consent phases for each Precinct necessitate further investigations and design that is more detailed which has the potential to
result in changes to respond to any development constraints or opportunities that may be identified. Examples include poor ground
conditions, which might be identified through additional geotechnical investigations, changes to accommodate stormwater
treatment/attenuation, minimization of effects on ecologically sensitive areas, or changes to roading layouts in response to factors such
as soil conditions or topography. In some cases, if the identified constraints cannot be avoided then there could be significant costs to
the developer and future lot owners and/or potentially greater effects on the environment than alternative options.

The variances allowed for as a Restricted Discretionary Activity under Rule 28.4.1 and as a Controlled Activity under Rule 28.4.2 do not
provide enough flexibility to respond to some of the issues that may arise. The existing provisions create the potential that resource
consents may be required as a Discretionary Activity due to the extent of variances proposed, despite potentially having good reasons
for the changes, such as reduced environmental effects or improved suitability of lots.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

343.17

Delete the variance standards in Rule 28.4.2 C| (a)(ii) Subdivision — Boundary adjustments.
AND

Add a matter of control to Rule 28.4.2 Cl(c) Boundary adjustments, for the extent to which the subdivision is consistent with the Rangitahi
Structure Plan in Rule 28.4.2 Subdivision — Boundary adjustments.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The Rangitahi Structure Plan was originally investigated and designed at a level suitable for structure planning and plan change purposes.
Resource consent phases for each Precinct necessitate further investigations and design that is more detailed which has the potential to
result in changes to respond to any development constraints or opportunities that may be identified. Examples include poor ground
conditions, which might be identified through additional geotechnical investigations, changes to accommodate stormwater
treatment/attenuation, minimization of effects on ecologically sensitive areas, or changes to roading layouts in response to factors such
as soil conditions or topography. In some cases, if the identified constraints cannot be avoided then there could be significant costs to
the developer and future lot owners and/or potentially greater effects on the environment than alternative options.

The variances allowed for as a Restricted Discretionary Activity under Rule 28.4.1 and as a Controlled Activity under Rule 28.4.2 do not
provide enough flexibility to respond to some of the issues that may arise. The existing provisions create the potential that resource
consents may be required as a Discretionary Activity due to the extent of variances proposed, despite potentially having good reasons
for the changes, such as reduced environmental effects or improved suitability of lots.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

343.18

Delete Rule 28.4.4 Title Boundaries — Contaminated Land.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The National Environmental Standard for A ing and Managing C« inants in Soil to Protect Human Health requires the
appropriate identification, assessment and if necessary remediation of contaminants contained in soil to make the land safe for human

use prior to development.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

343.19

Delete Rule 28.4.5 (a)(ii) Title Boundaries — Significant Natural Areas and Maaori Sites of Significance.
AND
Delete Rule 28.4.5 (b)(ii) Title Boundaries — Significant Natural Areas and Maaori Sites of Significance.

AND
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Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Decision Reasons:

« There are no Maaori sites of significance within the Rangitahi Structure Plan area identified on Proposed Plan maps 23 (Raglan Coast)
and 23.3 (Raglan West).

Point Number 343.20

S y of Decision Req d. A d Policy 9.3.2.1 Commercial activities, to provide greater flexibility with regards to the location of activities at ground level, including
residential.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Decision Reasons:

+ Good urban design outcomes can be achieved for mixed-use development with some residential activities at ground floor level.
« The submitter seeks greater flexibility within the policy.

Point Number 34321
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 9.3.5.4 Secondary access, to require the permanent secondary access to be constructed prior to the completion of Precincts F or
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter understands that Council is seeking greater certainty as to the timing of the permanent secondary access.
« The construction of the access will be a significant cost to the submitter, and should be undertake to mitigate effects on the safe and
efficient operation of the primary access and surrounding road network.

Point Number 34322

of Decision R ed: e activity conditions in Rule 28.1.1 Permitted Activities, to refer to the location of residential activities being in accordance wi e
y of D | d. A d the activit, dit Rule 28.1.1 Pe tted Activities, to refer to the locat f residential activities b d: ith th
Rangitahi Peninsula Structure Plan or any approved subdivision.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Decision Reasons:

Permitted activity conditions (a) and (b) of Rule 28.1.1 of the Proposed Plan are very similiar with respect to both conditions requiring
activities to be in accordance with the Rangitahi Peninsula Structure Plan.

Rule 28.1.1(b) is superfluous.

Conditions (a) and (b) do not reflect that changes to activity locations may occur through the subdivision process for each precinct. The
subdivision standards in the Proposed District Plan provide more flexibility for variations to the precinct plans.

The submitter seeks that the permitted activity conditions i Rule 28.1.1 refer to the location of residential activities being in accordance
with the Rangitahi Penisula Structure Plan or any approved subdivision.

.

Point Number 343.23

S y of Decision R d. A d Rule 28.2.8 PI Indigenous Vegetation Clearance Inside a Significant Natural Area, to make provision for indigenous vegetation clearance
associated with construction of roads that are in general accordance with the Rangitahi Structure Plan.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Decision Reasons:

« The Rangitahi Structure Plan area includes planned roads which cross Significant Natural Areas that are identified under the Proposed
District Plan. It will therefore be necessary for earthworks to be undertaken in some the Significant Natural Areas in order to give effect
to the Structure Plan.

Point Number 343.24

S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to include an additional growth area for Raglan West, linking the Rangitahi Peninsula to Te Hutewai Road
(near the Raglan Golf Course) and through to Wainui Road near the completed Te Ahiawa subdivision (see submission for map)

AND
Add objectives, policies, rules and zoning to enable future growth of Raglan.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Decision Reasons:

« The recent Future Proof decisions included changes to the growth strategy in response to Rangitahi Ltd's submission to identify Raglan
as a location for growth emphasis and to recognise that residential growth is expected to occur due to lifestyle, proximity to Hamilton
and technological and transport improvements.

Point Number 343.25
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 28.1.3 RD| Restricted Discretionary Activities for clarity so that (b) is a subset of (a).
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

Decision Reasons:
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« The format of Rule 28.1.3 does not make sense in the current form.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

343.26

Delete Rule 28.2.4.2 Earthworks Maaori Sites and Maaori Areas of Significance.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« There are no Maaori sites or areas of significance within the Rangitahi Structure Plan area identified on Proposed Plan maps 23 (Raglan
Coast) and 23.3 (Raglan West).

Point Number

34327

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 28.2.4.3 Earthworks - Significant Natural Areas, to make provision for earthworks associated with construction of roads that are in
general accordance with the Rangitahi Structure Plan.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« The Rangitahi Structure Plan area includes planned roads, which cross Significant Natural Areas that are identified under the Proposed
Plan. It will therefore be necessary for earthworks to be undertaken in some of the Significant Natural Areas in order to give effect to
the Structure Plan.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

343.28

Delete Rule 28.2.6.3 Heritage items and Maaori Sites of Significance.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« There are no heritage items or Maaori sites of significance within the Rangitahi Structure Plan area identified on Proposed Plan maps 23
(Raglan Coast) and 23.3 (Raglan West).

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

34329

Delete references to Schedule 30.5 (Urban Allotment Significant Natural Areas, Maori Freehold Land or Maori Customary Land) from Rule
28.2.8 — Indigenous Vegetation Clearance Inside a Significant Natural Area.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential amendments to address the matters raised in this submission.

« Urban Allotment Significant Natural Areas, Maori Freehold Land and Maori Customary Land do not relate to the Rangitahi Structure
Plan area.

Submitter Number:

344 Submitter: Burton Trust

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

344.1

Delete the date "2017" from Policy 4.1.3(b) Location of development.

« By removing the "2017" date it will remain a current policy through out the life of the Proposed Plan, including when Phase 2 of Future
Proof is completed, when the Future Development Strategy is completed and also when Future Proof may be amended again in the
future.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3442

Add new Policy 4.1.3(c) as follows:

(c)_Identify_and investigate potential future growth area options to meet long term demand.

« Work is continuing on Phase 2 of Future Proof, the Hamilton Growth Corridor and Future Development Strategy so it is appropriate to
identify medium and log term options for future investigations.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

3443

Add to planning maps identification of the area east of Hamilton City between Puketaha and Holland Roads that is shown in Attachment 2 to the
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Decision Reasons:

submission as an area to be investigated for future urban growth and any additional or consequential relief.

The submitter owns in excess of 500ha in the locality and the remaining land is predominantly in the ownership of a relatively small
number of landowners with large landholdings, willing to avoid subdivision/fragmentation of the land in order to protect the land for
future urban growth.

In addition to the submitters 500ha with frontage to Puketaha, Greenhill and Telephone Roads, (allowing good urban connectivity in
future and logical load road connections), the land east of Hamilton will have access to the future Waikato Expressway via the Greenhill
and Ruakura interchanges.

The land to the east of Hamilton owned by the Submitter and immediate neighbours has the following characteristics that make them
ideal for future urban growth:

The land is relatively flat and contiguous with the existing Hamilton urban and business areas, separated only by the Waikato
Expressway.

The proximity of the land to the East Coast Main Trunk railway line allows the possibility for future business space which utilises rail
freight.

The land is adjacent to the future infrastructure for the Ruakura residential and business ares, separated only by the Waikato
Expressway. Additional capacity and extensions from the Ruakura infrastructure could enable new infrastructure to develop further east
of Hamilton.

Interest has been expressed by developers who are capable of forward funding key infrastructure rather than relying on Councils.

.

.

Submitter Number: 345 Submitter: Brent Trail
Point Number 345.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 22.4.1.1 PR4 Prohibited subdivision, by replacing with the following:
Any Subdivision where-a-et-of a record of title that has been created for the purpose of a ferable rural lot subdivision under the p of the

Decision Reasons:

previous Operative Waikato District Plan - Franklin.

Except where an additional lot is created by any of the following rules:

(i)_The conservation lot

bdivision (Rule 22.4.1.6);

(ii)_Reserve lot

bdivision (Rule 22.4.1.7);

(iii)_Access allotment or utility allotment using Rule 14.12 (Transportation).

AND

Delete Rule 22.4.1.1 PR4 Prohibited subdivision.

« Wording is inappropriate considering previous clauses.

« Subdivision should be allowed using other provisions that have not been utilised in the past.

« The rules are an attempt to stop people using new lifestyle provisions to gain further subdivisions.
« It makes sense that properties can be subdivided for other reasons.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

345.2

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(i)-(iii) General subdivision.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

3453

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

d Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General subdivision, to reduce the minimum lot size to 5000m2 and increase the upper limit to 3ha, or a percentage

of the total land area.

« In the interests of keeping as much land in rural production as possible the minimum should be reduced to 5000m2.

« To give the ability for someone, who wants to produce something and needs a larger area, the upper limit should be increased to 3ha,
which could be a viable orchard area in the right conditions.

« It could be limited to a certain percentage of the total land area, e.g. 10%, which equates to 2ha of a 20ha farm and 4ha of a 40ha farm.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3454

Delete Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General subdivision.

« The high class soils limit is unnecessarily complex and unnecessary given the small size of excised block relative to the balance block.

« It could create a situation where the lifestyle block is forced onto unsuitable land, particularly when a large block is largely low
productive land but has a small buildable area, and this type of land is quite possible.

« The small lifestyle block may be more productive than the larger block.

« The limit in size of the small block will sufficiently take care of this issue.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3455

Delete Rule 22.4.1.4 RD1(a)(i) Boundary relocation.

« The date is not needed.
« The provision should apply to all records of title, regardless of the date they were established.
« There can be all manner of reasons for relocating e.g. size, earth deformation of flooding, reverse sensitivity etc.

Point Number

345.6

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Page 221




« It should refer to "record of title" rather than "lot" as some Records of Title can be made up of multiple lots due to survey regulations.

Point Number

3457

A d Rule 22.4.1.5 RD(a) Rural Hamlet Subdivision, to replace the word "lot" with "record of title".

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

« The interchangeability between "lot" and "record of title" is confusing and incorrect.
« Alotis a separately surveyed and marked piece of contiguous land, whereas a record of title may be comprised of one or more lots.

Point Number

S y of Decision

345.8

A d Rule 22.4.1.5 RD I (iv) Rural Hamlet Subdivision as follows:

Decision Reasons:

dloth

f+bhea except the balance title, which should be as follows

(iv) Eaehprop
OR
Amend Rule 22.4.1.5 RD(iv) into one bullet point as follows:

(iv) Each proposed lot has @ maximum area of |.6ha except for f¥the proposed balance etrecord of title which has a minimum area of 20ha; and

¥ (v)It does not create any additional lots beyond the number of existing Records of Title.

« The wording of (iv) is not entirely correct and should be merged with (v) into one statement as indicated.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

345.9

Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 RD1(a)(i) Conservation lot subdivision.
AND

Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 RD|(a)(iii) Conservation lot subdivision.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

345.10

S y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.4.1.6 RD | (a)(iii) and (iv) Conservation lot subdivision.
Decision Reasons:
« Effectively penalises landowners who have taken the initiative to privately covenant significant areas and not take subdivision credits at
the time.
« Itis common in other districts to be able to claim subdivision credits retrospectively.
+ It could perhaps be handled as a non-complying application in the above circumstance but the land owner should not have to go through
the process without certainty.
Point Number 345.11
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 RD1(a)(v) Conservation lot subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

345.12

A d Rule 22.4.1.6 RD I (a)(vi) Conservation lot subdivision, to have a minimum lot size of 5000m2.

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.6 RD1(a)(vii) Conservation lot subdivision, to have a maximum area of 3ha or a percentage of the total land area, e.g. 10%.

« In the interests of keeping as much land in rural production as possible the minimum should be reduced to 5000m2.

« To give the ability for those wanting to produce something and need a larger area, the upper limit should be increased to 3ha.
« This could be a viable orchard area in the right conditions.

+ Could be limited to a certain percentage of the total land area, e.g. 10%.

Point Number

y of Decision

Decision Reasons:

345.13

Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 RD 1 (a)(viii) Conservation lot subdivision.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

345.14

Retain Rule 22.4.6 Subdivision of land containing all or part of an Environmental Protection Area.

« No reasons provided.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

345.15

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.9 RD1(a)(i) Subdivision building platform, to be reduced to 300m2.
AND

Amend the equivalent rule in all zones, to reduce the building platform requirement to 300m2.

The rule concerns submitter and thus oppose it along with the same rule appearing anywhere else, particularly in Country Living and
Village Zones.

It is unrealistic.

A building site of 300m2 is more realistic.

« 100m2 is clearly not meant to cater for wastewater treatment and disposal as well as buildings.

.

Point Number

345.16

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.9 RDI (a)(ii) Subdivision building platform, to have an average gradient of |:5.
AND

Amend the equivalent rule in all zones to an average gradient of 1:5.

Rule concerns submitter; along with the same rule appearing anywhere else, particularly in Country Living and Village Zones.
It is unrealistic.

Given earthworks take place, a grade of 1.5 would be acceptable.

Given you require evidence from a geotechnical engineer even steeper may be acceptable.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

345.17

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.4.9 RD | (a)(iii) Building platform and the equivalent requirement for certification by
a geotechnical engineer of a building platform for subdivision in all other zones.

« Rule concerns submitter, along with the same rule appearing anywhere else, particularly in Country Living and Village Zones.

« Itis unrealistic.

« Itis inappropriate for a flat site.

« A soils engineer should be able to certify such a site up to I:5.

« Council should seek independent advice on the matter and to not over specify the level of engineer required on straight forward sites.

« Sites can be readily constructed on sloping ground subject to the recommendation and supervision from soils engineers without
particular geotechnical qualifications, if they consider it out of their field they are expected to engage an expert.

Point Number

y of Decision ed:

Decision Reasons:

345.18

Delete Rule 23.4 Subdivision.

« Itis an extraordinary measure.

« It will undoubtedly cause future significant hurdles for interim management of land resources.

« There will be cases where, with appropriate planning, subdivision could take place considering future development and thus there will
undoubtedly be requirements for subdivision in relation to infrastructure.

Point Number

y of Decision ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Subdivision Rule 23.4.2 RD | (a)(i) General Subdivision, to reduce the minimum lot size from 5000m2 to 2500m2.

« This will match requirements for on-site treatment and disposal of wastewater.
« This will allow for much better use of resource.

« This will assist in making housing land more affordable.

« So much land is being wasted with this rule.

« People do not necessarily want to have to maintain 5000m2.

Point Number

y of Decision ed

Decision Reasons:

345.20

Delete Rule 23.4.4 RD I (a)(iii) Title boundaries - natural hazard area, cor i d land, Signi Amenity L
farming activities, aggregate extraction areas.

notable trees, intensive

p

AND
Delete from every zone the subdivision rule which requires the boundary of every proposed lot to not divide any of the following:

« A natural hazard area;

« Contaminated land;

« Significant Amenity Landscape;
« Notable tree.

« Submitter is concerned by rule.

« Submitter agrees a boundary should ideally not go through a notable tree, there will be instances where a boundary could go through a
contaminated area, natural hazard or significant landscape.

+ Much of Waikato rural land is contaminated due to high levels of cadmium, therefore any rural boundary line would not be allowed.

« Vast lengths of the coast may become natural hazards, therefore any coastal subdivision where lots require to intersect the coastal
reserve will likely be affected by this rule.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

345.21

Delete Rule 23.4.5 Site boundaries - Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, archaeological sites, sites of significance to Maaori.

« The rule concerns submitter and oppose it along with the same rule appearing anywhere else.
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« Significant natural areas and Maaori sites can be very large, and often to create access, viable building sites and practical boundaries, and
such sites may be required to have boundaries go through parts of them.
« Submitter agrees parts of significant Maaori sites should not be severed, however some sites, by their nature, can be spread out.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

34522

Delete Rule 23.4.8 Building platform.

« Rule concerns submitter and opposite, along with the same rule appearing anywhere else, particularly in Country Living and Village
Zones.

« Itis unrealistic.

« A building site of 300m2 is more realistic.

« Given earthworks take place, a grade of 1.5 would be acceptable.

« Given that evidence is required from a geotechnical engineer, even steeper may be acceptable.

« With a proposed size of 1000m?2 it is clearly not meant to cater for wastewater treatment and disposal as well as building.

« It is inappropriate for a flat site.

« A soils engineer should be able to certify such a site up to I:5.

+ Council should seek independent advice on the matter and to not over specify the level of engineer required on straight forward sites.

« Sites can be readily constructed on sloping ground subject to the recommendation and supervision from soils engineers without
particular geotechnical qualifications, if they consider it out of their field they are expected to engage an expert.

Point Number 345.23
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 24.4.1 Subdivision - General to reduce the minimum lot size to 2500m2.
Decision Reasons:
« 2500m2 is adequate to provide for 'on site' wastewater treatment and disposal.
« Existing rule in Franklin has been in place for many years and significant planning has gone into some sites.
« Reduced size will lead to a reduced yield on land already zoned for development, which will not help with availability and affordability of
land and therefore is not sustainable.
Point Number 345.24
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 RD1(b) Conservation lot subdivision.
Decision Reasons:
« No reasons provided.
Point Number 345.25
S y of Decision Req ed: Delete Rule 22.4.2 RD | (a)(iii) Title boundaries - natural hazard area, contaminated land, Significant Amenity Landscape, notable trees, intensive

Decision Reasons:

farming activities, aggregate extraction areas and the associated matters of discretion.
AND
Delete from every zone the subdivision rule which requires the boundary of every proposed lot to not divide any of the following:

« A natural hazard area;

« Contaminated land;

« Significant Amenity Landscape;
« Notable trees

and the associated matters of discretion.

« This rule concerns the submitter; along with the same rule that appears anywhere else, particularly in Country Living and Village zones.

« Agrees that a boundary should ideally not go through a notable tree, but there are instances where a boundary could go through a
contaminated area, natural hazard or significant landscape.

« Much of Waikato's rural land is contaminated due to high levels of cadium, thus any rural boundary line would not be allowed.

« Vast lengths of the coast may also be determined to be a natural hazard, therefore any coastal subdivision where lots are required to
intersect the coastal reserve will likely be affected by this rule.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

345.26

Delete Rule 22.4.3 Title boundaries - Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, Maaori Sites of Significance and Maaori Areas of Significance.
AND

Delete from every zone the subdivision rule for Title boundaries - Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, Maaori Sites of Significance and
Maaori Areas of Significance.

+ The rule concerns submitter and oppose it along with the same rule appearing anywhere else, particularly in Country Living and Village
Zones.

« Significant natural areas and Maaori sites can be very large, and often to create access, viable building sites and practical boundaries, and
such sites may be required to have boundaries go through parts of them.

« Submitter agrees parts of significant Maaori sites should not be severed, however some sites, by their nature can be spread out.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

34527
Delete Rule 22.4.4 Road Frontage.
OR

Amend Rule 22.4.4 RD1(a) Road Frontage, to be reduced to 40m.

« A narrower road frontage, as long as it is not on all lots, can still manage the necessary separation of access and can be an advantage for
amenity and rural character, enabling dwellings and buildings to locate further from the road.

Point Number
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Summary of Decision Requested:

Decision Reasons:

Amend Rule 22.4.4 Road Frontage to change all references to "lot" to "record of title".

+ No reasons provided.

Submitter Number:

346 Submitter: Robert Morton-Jones

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

346.1

Delete the Significant Green Zone from the property at 35A Norrie Avenue, Raglan.

« There were two old pine trees in the middle of the property that were removed approximately 5 years ago and a second dwelling has
been built in its place, approved by Waikato District Council.
« There is a Reserve next to the property which is a Significant Green Zone.

Submitter Number: 347 Submitter: Wallace & AnnMaree Bremner
Point Number 347.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d zoning of 205 Buckville Road, Buckland from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« The surrounding area to the north and west within the Auckland Council territory has been zoned Future Urban under the Auckland
Unitary Plan. This could potentially result in residential housing within this locality, rather than a large open space rural environment.

« The site does not contain prime soils.

« Given the proximity to Buckland and Pukekohe, rezoning from Rural to Country Living Zone is a logical progression for this area.

Submitter Number: 348 Submitter: Julie Perry
Point Number 348.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d to allow subdivision of the property at 55A Rosebanks Drive Tamahere into two titles of 5000m2 and 3000m2.

Decision Reasons:

« Allow the submitters to purchase the land and build a family home.

« Allowing the subdivision of the land will accommodate a growing population and economic growth in my region.

« Minimal impact on the environment.

« The current site does not infringe on any other resident and is of limited use to the current owner.

« The proposed site has shared access.

« Accommodate the growing population and the demands of people wanting to raise a fail;y in a semi-rural environment.
« Enables family to live close together.

+ The site would maintain its rural character

« Economic benefits for the surrounding areas and businesses.

Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

349 Submitter: Kim Robinson

Lochiel Farmlands Limited

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

349.1

Add the criteria for each Significant Natural Area, as these are what should be relevant when assessing appropriate for Significant Natural Areas.

« Section 32 analysis noted that mapping was mainly a desktop exercise. Rules don't identify the characteristics being protected. This
submission point applies equally to all Significant Natural Areas.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

349.2

Retain the intent of Policy 3.2.4 Biodiversity offsetting.

« No reasons stated.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3493

Add rules and assessment criteria that provide for biodiversity offsetting where an activity might cause effects on a Significant Natural Areas or
on Indigenous Biodiversity outside a Significant Natural Area.

« There does not appear to be any reference to biodiversity offsetting in the methods or rules for the Rural Zone.

Point Number

3494
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S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 22.2.4 Hazardous substances, to replace the reference from "Appendix 6 (Hazardous Substances)" to "Appendix 5".

Decision Reasons:

+ Rule 22.2.4 - hazardous substances appears to be a typo and should be Appendix 5 as is the Appendix for hazardous substances.

Point Number 3495

y of Decision Req Retain the intent of Policy 3.2.8 Incentivise subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reason stated.

Point Number 349.6

y of Decision Req ed: Delete the limitation in Rule 22.4.3(a)(i) Significant Natural Areas on title boundaries not dividing Significant Natural Areas.

Decision Reasons:

« It should be an incentive to further protect Significant Natural Areas even if only part of the Significant Natural Areas is to be protected
as a conservation lot. There is an inconsistency between Rule 22.4.3 and Policy 22.4.3 if applied to large sites within Significant Natural
Areas.

Point Number 349.7

y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 22.2.1.1 Noise - General.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter supports the permitted activity status of farming noise and noise generated by emergency generators and emergency
sirens.

Point Number 349.8

y of Decision Req ed: Retain Rule 22.2.3.1 Pl (a)(i) Earthworks - General for ancillary rural earthworks as a permitted activity.

Decision Reasons:

« Support Rural ancillary earthworks as being permitted.

Point Number 349.9

y of Decision Req Add a provision in rule 22.2.3.1.P1 Earthworks - General permitting earthworks for farm buildings.

Decision Reasons:

« Earthworks to create farm buildings are not included within the definition of Ancillary rural earthworks and therefore need to be added
to the list of permitted earthworks.

Point Number 349.10

y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 22.2.3.1PI(a)(ii) Earthworks - General, to increase the volume of aggregate permitted for a farm quarry from 1000m3 to 2500m3.

Decision Reasons:

« The permitted volume of earthworks for a farm quarry is too small (1000m3 per 12 months).

Point Number 349.11

y of Decision Req ed A d Rule 22.2.3.1 Earthworks - General, to reflect the earthworks limits in the Thames Coromandel District Council's Proposed District
Plan's Rural Zone, as follows:

« maximum area per site per calendar year is 10,000m2 (Iha)
« maximum volume per site per calendar year is 2.500m2 (Iha)
« maximum height of any fill and/or cut is 5m.

Decision Reasons:

« The volume of earthworks within the general standards under Rule 22.2.3.1P2 is too small and the slope will limit much of the hill
country.

« The limit on importation of fill under rule 22.2.3.1P4 is too small for rural ancillary earthworks generally and the cut height is too low.
The slope (1:2) is too hard to achieve in hill country.

« The earthworks limits in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan are considered appropriate, due to the similar terrains held by
the Waikato District and Thames-Coromandel District.

Point Number 349.12

d. Delete from Rule 22.2.3.3 Earthworks in Significant Natural Areas, the earthworks controls relating to maintenance of existing tracks, fences or

drains.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ Volume too small and purposes too limited.
« Cut height is too low and slope is too gradual.
« Hill country is prone to slips and tracks may need to be repaired/restored. Existing use is protected under section |0 RMA.
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Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

349.13

Delete from Rule 22.2.3.3 Earthworks in Significant Natural Areas, the earthworks controls on cultivation and pasture maintenance.

Volume is too small and purposes too limited.

Cut height is too low and slope is too gradual.

In hill country tracks may need repair/restoration due to a slip. Managing existing tracks and fences is provided for as an existing use
under section 10 of the RMA.

Point Number

349.14

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.2.7D 1 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, to be a restricted discretionary activity rather than a
discretionary activity and read:

D4RDI.

« If indigenous vegetation removal does not comply with the permitted limit it should be a Restricted Discretionary activity, rather than a
Discretionary activity.

Point Number

349.15

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 22.2.7P3(a) Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, to increase the area for indigenous vegetation
clearance in relation to buildings and access/parking.

« The rule is too uncertain as to what is an 'alternative development area' is. If the building has been approved, then another assessment
should not be required. 250m2 of indigenous vegetation clearance will not provide enough area for a building and driveway.

Point Number

349.16

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.2.8 Indi; vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area, to remove all controls on indigenous vegetation
clearance for pasture maintenance and other existing activities ancillary to farming.

« Farming is a permitted activity protected as existing uses under s10 RMA and there should be no limit on the maintenance requirements
for pasture, track and drain maintenance and cultivation.
« There should be no limit if the purpose is for pasture maintenance.

Point Number

349.17

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.2.8 Indi vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area, to increase the permitted indigenous vegetation
clearance for new pasture, new fencing and tracks to 2,500m2 per site per year.

« The limit on indigenous vegetation removal outside a SNA is too low (only 1000m2 per single consecutive |2 month period).

Point Number

349.18

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.2.8 Indig: vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area, to increase the limit for permitted indigenous vegetation
clearance for new dwellings and buildings and associated access to 2500m2 per site per year.

« The limit on indigenous vegetation removal outside a SNA is too low (only 1000m?2 per single consecutive 12 month period)

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

349.19

Delete Rule 22.3.7.5 PI Building setback - water bodies.
OR

Delete Rule 22.3.7.5 PI (a)(ii) Building setback - water bodies.

+ Remove the requirement for a 23m building setback from a bank of a river.

+ Neither river or water body is defined within the Proposed District Plan, and therefore the setback could apply to a water course of any
size.

« This setback will also apply outside a SNA, landscape or natural character area.

Point Number

349.20

A d Rule 22.2.8 Indi; vegetation clearance outside a Significant Natural Area, to enable any indigenous vegetation clearance for a

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

consented building platform or for clearance that has been considered appropriate at the time of resource or subdivision consent approval to be
permitted.

« The limit on indigenous vegetation removal outside a Significant Natural Area is too low.

Point Number

349.21

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 22.3.7.5D | Building setback - water bodies, to be considered a restricted discretionary activity rather than discretionary activity
and to read:

B4RDI
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Decision Reasons:

+ Remove the requirement for a 23m building setback from a bank of a river.

« Neither river or water body is defined within the Proposed District Plan, and therefore the setback could apply to a water course of any
size.

« This setback will also apply outside a Significant Natural Area, landscape or natural character area.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

349.22

Delete references to Environmental Protection Area/EPA in Rule 22.3.7.6 Building setback - water bodies.

« Environmental Protection Area is not defined. There doesn't seem to be any policies in the Proposed District Plan to support an
Environmental Protection Area.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

349.23

Retain Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision.

« Generally support the provisions for conservation lot subdivision.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

349.24

Delete Rule 22.4.3RD | (a)(i) Title boundaries - Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, Maaori sites of significance and Maaori areas of
significance.

Within large Significant Natural Area site area it may be difficult to ensure that a boundary of a proposed lot does not divide a Significant
Natural Area. There may be geographical reasons as to why the boundary of a proposed lot runs through a Significant Natural Area.

A boundary does not stop a Significant Natural Area from continuing to be considered a Significant Natural Area. Landowners of large
Significant Natural Areas should be encouraged to protect the Significant Natural Areas as conservation lots and not be required to
encompass all of the Significant Natural Area where it is large.

.

Point Number

349.25

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.4RD| Subdivision - Road frontage, to a discretionary activity rather than a restricted discretionary activity and read

RBADI

« No reasons stated.

Point Number

349.26

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.3 Title boundaries - Significant Natural Areas, heritage items, Maaori sites of significance and Maaori areas of significance so
that subdivision that does not comply with the standards for Title Boundaries on SNAs and Maaori sites/areas of significance is a discretionary
activity.

« Subdivision that divides a Significant Natural Area becomes a non-complying activity and this is unreasonable. The effects of dividing a
Significant Natural Area into a new lot can be managed as a Restricted Discretionary criterion without triggering a non-complying
activity status.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

349.27

Delete references to the Environmental Protection Area in Rule 22.4.6 Subdivision of land containing all or part of an Environmental Protection
Area.

« The Proposed District Plan has no definition of an Environmental Protection Area and it would seem to be a duplication of Significant
Natural Areas..

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

349.28

Review application of Significant Natural Areas mapping on Lochiel Farmlands Ltd property at 316 Allen and Eyre Road, Onewhero.

« Mapping of Significant Natural Areas is inaccurate on the Lochiel Farmlands Ltd property. The landowner has concerns regarding the
accuracy of mapping on the property, which contains multiple Significant Natural Areas.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

349.29

Ensure that Council funds the investigation of, identification of and robustness of Significant Natural Area mapping throughout the District.

« It seems that the mapping is provisional and needs to be tested with data from subsequent field surveys. The obligation is on the Council
to identify Significant Natural Areas not the landowner.

+ Needs to be provision for payment to landowners for that assessment if there is any intention for ecological assessments to be required
to determine significance of indigenous vegetation as part of any resource consent process.

Point Number
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Summary of Decision Requested:

Decision Reasons:

Amend the mapping of Significant Natural Areas on the Proposed District Plan maps once ground truthing has been undertaken.

« Mapping mainly a desktop exercise and rules do not identify the characteristics being protected.
« Ground truthing is required to check that the areas identified justify protection.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

34931

Delete from Rule 22.2.3.3 Earthworks - Significant Natural Areas, the earthworks controls on new fencing.

« Fencing is important in protecting Significant Natural Areas from stock. In hill country this can require earthworks to provide a proper
building foundation. The earthworks need to be permitted.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

349.32

Delete from Rule 22.2.3.3P2 Earthworks - Significant Natural Areas, the maximum volume control of 200m3 for imported fill.

« Alimit of 20m3 imported fill is too low for permitted earthworks in a SNA. If the activity is permitted or an existing activity protected
as existing use rights under section 10 of the RMA, it is not relevant that the fill is imported.

Point Number

349.33

A

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.2.7P1(a)(iv) Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area as follows:

Maintaining, repairing or reinstating existing tracks and fences; or

« Add references to repair and/or restore to allow for tracks that need to be re-routed following slips or natural events.

Point Number

349.34

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.2.7P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, to remove the limitation on mauka/kanuka removal.

« Manuka/Kanuka scrub needs to be actively managed to prevent a fire risk and to construct new tracks, fire breaks, fences, etc.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

349.35

Oppose in Rule 22.2.7P3(a) Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, the requirement that indigenous vegetation
removal is only permitted if no alternative development area is identified outside the Significant Natural Area.

« The alternative development area has to be a practical site. This limitation will not work if the alternative site is not accessible.

Submitter Number: 350 Submitter: Tony Perkins
Organisation: HRRA
Point Number 350.1

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d the designation of the old East Mine area, Huntly for recreational area use.

« Huntly is in a unique place being in the middle of the Auckland, Tauranga, Hamilton triangle. This is a chance to put Huntly on the map
as a recreational destination.

Submitter Number: 351 Submitter: TKDM Farms Limited
Point Number 3511
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at Lot 9 DP 461781 on Koheroa Road from Rural Zone to Village Zone.

Decision Reasons:

The site contains minimal development constraints and is appropriate for low-density residential use;

Rural zoning is an inefficient use of the land resource, that is close to the existing settlement area of Mercer.

The moderate terrain is suitable for an efficient residential and rural-residential use and development, such as low-density residential
development (Village Zone).

The subject site segregates Mercer School and the Saint Judes Church Cemetery. The rezoning will improve connections between
Mercer School and the Cemetery.

The subject site is within walking distance to Mercer School and the Cemetery and rezoning the land from Rural Zone to Village Zone
will provide for low-density residential development an obvious step in providing for an urban land resource that encapsulates this
community.

The current zoning results in an awkward section of rural land between Village Zoned land directly to the northwest and the Cemetery
and Mercer School to the north. No reasons explained for the zoning in the s32 analysis.

The request to rezone the site to Village Zone will enable appropriate low-density residential growth away from rural and coastal areas
within the District.

Prevents inappropriate development on versatile soils. The site is not made up of elite/prime soils.

.
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Submitter Number:

On behalf of:

352 Submitter: Terence Denton

Terence Denton & Bernardina van Loon

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3521

Delete the portion of Significant Natural Area on the property at 40 Cameron Town Road, Pukekohe that does not meet any of the Significant
Natural Area criteria in Section | | A of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement (see maps attached to the submission).

The notified Significant Natural Area overlay erroneously includes large proportions of garden, amenity and livestock areas which do not
meet any of the criteria for significance of indigenous criteria listed in section | | A of the Waikato Regional Policy Statement.

The area is used as a garden/stock/amenity/yard area and contains significant infrastructure as well as a substantial number of non-
indigenous plant species.

85% of the property is already protected by covenant.

The remaining 15% should not fall under the Significant Natural Area classification.

.

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3522

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.2.3.3 P1(a), P2 and RD| Earthworks - Significant Natural Areas.

The plan does not adequately address rules applying to existing non-compliant elements or activities within the overlay.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3523

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.2.7 Pl(a), P3(a) and D Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural
Area.

The Plan does not adequately address rules applying to existing non compliant elements or activities with the overlay.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3524

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 22.4.3 RDI(a), RD I (b) and NCI Title boundaries - significant Natural Areas, heritage
items, Maaori sites of significance and Maaori areas of significance.

The plan does not adequately address rules applying to existing non-compliant elements or activities within the overlay.

Submitter Number:

353 Submitter: Michael Anderson

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

353.1

Add strong precautionary and probhibitive policies and rules relating to the management of genetically modified organisms (GMOs), the same or
similar to the Far North District Plan, Whangarei District Plan and the Auckland Unitary Plan.

The submission references provisions allowed under the Resource Management Act 1991 and pursuant to the ruling in Federated
Farmers of New Zealand v Northland Regional Council [2015] NZEnC 89.
« Release of genetically modified organisms has a potential to cause significant adverse effects on the environment, including the following:

I. biological or ecosystem harm;

2. harm to tangata whenua cultural values such as mauri and tikanga;

3. harm to the cultural values and lifestyle decisions of people and communities at a local level concerning what constitutes their wellbeing;

4. harm from genetically modified organism contamination to existing or potential forms of land use including farming, forestry and other
primary production activities dep d environmental brand;

on an uncor

5. Adverse effects to these land uses could include loss of organic and GMO-free certification, reputational damage, loss of markets and
premiums paid for GMO free produce and loss of livelihood.
+ Conditions of consent may be breached by poor management, human error, natural events.
+ Once GMOs have been released they would be very difficult, if not impossible to eradicate.
« Application of integrated management and precautionary approach to GMOs under the RMA is the best technique for managing
potential adverse effects.
« It is consistent with the sustainable management purpose and Part Il of the RMA to establish district plan provisions that manage the
release, location and management of GMOs where they have the potential to adversely affect the environment.
Submitter Number: 354 Submitter: Peter & Janette Middlemiss
Point Number 354.1
S d A d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

the Rural Zone to have three sub-zoning categories to accommodate the diversity of the area rather than just one blanket zone.

To accommodate the diversity of the area rather than one blanket zoning.

Potential zone categories would be need to be discussed.

Rural zoning encompasses all rural land regardless of size contour, location and what subdivisions have already been approved in the
past.

Understands that Council wish to conserve arable farming land.

Some land does not lend itself to profitable land uses, therefore should not be categorised with the profitable land when zoned.
Accommodate growth by increasing the availability of the less productive land for subdivision e.g. land in Ngaruawahia and Huntly areas
« The Ngaruawahia area is becoming increasingly sought after due to its easy travelling distance to Hamilton and Auckland.

There is a need to provide a broad spectrum of land use environments to accommodate residential, rural, residential, lifestyle, farming,
industrial and recreational lands.

The District Plan in its current form does not accommodate these land use needs.

.

.

.
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Point Number 3542

y of Decision Req d. Delete restrictions in Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(i) General Subdivision for Record of Title date.

OR
Amend Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(i) if the Rural Zone is tiered, e.g. any lot less than 8,000m2 cannot be further divided.
Decision Reasons:
+ Rule outdated

« Should be removed from current plan structure
« Could be incorporated in a different form if the Rural Zone is tiered, e.g. lots less than 8,000m2 cannot be further subdivided.

Point Number 3543

y of Decision R ed: Delete restrictions in Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(ii) General Subdivision for minimum qualifying title size of 20ha, particularly for those properties where
bordering titles are less than the 20 hectare limit.

Decision Reasons:

« In areas where surrounding/bordering titles are less than 20 ha, this part of the rule needs removing.
« Some property sizes are approximately 5,000m2, 2, 4, 6 and 17 ha e.g. Te Puroa and Waipa Heights Roads.

Point Number 354.4

y of Decision R ed: A d restrictions in Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(iv) General Subdivision, requiring the additional lot size being between 8,000m2 and |.6ha.

Decision Reasons:

« The upper limit of this rule is not realistic and requires increasing or being negotiable. For example where a block is less than 20ha in an
already subdivided area or a larger property where subdivision is required for inheritance or family reasons.

« Sizes should be negotiable or tiered in the Rural zone.

« There needs to be a distinction between ‘life style’ properties and larger properties.

Point Number 3545

y of Decision R ed: A d restrictions in Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General Subdivision, such that the high class soil criteria is negotiable in some circumstances.

Decision Reasons:

+ In some circumstances percentage should be negotiable.

« Rural Zoning encompasses all rural classified land regardless of size, contour, locations or what subdivision have been allowed in the past
for example Te Puroa Road, Waipa Heights Road, Hill Side Heights Road, Huntly, Kimihia and James Road, Huntly.

« Need to consider Waikato Regional Council requirements to fence off waterways or retire areas at risk of erosion.

« This will further reduce areas of smaller properties rendering them less able to generate income if the percentage of area is significant
due to multiple waterways on a property.

« Property at 495 Te Puroa Road has three different water sources in the bottom of each gully.

« Due to property at 495 Te Puroa Road being under 20 hectares this will reduce the amount of land available for our use.

« Subdivision is already part of the character of the immediate area and should be considered correct and proper use of the land.

Point Number 354.6

S y of Decision Req d. Delete Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(iii) General Subdivision.

Decision Reasons:

« This part of the rule should not be applied to all subdivision.
« If the Rural Zone is tiered, this could be addressed an applied to those larger properties with a commercial land use.

Submitter Number: 355 Submitter: Scott & Tina Ferguson
Point Number 355.1
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain Objective 5.1.1. The rural environment, as notified.

Decision Reasons:

« The Waikato District has valuable areas of high class soils which are of primary importance for food production both regionally and
nationally.

« Protecting these soils from adverse effects of inappropriate use and development is of national importance and is recognised with a
National Policy Statement for Versatile Land and High Class Soils under consideration.

« Urban subdivision is an inefficient use of rural production land.

« Urban subdivision, particularly ad-hoc subdivision, may undermine the integrated development of identified townships and expansion
areas.

« Agree that urban development in the rural environment is contrary to the intent of the Proposed District Plan and should be avoided.

Point Number 3552
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Objective 5.2.1 Rural resources, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Objective 5.2.1(a)(i) Rural resources as follows:
(a) Maintain or enhance the:

(i) Inherent life-supporting capacity, accessibility and versatility of soils, in particular high class soils;

Decision Reasons:

« Accessibility to versatile land is also a key consideration in managing this resource and should be included in this policy.
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Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

3553

Retain Policy 5.2.2. High class soils, as notified.

« Policy 5.2.2 seeks to retain high class soils and ensure adverse effects do not compromise the life support properties of high class soil.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

355.4

Retain Objective 5.3.1 Rural character and amenity, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Objective 5.3.1 Rural character and amenity, as follows:

Rural character and amenity are maintained while recognising the localised character of different parts of the District.

Supports the intent of the objective but needs recognition of the variation of what defines rural character and amenity values across a
large District.

The Waikato District encompasses coastal areas, hill country comprising large landholdings and primarily pastoral uses and smaller
landholdings which is used for higher value production activities such as intensive cropping, greenhouses etc.

Consideration of "Rural Character" should take into account the unique variables of the locality including land holding pattern, built
form, landuse activities, vegetation and geomorphology.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

355.5

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(i) — (iii) General Subdivision, as notified.

« The submitter supports the inclusion of the General Subdivision rules.

Point Number

ed:

355.6

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.2 General Subdivision to create new discretionary activities, as follows:
DI

(a)_General subdivision around an existing dwelling and associated curtilage that does not comply with Rule 22.4.1.2 (iv) RDI.

(b)_General subdivision around established rural activities that does not comply with Rule 22.4.1.2 (iv) RDI.

General Subdivision creating a child lot around an existing dwelling, where a curtilage is established and farming regime is already in place
on the balance lot, should be provided flexibility in lot size to ensure that the existing farming regime can continue.

Ensure the boundaries proposed are a practical outcome to ensure the most efficient ongoing management of the land. A lot size
consistent with the established farming regime will avoid the redevelopment of farm tracks and fence lines to access what is a relatively
small piece of land.

*A discretionary rule should also be provided for lots less than 8,000m2 and greater than |.6ha where they contain an existing dwelling.
There may be site specific factors that create a unique situation that is conducive to the proposed lot size whilst remaining consistent
with the objectives and policies.

For lots smaller than 8000m2, it is only necessary to confirm the provision of services within the lot boundaries.

Lots greater than |.6ha may need an assessment with respect to the productive potential of the land. If the land comprises existing
curtilage around the house then the lot will not result in any unreasonable effects with respect to the productive potential of the balance
land. If the land comprises productive potential, then a Farm Management report should be provided to demonstrate that the both the
proposed lot and the balance lot are sized to ensure rural land uses continue to predominate.

Creation of lots that accommodate existing and well-established rural activities where these are of a viable, sustainable and permanent
nature, and it is appropriate for these to be subdivided from other rural activities on the site should be provided for.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

3557

Delete Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General Subdivision

AND

Add a new matter of discretion to Rule 22.4.1.2 (b) General Subdivision, as follows:
) Effects on rural productivity and fr

(b, ation of high class soils.

The strict and arbitrary 80/20 requirement of this rule though may not necessarily result in the best layout, design or farming outcome
for the site.

The objectives and policies (5.1.1, 5.2) give primacy to the protection of high class soils.

In addition to the objectives and policies (5.2), the submitter would like to see matters relating to the retention of high class soils and
the maintenance of productivity/farming systems addressed as a matter of discretion for the General Subdivision provisions. The
strength of the objectives and policies together with expanded matters of discretion are sufficiently strong to ensure adverse outcomes
on high class soils are avoided.

The requirement to demonstrate the 80/20 split will result in the necessary inclusion of Landuse Capability Reporting to demonstrate
that this exact figure is met. This becomes an additional compliance cost that does not necessarily result in a better environmental
outcome. Council's Consent Planners should have the discretion of where these are required in accordance with the recommended
matter of discretion.

.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

355.8

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(iv) General subdivision.

Creation of a vacant lot between 8,000m2 and |.6ha is supported as a Restricted Discretionary activity.

Point Number
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Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

Retain Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivisions, as follows:

b)-E; develk ) " iseth domir ben-sb L o itv-offural
f P P P peR-space; y-or

(d)(ii) Maintenance of the localised rural character and amenity of the surrounding rural environment;

(e) ... ensure that localised rural character and amenity values are maintained.

Policy 5.3.8 (b) duplicates Policy 5.3.8(d)(ii) and 5.3.8.(e) which both seek to ensure that rural character and amenity are maintained.
Not all rural areas comprise open space character and amenity.

The district's rural character is varied in nature and comprises landscapes, landforms and structures and are areas of active and dynamic
primary production and associated activities rather than necessarily benign landscapes.

Rural landscapes can be visually altered by structures and buildings such as greenhouses and packhouses and are recognised as important
components of primary production activities which form part of the rural environment.

.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

355.10

A d the activity status for Rule 22.4.1.1 PRI, PR2, PR3 and PR4 Prohibited subdivision from Prohibited to Non-Complying Activities.

Decision Reasons:

There may be circumstances where the subdivision of high class soils has overall positive effects that can be supported by the objectives
and policies. Relocating consented lots within a holding (multiple Records of Title held in the same ownership) may produce a better
outcome from a farming and landscape perspective.

In some instances it may be unavoidable to create an additional Record of Title.

The rule relies on a definition of "High Class Soils". High class soils as defined in the Proposed Plan (relying on soil classification only),
may not be versatile due to a range of factors identified through case law.

It is unreasonable to prohibit the creation of lots that accommodate existing and well-established rural activities which are viable and
sustainable such as greenhouses, packhouse, packing sheds, intensive farming, poultry hatcheries or commercial orchards.

Rural activities do not need to be held on the same certificate of title as other rural activities. Subdivision may enable more
opportunities for economic wellbeing and the efficient and effective operation of the activity.

Commercial reasons could necessitate subdivision including the desire to sell or lease the business, rather than disposal of the entire
property or the need to invest more capital in the operation.

This activity status prevents opportunities for subdivision where there is a significant capital investment, particularly in buildings ,and the
intensive rural activity will continue to be commercially viable and sustainable following separation from other rural activities on the site.
PR4 unreasonably restricts subdivision potential over what is necessary to avoid undermining the intent of the rule under which these
Record of Title were created. Rule 228 of the Franklin Section the donor certificates of title had to meet a minimum area of |ha each,
however, there is no maximum, with many donor Records of Title ranging upwards from 20ha prior to the amalgamation. under the
Franklin Section of the District Plan there was no corresponding rule that limited any further subdivision of the donor lot. While
subdividing lots amalgamated under Section 22b of the Franklin Section require closer scrutiny this should merit a Non-Complying
Activity status. The land affected may contain qualifying Significant Natural Areas or may be able to relocate boundaries without creating
an outcome that may compromise the prior transferable subdivision.

The objectives and policies of the Proposed Plan should be sufficiently strong to ensure that the subdivision of land containing high class
soils is protected and that subdivision in the Urban Expansion Zone does not undermine the integrated and efficient development of this

.

.

.

.

zone.
Point Number 355.11
S y of Decision Regq ed A d Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision to replace “lot” with “Record of Title”.
Decision Reasons:
« It may be necessary to create multiple lots and hold them in one Record of Title. This may occur where a stream or a public road
bisects land held together in one Record of Title.
Submitter Number: 356 Submitter: Robert & Colleen Endicott
Point Number 356.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Rule 22.4.1.2 General Subdivision, to delete restrictions on subdivision of rural land smaller than 20ha and to delete the requirement

Decision Reasons:

that a title issued prior to 1997.

« These restrictions are unreasonable in regards to existing land holdings that are already too small to be an economic farming unit.

Submitter Number: 357 Submitter: Colin John Wood
Point Number 357.1
S y of Decision Req d. R walkway from the property located at 493 Old Taupiri Road, Hopuhopu.

Decision Reasons:

« The submitter states that a lot of money was spent on the River Bank when it slipped a few years ago.

Submitter Number: 358 Submitter: Caroline Swann

Point Number 358.1

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the extent of the Significant Natural Area on the property at 1384 Whaanga Road, Raglan by reducing the size (see map attached to the
submission).

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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« Kanuka/Manuka is a regenerated tree over grassland. These trees are not significant compared to other areas on this farm.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

358.2

Decision Reasons:

d. A d Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, by deleting 5m3 and the words "outside the coastal
environment".

« 5m3is not enough for heating needs within the coastal environment.
« Need to be able to cut kanaka/manuka for firewood.

Point Number

3583

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d. A d the proposed Significant Natural Area on the property at 1384 Whaanga Road, Raglan, to exclude existing farm tracks.

« To ensure sustainable farm operations can continue.

Submitter Number: 359 Submitter: Phillip Swann
Point Number 359.1
d A

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the size of the proposed Significant Natural Areas on the property at 1665 Whaanga Road, Raglan, to reflect areas of significant
ecological value (see map attached to submission).

« Parts of the proposed Significant Natural Area are of low ecological value.

+ Comprises recently regenerated Kanuka as well as exotic species and pest species including woolly nightshade and gorse.

« This area has been sustainably farmed for the past 100 years.

« These areas are important parts of the farm and the loss of these productive areas will seriously impact on the economic value of the
farm.

« There are areas of vegetation that are of greater significance (see the map attached to the submission for further detail).

Point Number

359.2

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

ed: A d the area of the Significant Natural Area on the property at 1665 Whaanga Road, Raglan, to exclude existing farm tracks.

« This is to ensure sustainable farm operations can continue.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

3593

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area, by deleting "5m3" and replacing it with "I per cent"
AND

Delete the words "outside the coastal environment" from Rule 22.2.7 P2 Indigenous vegetation clearance inside a Significant Natural Area.

« 5m3 is insufficient to provide for the heating needs of farms, especially those with more than one dwelling.
« Al per cent allowance would have no adverse affects on sustainable management of the resource, or on ecological values.
« Excluding the coastal environment from the firewood allowance is unnecessary and unreasonable.

Point Number

359.4

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d. A d Rule 22.2.3.3 Earthworks - Significant Natural Areas to permit earthworks, to construct new tracks through Significant Natural Areas.

« Rule 22.2.3.3 is silent about construction of new tracks in Significant Natural Areas. New tracks should be permitted to enable ongoing
farming operations and farm development.

Submitter Number: 360 Submitter: Kwanghoon Yang
Point Number 360.1
S y of Decision R ed A d zoning of the properties on the western side of Helenslee Road and north of Munro Road and Huia Road, Pokeno (see maps included in

Decision Reasons:

the submission) Residential to Rural Zone.

« The proposed re-zoning does not include 166 Pokeno Road, which is in the same Central Rural Area.

Point Number

360.2

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d. A d the zoning of the property at 7 Munro Road, Pokeno, from Rural Zone to Residential Zone.
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The site is within 400m of the bus route.

The property is within the Central Rural Area, same as the properties proposed as Residential Zone on the western side of Helenslee
Road.

The zoning of land on the northern side of the railway line should match that on the southern side of the railway line on Pokeno Road.
The property is surrounded by three roads so has easy access for residential dwellings.

.

.

Submitter Number:

362 Submitter: CYK Limited

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

362.1

Retain Policy 3.2.8 Incentivise subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Add to Policy 3.2.8 Incentivise subdivision, as follows:

(b)_Incentivise subdivision in the Rural zone when there is the enhancement and/or restoration of biodiversity, legal and physical protection of areas that are
of a suitable size and meet the Criteria for D iodiversit

Significance of Indi

.

Support incentivising the protection of existing biodiversity with the ability to subdivide subject to meeting certain criteria.

Policy 3.2.8 needs to be expanded to include provision for the enhancement and/or restoration of areas, when once restored, would be
of a suitable size and quality to achieve a functioning ecosystem. Appendix 2 of the Proposed Plan - 'Criteria for Determining Significance
of Indigenous Biodiversity' could provide the basis for assessing the eligibility of these areas. Eligible areas would likely be wetlands and
waterways which are degraded in the Waikato District due to farming activities such as stock and cropping.

Incentivising restoration is in line with The Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3622

Retain Objective 5.1.1 The Rural Environment, as notified.

The Waikato District encompasses valuable areas of high class soils that are of primary importance for food production both regionally
and nationally.

Protecting soils from adverse effects of inappropriate use and development may impact life-supporting capacity.

This is of national importance, and is now being recognised with a NPS for Versatile Land and High Class Soils under consideration.
Urban subdivision is an inefficient use of rural production land.

Urban subdivision, particularly ad-hoc subdivision, may undermine the integrated development of identified townships and expansion
areas.

The strength of wording in this objective is supported.

Agree that urban development within the Rural Environment is an outcome contrary to the intent of the Proposed Plan and should be
avoided.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3623

Retain Objective 5.2.1 (a)(i) Rural Resources, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Objective 5.2.1 (a)(i) Rural Resources, as follows:

(a) Maintain or enhance the:

(i) Inherent life-supporting capacity, accessibility and versatility of soils, in particular...

« Support sub-policy (i) to maintain or enhance the life-supporting capacity and versatility of soils.

+ Accessibility to versatile land is also a key consideration in managing this resource.

« Support the enhancement and/or restoration of natural ecosystems, surface and ground water quality, and the natural characteristics of

+ A method of enhancement should be incentivising the stock exclusion, restoration of biodiversity, and protection of waterways through
rural subdivision.

« Providing for conservation lot subdivision via enhancement and/or restoration would enable this policy.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

362.4

Retain Policy 5.2.2 High Class Soils.

« Supports the policy which seeks to retain high class soils and ensure adverse effects do not compromise the life support properties of
high class soil.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

3625

Retain Policy 5.2.3 (b) Effects of subdivision and development on soils, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 5.2.3 (b) Effects of subdivision and development on soils, as follows:

(b) Subdivision which provides a range of lifestyle options is directed away from high class soils and/or where indigenous biodiversity is being protected,

« Supports provisions that incentivise protection, enhancement and/or restoration of biodiversity values within the Waikato District
through subdivision.
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.

This Policy only provides for subdivision where existing indigenous biodiversity is being protected.

There are a number of waterways and wetlands in the Rural Zone of the Waikato District that would benefit from stock exclusion
(through fencing) and enhancement and/or restoration.

The cost of full restoration is approximately $45,000 + GST per ha (excluding fencing of revegetated areas from stock).

Subdivision offers an incentive for landowners to undertake restoration works which they would be unlikely to do without a financial
offset.

To allow for the protection and/or restoration, particularly of water ways, would achieve the outcome sought in Policy 5.2.1(a)(iii), being
the enhancement of water quality.

Would support Policy 3.1.2 which seeks enhancement of indigenous biodiversity values through planting, pest control and other
biosecurity measures.

The Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River seeks restoration of the health and wellbeing of the Waikato River Catchment -
improvements over time.

Incentivising the fencing and restoration of waterways in the Waikato District would contribute positively to the improvement of water
quality and achieving the objectives of the Vision and Strategy.

.

.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3626

Retain Objective 5.3.1 (a) Rural character and amenity, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Objective 5.3.1 (a) Rural character and amenity, as follows:

(a) Rural character and amenity are maintained while recognising the localised character of different parts of the District.

Support in part the intent of this objective, however, recognition of the variation of what defines rural character and amenity values
across a large District is needed.

The Waikato District encompasses coastal areas, hill country comprising large landholdings and primarily pastoral uses and smaller
landholdings, particularly in the northern part of the District which is used for higher value production activities such as intensive
cropping, greenhouses etc.

Consideration of 'Rural Character' should take into account the unique variables of the locality including land holding pattern, built form,
landuse activities, vegetation and geomorphology.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3627

Retain Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision as follows:

(a) Protect productive rural areas by directing urban forms of subdivision, use, and development to within the boundaries of towns and villages.

bE ) s ise—th ) i 1 ™ k - ot J
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(c) Ensure subdivision, use and development minimise the effects or ribbon development.

(d) Rural hamlet subdivision and boundary relocations ensure the following:

(i) Protection of rural land for productive purposes;

(ii) Maintenance of the localised rural character and amenity of the surrounding rural environment;

(i) Minimisation of cumulative effects.

(e) Subdivision, use and development opportunities ensure that localised rural character and amenity values are maintained.

Policy 5.3.8(b) duplicates (d)(ii) and (e) which both seek to ensure that rural character and amenity are maintained.

Not all rural areas comprise open space character and amenity. It is recognised that the district's rural character is varied in nature and
comprises landscapes, landforms and structures.

These are also areas of active and dynamic primary production and associated activities rather than necessarily benign landscapes.

It should be recognised that rural landscapes can be visually altered by structures and buildings such as greenhouses and packhouses.
These are recognised as important components of primary production activities and form part of the rural environment and are
generally considered rural in appearance and value.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

362.8

Retain the definition for "Significant Natural Area" in Chapter |3: Definitions, except for the amendments sought below
AND
Amend the wording of the definition for "Significant Natural Area" in Chapter |3: Definitions, as follows:

Means an area of significant indigenous biodiversity that is identified as a Significant Natural Area of the planning maps or has been assessed as meeting one

Support the inclusion of Significant Natural Area's definition.

Would like to see definition expanded to also include areas that have been assessed by a suitably qualified Ecologist as meeting one or
more of the criteria in Appendix 2 of the Proposed Plan - Criteria for Determining Significance of Indigenous Biodiversity.

Aligns with the wording of the Conservation Lot Subdivision provisions which allow for subdivision where an identified as Significant
Natural Area is being protected or an area meeting the Criteria for Determining Significance of Indigenous Biodiversity.

Point Number

3629

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d the activity status for Rule 22.4.1.1 PRI, PR2, PR3 and PR4 Prohibited Subdivision, from Prohibited to Non Complying activities.
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There may be circumstances where the subdivision of high class soils has overall positive effects that can be supported by the objectives
and policies.

It is fanciful to think that every subdivision on high class soil would result in a significant adverse effect on the environment.

Relocating consented lots within a holding (multiple Records of Title held in the same ownership) may produce a better outcome from a
farming and landscape perspective.

There are circumstances where it may be unavoidable to create an additional Record of Title, i.e. where a title is limited as to parcels
and held together by covenant.

The rule relies on a definition of High Class Soils.

High class soils as defined in the Proposed Plan, (relying on soil classification only), may not be versatile due to a range of factors
identified through case law.

Unfair and unreasonable to prohibit the creation of lots that accommodate existing and well-established rural activities where these are
of a viable, sustainable and permanent nature and it is appropriate for these to be subdivided from other rural activities on the site.
Established rural activities include greenhouses, packhouses, packing sheds, intensive farming, poultry hatcheries or commercial orchard
activities.

Rural activities do not need to be held on the same certificate of title as other rural activities, and there may be circumstances where
subdivision enables more significant opportunities for economic wellbeing and the efficient and effective operation of the activity.

A number of commercial reasons could necessitate subdivision including the desire to sell or lease the business rather than having no
other option but to dispose of the entire property, or the need to invest more capital in the operation.

The prohibited activity status prevents opportunities for subdivision where there is a significant capital investment, particularly in
buildings and the intensive rural activity will continue to be commercially viable and sustainable in the long-term following its separation
from other rural activities on the site.

PR4 states any subdivision of a lot previously amalgamated for the purpose of a transferable lot subdivision is prohibited. This rule may
unreasonably restrict the subdivision potential over and above what is necessary to avoid undermining the intent of the rule under which
these Records of Title were created. Under Rule 22B of the Franklin Section, the donor certificates of title had to meet a minimum
area of Iha each. However there is no maximum, with many donor Records of Title ranging upwards from 20ha prior to the
amalgamation. We also note that under the Franklin Section of the District Plan there were no corresponding rules that limited any
further subdivision of the donor lot. While subdividing lots amalgamated under Section 22B of the Franklin Section require closer
scrutiny this should merit a Non-Complying status only. The land affected may contain qualifying Significant Natural Areas or may be
able to relocate boundaries with a neighbour without creating an outcome that may compromise the prior transferable subdivision.
The objectives and policies of the Proposed Plan should be sufficiently strong to ensure that the subdivision of land containing high class
soils is protected in the Rural Zone from inappropriate subdivision and development and that subdivision in the Urban Expansion Area
does not undermine the integrated and efficient development of this zone.

.

.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

362.10

Retain Appendix 2 Criteria for Determining significance of Indigenous Biodiversity.

.

Support the inclusion of the criteria for determining significance of indigenous biodiversity.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

362.11

Add a new discretionary activity to Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision, as follows:
DI

(a)_Conservation lot subdivision around an existing dwelling and associated curtilage that does not comply with Rule 22.4.1.6(vi-vii) RDI.

(b)_Conservation lot subdivision around established rural activities that does not comply with Rule 22.4.1.6(vi-vii) RD .

No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

362.12

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(iv) General Subdivision.

« Creation of a vacant lot between 8,000m2 and |.6ha is supported as a Restricted Discretionary activity.

Point Number

362.13

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision, to replace references to “lot” with “Record of Title”.

« It may be necessary to create multiple lots and hold them in one Record of Title. This may occur where a stream or a public road
bisects land held together in one Record of Title.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

362.14

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(i) — (iii) General Subdivision, as notified.

« Supports the inclusion of General Subdivision provisions.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

362.15

Retain Rule 22.4.2.2 General subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 22.4.2.2 General subdivision to add new discretionary activities as follows:
DI

(a)_General subdivision around an existing dwelling and associated curtilage that does not comply with Rule 22.4.1.2 (iv) RDI.

« General subdivision creating a child lot around an existing dwelling, where a curtilage is established and farming regime is already in place
on the balance lot, should be provided flexibility in lot size to ensure that the existing farming regime can continue.

« This will ensure the boundaries proposed are a practical outcome to ensure the most efficient ongoing management of the land and not
to meet an arbitrary rule.

« Alot size consistent with the established farming regime will avoid the redevelopment of farm tracks and fence lines to access what is a
relatively small piece of land.
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A discretionary rule should be provided for lots less than 8,000m2 and greater than |.6ha where they contain an existing dwelling.
There may be site specific factors that create a unique situation that is conducive to the proposed lot size whilst remaining consistent
with the objectives and policies and achieving the anticipated environmental results.

For lots smaller than 8,000m2 it is only necessary to confirm the provision of services within the lot boundaries.

Lots greater than |.6ha may need an assessment with respect to the productive potential of the land.

If the land comprises existing curtilage around the house then the lot will not result in any unreasonable effects with respect to the
productive potential of the balance land.

If the land comprises productive potential, then a Farm management report should be provided to demonstrate that the both the
proposed lot and the balance lot are sized to ensure rural land uses continue to predominate.

The creation of lots that accommodate existing and well-established rural activities where these are of a viable, sustainable and
permanent nature and it is appropriate for these to be subdivided from other activities on the site should be provided for.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

362.16

Delete Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General Subdivision

AND

Add a new matter of discretion to Rule 22.4.1.2, as follows:

(b)(vi)_Effects on rural productivity and ation of high class soils.

There is no analysis in the s32 report regarding the relevance or practicality of this rule.

The submitter agrees with the intent of this rule, which is to design subdivision to avoid the fragmentation of the high class soils.

The strict and arbitrary 80/20 requirement of this rule may not necessarily result in the best layout, design or farming outcome for the
site.

The objectives and policies (5.1.1, 5.2) give primacy to the protection of high class soils.

In addition to the objectives and policies (5.2), the submitter would like to see matters relating to the retention of high class soils and
the maintenance of productivity/farming systems addressed as a matter of discretion for the General Subdivision provisions.

The objectives and policies together with expanded matters of discretion are sufficiently strong to ensure adverse outcomes on high
class soils are avoided.

The requirement to demonstrate the 80/20 split will result in the necessary inclusion of Landuse Capability Reporting with every
subdivision application under the General Provisions to demonstrate that this exact figure is met. This becomes an additional compliance
cost that does not necessarily result in a better environmental outcome.

Consent planners should have the discretion of where these are required in accordance with the recommended matter of discretion.

.

.

.

Point Number

362.17

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d clauses (a) and (b) in Rule 22.4.1.6 (a) Conservation Lot subdivision, as follows:
(a) The subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:

(i) The lot must contain a contiguous area of existing Significant Natural Area either as shown on the planning maps or as determined by an experienced and
suitably qualified ecologist, or a conti areg, to be enhanced andlor restored in accordance with the table below:

(ii) The area of Significant Natural Area, or area to be enhanced andlor restored, is assessed by a suitably qualified person as satisfying at least one criteria in
Appendix 2 (Criteria for D ining Significance of Indi Biodiversity);

(iii) The Significance Natural Area,_or area to be restored is not already subject to . = S Smm s
Elizabeth-H-Netional-Frust-Aet—+977legal protection;

(iv) The subdivision proposes to legally protect all areas of Significant Natural Area, or area to be restored; by-weay-of- # P to-th
R Act1977 of th i

beth--Netionel-TrustAct1-977:

(v) An ecological management plan is prepared to address ongoing management of the eeveneant protected area to ensure that the Sigrificant-Natural
Area area to be protected is self-sustaining and that plan:

A. Addresses fencing requirements for the eevenant protected area;
B. Addresses ongoing pest plant and animal control;

C. Identifies any enhancement andlor restoration e#edge planting required within the eeverent area to be protected;

(vi) All proposed lots are a minimum size of 8,000m2;
(vii) All proposed lots excluding the balance lot, must each have a maximum area of 1.6ha;
(viii) This rule or its equivalent in a previous district plan has not previously been used to gain an additional subdivision entitlement;

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:

(i) Subdivision layout and proximity of building p to Significant-Natural-Area_the area to be protected;
(ii) Matters contain in an ecological management plan for the eevenant protected area;
(iii) Effects of the subdivision on localised rural character and amenity values;

(iv) Extent of earthworks including earthworks for the location of building platforms and access ways.

.

Support the incentivisation of legally and physically protecting Significant Natural Areas and other areas of existing biodiversity which
offers positive benefits for the Region.

There is no provision for ecological enhancement and/or restoration in the Conservation Lot rules.

There are significant biodiversity and water quality benefits to be gained from ecological enhancement particularly along waterways and
wetland areas.

Water quality is a key issue identified in the Regional Policy Statement and the Vision and Strategy.

Recognised in the rural objectives and policies which seek enhancement of surface and ground water quality and the natural
characteristics of waterways.

The plan should be enabling of improving biodiversity and water quality within the Waikato Catchment and incentivise enhancement
and/or restoration of areas that meet criteria in Appendix 2.

Re-vegetation costs approximately $45,000 per hectare.

Incentivisation through subdivision would assist in offsetting this cost and encourage enhancement and/or restoration.

Seek that provisions for ecological enhancement and/or restoration of appropriate areas be included.

Minimum areas for enhancement and/or restroration should be in accordance with Rule 22.4.16.

Rule 22.4.1.6 ii requires the legal protection of the conservation feature.

Other forms of legal protection, such as the vesting of the conservation area in Council ownership (esplanade reserve) or by S221
consent notice may be appropriate.

Suggest that this rule require legal protection only and leave the mechanism of protection to discretion of Council.

Rule 22.4.1.6 (vi) requires a minimum area of 8,000m2, flexibility for lot area should be provided where dwellings or established rural
activities exist. This avoids unnecessary fragmentation of productive land. This could be addressed as a matter of discretion.

.

.

.

.

Submitter Number:

363 Submitter: Divina Libre
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Point Number

363.1

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning for the land located between the Waikato Expressway and the Tamahere Country Living Zone (which includes Yumelody
Lane) from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone.

« The land around Yumelody Lane is already subdivided into small lots.

« The land is not suitable or economic for farming.

« The land is suitable for Country Living Zone because it is adjacent to the Tamahere Country Living Zone and cut off from other rural
areas by the Expressway.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3632

Retain Rule 22.3.2 (PI) Minor dwelling, and ensure that it does not include reference to dependent persons in the rule.

+ There is no need to stipulate that dependent persons live in a minor dwelling.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

3633

Delete Rule 22.3.2 (P1)(b)(i) Minor dwelling, that requires minor dwellings to be within 20m of the main dwelling.

« This requirement for minor dwellings to be within 20m of the main dwelling is unnecessary.
« Takes no account of the topography or other features of the land.
« A better site on the land may be further away.

Point Number

3634

A d the Signifi

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

Natural Area near Yumelody Lane further along the gully, past 60 Yumelody Lane.

Significant bird life wild life and large trees in the gully adjacent to 60 Yumelody land that justify this being a Significant Natural Area.

Submitter Number:

364 Submitter: Michael Innes

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

364.1

Retain Objective 5.1.1 The rural environment.

Waikato District encompasses valuable areas of high class soils that are important for food production both regionally and nationally.
Protecting these soils from adverse effects of inappropriate use and development that may impact their life supporting capacity is of
national importance which is now being recognised with a National Policy Statement for versatile land and High Class Soils).

Urban subdivision is an inefficient use of rural production land.

Urban subdivision, particularly ad-hoc subdivision may undermine the integrated development of identified townships and expansion
areas.

Support strength of wording in this objective and agree that urban development is contrary to the intent of the Proposed District Plan
and should be avoided.

.

.

Point Number

364.2

S y of Decision Req ed Retain Objective 5.2.1 Rural resources, except for the amendments sought below
AND
Amend Objective 5.2.1(a)(i) Rural resources, as follows:
Inherent life-supporting capacity, accessibility and versatility of soils, in particular high class soils;
Decision Reasons:
« Support the maintenance or enhancement of life-supporting capacity and versatility of soils.
« Accessibility to versatile land is a key consideration in managing this resource.
Point Number 3643
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Policy 5.2.2. High class soils.

Decision Reasons:

« Support that the policy seeks to retain high class soils and ensure adverse effects do not compromise the life supporting properties of
high class soil.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

364.4

Retain Objective 5.3.1 Rural character and amenity, except for the amendment sought below
AND
Amend Objective 5.3.1(a)- Rural character and amenity, as follows:

Rural character and amenity are maintained while recognising the localised character of different parts of the District.

« Support the intent of this objective. However recognition of the variation of what defines rural character and amenity values across a
large District is needed.
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+ The Waikato District encompasses coastal areas, hill country comprising large landholdings and primarily pastoral uses and smaller
landholding, particularly in the northern part of the District which is used for higher value production activities such as intensive
cropping, greenhouses etc.

« Consideration of ‘Rural Character’ should take into account the unique variables of the locality including land holding pattern, built form,
landuse activities, vegetation and geomorphology.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

364.5

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 (a)(i) — (iii) General Subdivision, as notified.

« Support the inclusion of the General Subdivision rules.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

364.6

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision, except for the amendments sought below

AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.2 General Subdivision to create new discretionary activities as follows:
DI

(a)_General subdivision around an existing dwelling and associated curtilage that does not comply. with Rule 22.4.1.2 (iv) RDI.

.

General subdivision creating a child lot around an existing dwelling, where a curtilage is established and farming regime is already in place
on the balance lot, should be provided flexibility in lot size to ensure that the existing farming regime can continue.

This will ensure the boundaries proposed are a practical outcome to ensure the most efficient ongoing management of the land and not
to meet an arbitrary rule.

A lot size consistent with the established farming regime will avoid the redevelopment of farm tracks and fence lines to access what is a
relatively small piece of land.

A discretionary rule should be provided for lots less than 8,000m2 and greater than |.6ha where they contain an existing dwelling.
There may be site specific factors that create a unique situation that is conducive to the proposed lot size whilst remaining consistent
with the objectives and policies and achieving the anticipated environmental results.

For lots smaller than 8,000m2 it is only necessary to confirm the provision of services within the lot boundaries.

Lots greater than |.6ha may need an assessment with respect to the productive potential of the land.

If the land comprises existing curtilage around the house then the lot will not result in any unreasonable effects with respect to the
productive potential of the balance land.

If the land comprises productive potential, then a Farm management report should be provided to demonstrate that the both the
proposed lot and the balance lot are sized to ensure rural land uses continue to predominate.The creation of lots that accommodate
existing and well-established rural activities where these are of a viable, sustainable and permanent nature and it is appropriate for these
to be subdivided from other activities on the site should be provided for.

.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

3647

Delete Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(v) General Subdivision

AND

Add a new matter of discretion to Rule 22.4.1.2(b) General Subdivision, as follows:

(b

) Effects on rural productivity and fragmentation of high class soils.

There is no analysis in the s32 report regarding the relevance or practicality of this rule.

We agree with the intent of this rule, which is to design subdivision to avoid the fragmentation of the high class soils.

The strict and arbitrary 80/20 requirement of this rule may not necessarily result in the best layout, design or farming outcome for the
site.

The objectives and policies (5.1.1, 5.2) give primacy to the protection of high class soils.

In addition to the objectives and policies (5.2), would like to see matters relating to the retention of high class soils and the maintenance
of productivity/farming systems addressed as a matter of discretion for the General Subdivision provisions.

The strength of the objectives and policies together with expanded matters of discretion are sufficiently strong to ensure adverse
outcomes on high class soils are avoided.

« The requirement to demonstrate the 80/20 split will result in the necessary inclusion of Landuse Capability Reporting with every
subdivision application under the General Provisions to demonstrate that this exact figure is met.

This becomes an additional compliance cost that does not necessarily result in a better environmental outcome.

Consent planners should have the discretion of where these are required in accordance with the recommended matter of discretion.

.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

364.8

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2(a)(iv) General subdivision.

Creation of a vacant lot between 8,000m2 and |.6ha is supported as a Restricted Discretionary activity.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

364.9

Retain Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 5.3.8 Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision, as follows:
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(d) Rural hamlet subdivision and boundary relocations ensure the following:

... (ii) Maintenance of the localised rural character and amenity of the surrounding rural environment;

(e) Subdivision, use and development opportunities ensure that localised rural character and amenity values are maintained.

« Policy 5.3.8(b) duplicates (d)(ii) and (e) which both seek to ensure that rural character and amenity are maintained.
« Notall rural areas comprise open space character and amenity.
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« Itis recognised that the district’s rural character is varied in nature and comprises landscapes, landforms and structures. These are also
areas of active and dynamic primary production and associated activities rather than necessarily benign landscapes.

« It should be recognised that rural landscapes can be visually altered by structures and buildings such as greenhouses and packhouses.
However these are recognised as important components of primary production activities, form part of the rural environment and are
generally considered rural in appearance and value.

Point Number

364.10

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the activity status for Rule 22.4.1.1 PRI, PR2, PR3 and PR4 Prohibited subdivision, from Prohibited to Non-Complying Activities.

« There may be circumstances where the subdivision of high class soils has overall positive effects that can be supported by the objectives
and policies.

« ltis fanciful to think that every subdivision on high class soil would result in a significant adverse effect on the environment.

« Relocating consented lots within a holding (multiple Records of Title held in the same ownership) may produce a better outcome from a
farming and landscape perspective.

« There are circumstances where it may be unavoidable to create an additional Record of Title, i.e. where a title is limited as to parcels
and held together by covenant.

« The rule relies on a definition of High Class Soils. High class soils as defined in the Proposed Plan, (relying on soil classification only),
may not be versatile due to a range of factors identified through case law.

« Unfair and unreasonable to prohibit the creation of lots that accommodate existing and well-established rural activities where these are
of a viable, sustainable and permanent nature and it is appropriate for these to be subdivided from other rural activities on the site.

« Established rural activities include greenhouses, packhouses, packing sheds, intensive farming, poultry hatcheries or commercial orchard

« Rural activities do not need to be held on the same certificate of title as other rural activities, and there may be circumstances where
subdivision enables more significant opportunities for economic wellbeing and the efficient and effective operation of the activity.

« A number of commercial reasons could necessitate subdivision including the desire to sell or lease the business rather than having no
other option but to dispose of the entire property, or the need to invest more capital in the operation.

« The prohibited activity status prevents opportunities for subdivision where there is a significant capital investment, particularly in
buildings and the intensive rural activity will continue to be commercially viable and sustainable in the long-term following its separation
from other rural activities on the site.

« PR4 states any subdivision of a lot previously amalgamated for the purpose of a transferable lot subdivision is prohibited.

« This rule may unreasonably restrict the subdivision potential over and above what is necessary to avoid undermining the intent of the
rule under which these Records of Title were created.

« Under Rule 22B of the Franklin Section, the donor certificates of title had to meet a minimum area of Iha each. However there is no
maximum, with many donor Records of Title ranging upwards from 20ha prior to the amalgamation.

+ We also note that under the Franklin Section of the District Plan there were no corresponding rules that limited any further subdivision
of the donor lot.

+  While subdividing lots amalgamated under Section 22B of the Franklin Section require closer scrutiny this should merit a Non-
Complying status only. The land affected may contain qualifying Significant Natural Areas or may be able to relocate boundaries with a
neighbour without creating an outcome that may compromise the prior transferable subdivision.

« The objectives and policies of the Proposed Plan should be sufficiently strong to ensure that the subdivision of land containing high class
soils is protected in the Rural Zone from inappropriate subdivision and development and that subdivision in the Urban Expansion Area
does not undermine the integrated and efficient development of this zone.

Point Number 364.11
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision, to replace reference to “lot” with “Record of Title”.
Decision Reasons:
« It may be necessary to create multiple lots and hold them in one Record of Title.
« This may occur where a stream or a public road bisects land held together in one Record of Title.
Submitter Number: 365 Submitter: Delta Property Group
Point Number 365.1
S y of Decision R ed A d Rule 22.4.1.2 General Subdivision, to add a new restricted discretionary activity for records of title containing no high class soils and to

Decision Reasons:

allow a minimum lot area of 4ha on properties that do not contain high class soils as follows:

RD/ Al - Record of Title containing High Class Soil:

(@) ...
RD2 A2 - Record of Title containing no High Class Soil:

The proposed subdivision must create no more than one additional lot, excluding an access allotment.

(iv)_The additional lot must have a minimum lot area of 4ha;

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:

There are many cases where there are rural sites that do not contain high class soils that could be potentially subdivided down to
smaller sizes without compromising productivity or the character and amenity of the rural zone.

This could be achieved by making a larger minimum lot size (with no maximum) and providing a one-time only provision to ensure
subdivision retains rural character and amenity and ensures lot sizes are sufficiently sized for productive use.

Point Number

365.2

y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Rule 22.4.1.6 RD1(a) Conservation Lot Subdivision, as follows:

(a)(i) The lots must contain an eentigueus area of existing Significant Natural Area either as shown on the planning maps or as determined by an
experienced and suitably qualified ecologist in accordance with the table below:

Contis to-be-lesall dth Measis b £ Records-oE-Tith
gy P f g f
B Lh 42k ithin tho [onilio. B L

Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Page 241




Decision Reasons:

2ha to less than Sha 2+

5ha or more te-ess-than—+-Ohe 32

+Ohe-orrere 3

(vii) In cases where high class soils exist onsite, and exist within the parent title, all proposed lots....

AND
Add a new clause to Rule 22.4.1.6 RD | (a) Conservation Lot Subdivision as follows:

(viii)_In cases where no high class soils exist onsite, or exist within the parent title, all d lots excluding the balance lot, there is no

lot size;

Current requirement for both contiguous areas of significance and the minimum lot area are too restrictive.

minimums or segregated by some feature but still containing a Significant Natural Area.
Council still maintain discretion for areas less than two hectares.

.

.

between non-contiguous areas as part of possible future Significant Natural Areas.

Where this rule is utilised, there should be different lot sizes for areas of land that do and do not contain high class soils.

These requirements provide no incentive for potential protection for future generations in cases where the current area is less than the

By removing the requirements for the areas to be "contiguous”, Council may find that proposals could be made to reinstate land

Point Number

365.3

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Consider introducing the ability to transfer development rights to other properties where an allotment is entirely covered by Significant Natural

Area Overlay.

« There are properties that are entirely covered by a Significant Natural Area overlay which makes subdivision a non-complying activity for

splitting Significant Natural Areas through subdivision.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

367 Submitter: Liam McGrath

Mercer Residents and Ratepayers Committee

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

367.1

Retain Section 4.2 Residential Zone.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

367.2

Retain Section 4.4 Residential and Village Zones - Noise, lighting, outdoor storage, signs and odour.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

3673

S y of Decision Req ed: Add policies for small towns, i.e. Mercer and Meremere to Section 4.5 Business and Business Town Centre Zones.
Decision Reasons:
« All small towns contribute to wider community, especially those close to main arterials and visible to the public.
« Small towns need policies to help keep their character and prevent loss of identity.
Point Number 3674
S y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

Retain Section 5.2 Productive Versatility of Rural Resources.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

367.5

Retain Policy 5.3.7 Reverse sensitivity effects.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

367.6

Retain Policy 5.3.10 Temporary events.

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

367.7

Add a point to Policy 5.3.13 Waste management activities, to ensure no leeching into nearby waterways.

« There is a need to monitor or be aware of what materials and waste are or have been deposited at quarries and land fills.
« There is a great risk for certain substances to leech back into soil and waterways, contaminating them and deeming them unusable.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.8

Retain Policy 5.3.15 Noise and vibration.

No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

367.9

Retain Section 5.6 Country Living Zone.

No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

367.10

Retain Section 6.| General Infrastructure.

.

No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

367.11

Retain Section 6.4 Infrastructure, Subdivision and Development.

.

No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.12

Retain Section 7.1 Protection of Historic Heritage and Notable Trees.

No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.13

Retain Chapter 8 Reserves.

No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

367.14

Retain Section 8.3 Commercial Activities and Temporary Events.

No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

367.15

Add Mercer Airport to Chapter 9 Specific Zones, using Te Kowhai Airpark as the model.

« Addition to capture Mercer airport development in its infancy to create adequate future proofing for all potential users and for future

growth within the area.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

367.16

Retain Section 10.2 Contaminated Land.

No reasons provided.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

367.17

Retain Chapter |3 Definition of "Maaori Sites of Significance."

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.18

Retain Chapter |3 Definition of "Marae Complex".

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

367.19

Add Koheroa Road as an Arterial Road to Transportation tables and figures 14.12.5.

+ Koheroa Road was defined as a Collector Road in the Franklin District Plan in Part 9- Transportation, Para 9.4- Roading Hierarchy.

« Koheroa Road is well used by other activity organisers for day outings, main arterial for tourists, users of Mercer Airport and main
access to Glass Road (used for Mercer School and Cemetery).

+ Due to its significance and users, it needs to be incorporated in the Proposed District Plan.

« This is the major alternative road for detours as a result of accidents on State Highways | and 2.

Point Number

367.20

A d Rule 16.1.2 P4 Permitted Activities, by increasing the number of non-permanent residents working for home occupations to 2x the

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

number of bedrooms.

« Restrictions limits those running businesses from home as there are potentially more than 4 people working.
« Place a ratio of 2x number of bedrooms as long as ensuring sufficient car parking spaces available including toilet facilities will allow for
greater growth for small businesses instead of leasing a small office/warehouse which increases overheads and extra costs.

Point Number

367.21

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 16.1.2 P5 Permitted Activities, by increasing operating hours or allowing exemptions for temporary activities.

« Increasing/allowing exemptions to hours will allow events, e.g. weddings, to continue as they may run past 8.30pm.

Point Number

367.22

A d Rule 16.1.2 P9 Permitted Activities, by increasing the homestay guests to 2x the number of bedrooms as long as there is sufficient and

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

toilets.

« Place a ratio of 2x number of bedrooms as long as ensuring sufficient car parking spaces are available.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

367.23

A d Rule 16.2.2 Servicing and hours of operation - Bankart Street and Wainui Road Business Overlay Area, to provide clarification that it

Decision Reasons:

relates to Raglan.

« Adds clarity.

Point Number

367.24

A d Rule 16.2.6.2 Notable tree — Trimming, to provide clarification in terms of residents who have overhanging or growth of trees

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

interfering with another residents notable tree.

« Are no rules/guidelines for residents around their rights and limitations for notable trees hanging/growth interfering with another
resident’s notable tree.
« Courses of action should be considered.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

367.25

Retain Rule 20.2.2 Landscape planting.

+ No reasons provided.
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Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.26

Retain Rule 20.2.1 Servicing and hours of operation.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.27

Retain Rule 21.2.2 Landscape planting.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

367.28

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d 22.8.2 P4(e) Permitted Activities, by reducing the length of operation time to an earlier time to be in line with other curfew times.

« Lakeside Te Kauwhata Precinct is a densely populated area thus consideration must be given to neighbours for the operating times of
machinery, especially if it is marketed to families or retirees.
« 9pmiis too late and impractical.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

367.29

Retain Rule 24.2.4.2 Earthworks for Maaori Sites and Maaori Areas of Significance

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

367.30

Add Mercer Airport as its own Appendix under Appendix | Acoustic Insulation.

« Mercer Airport is a fully operational business, including leisure activities and accommodation.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.31

Add Pukekohe Motorcycle Club, located in Mercer, to Appendix 12 Motorsport and Recreation.

« Such activities provide great opportunities to showcase small towns and what highly regarded, high class race tracks can be.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

367.32

Retain Section |.4 Issues for Waikato District.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

367.33

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d Section 1.5.4 Urban growth, to include Mercer Airport.

« Mercer airport is currently a tourist attraction used for skydiving and has backpackers accommodation.
« Currently undergoing construction to enlarge facilities and hangar availability.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

367.34

Retain Section 1.5.7.2 Landscape and natural character.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.35

Retain Section 1.5.7.8 Tourism.

« Supports as Mercer contributes to it.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Retain Section 1.7 Settlements Acts / Co-management/ Rivers — Vision and Strategies / Joint Management Agreement.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

367.37

Retain Section 1.9 Statutory Context and Framework.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

367.38

Retain Section 1.10.2.3 Waikato Region strategies and plans, particularly (iii) Regional Public Transport Plan 2015-2025, (iv) Regional Walking
and Cycling Strategy 2009-2015 and (viii) Waikato Regional Pest Management Strategy 2014-2024.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.39

Add Public Toilet Strategy to the list of Strategies and plans in Section |.10 Integration of district plan with other plans and documents.

+ Mercer desperately needs public toilets.
« Wil help council prioritise towns needing toilets and assign funding accordingly.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.40

Retain Section 1.10.3.2 Local Government Act 2002, particularly in regard to working collaboratively with Tangata Whenua.

« Support the need to work collaboratively with Tangata Whenua.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

367.41

Add noise restrictions and guidelines to Section 1.12.5 Community well-being.

« Plant trees in parks and reserves next to a main road/highway to dull/absorb noise.
« For events producing noise, have guidelines and hours of operations.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

367.42

Retain Section |.12.8(vi) Strategic objectives.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

367.43

Retain Section 2.9 Examples of a Concept Management Plan.

« An ideal example for Mercer Domain.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

367.44

Retain Section 3.1 Indigenous Vegetation and Habitats.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

367.45

Retain Section 3.2 Significant Natural Areas.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Retain Section 3.3 Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes.
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Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 367.47

y of Decision Req ed Retain Section 3.4 Significant Amenity Landscapes.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 367.48

Retain Section 3.5 Natural Character.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 367.49

y of Decision Req Retain Section 4.1 Strategic Direction.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 367.50

y of Decision R ed: Add Meremere Dragway, located off SHI to Appendix 12 Motorsport and Recreation.

Decision Reasons:

« Includes Jetsprints.
« Such activities provide great opportunities to showcase small towns and what highly regarded, high class race tracks can be.

Point Number 367.51

y of Decision Req ed Add the Kauri Tree located at 57 Koheroa Road, Mercer to Schedule 30.2 Notable Trees.

Decision Reasons:

« Has been identified by residents that the notable tree has not been recognised by the Proposed District Plan.

Point Number 367.52

S y of Decision R ed: Add Te Paina Pa, Mercer Recreation Reserve, Riverbank Road, Mercer to Schedule 30.4 Maaori Areas of Significance.

Decision Reasons:
« Te Paina Pa is mentioned twice in Franklin District Plan, dated | Ith February 2000 as follows:
Part 8 - Cultural Heritage, Schedule 8A: Historic Buildings, Structures, Trees and Areas, Group D: Areas.
D.19 Te Paina Pa Mercer Recreation Reserve, Riverbank Road, Mercer 7.7 03800/807.00

Appendices, Appendix 2 Inventory of Historic Buildings, Structures, Trees and Areas, Group D: Areas.

ITEMD.19 Name: Te Paina Paa
Type: Historic Area - Te Paina Paa
Location: Mercer Recreation Reserve, Riverbank Road, Mercer
Valuation Number: 03800 / 807.00
Legal Description: Pt Allot 280 Parish of Koheroa Parcel ID 6691146
Description: Historic Paa site managed by Department of Conservation
Point Number 367.53
S y of Decision Req ed Add Mercer Cemetery to Section E Designations, M Waikato District Council.

Decision Reasons:

« All other cemeteries have been added that are around the district.

Point Number 367.54

Add Mercer Reserve/Domain to Section E Designations, M Waikato District Council.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

« Addition of other reserves/domains have been made that are around the district.
« With request for addition of Te Paina Paa to Mercer Recreational Reserve, the reserve needs to be captured as well.

Point Number 367.55
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y of Decision R

n Reasons:

Add Waste Water treatment plant in Mercer Township to Section E Designations, M Waikato District Council.

« The addition of other wastewater treatment plants have been added that are around the district.

Submitter Number:

Submitter: lan McAlley

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

n Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to ensure direction related to maximising the potential of the urban/residential land resource is maintained.

.

Maximising the potential of the urban land resource must extend beyond just limiting rural residential development and the use of rural
land for residential/non rural purposes.

By more efficiently developing the existing urban land resource enables economies of scale to be exercised to improve the affordability
of land on a per section basis.

Underutilising urban zoned land is a poor use of a physical resource

It must include ensuring that residential land is developed in the most efficient manner possible to ensure that development costs are
kept to a minimum and ongoing infrastructure costs are also minimised.

Need to ensure the design and development of subdivisions enables future built development is cost effective and improves affordability.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

n Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to maintain the commitment to the Future Proof Outcomes, in particular the desire to achieve a more

compact and concentrated urban form over time.

« Delivery of quality urban environments is a relationship between the design of those environments and the ability to efficiently (in both
time and cost) to deliver those outcomes.

« The type and density of development enabled is important to ensure that over time a development pattern evolves that will
accommodate changes to composition of population and growth, balance growth inside and outside the existing urban area, provide for
shifts in housing preferences, including location and typology, recognise constraints in key bulk infrastructure delivery and funding
availability and recognise and provide for changes in strategic direction and/or priorities.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Section 3.3 Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes, to ensure that limitations on development only apply to Outstanding Natural

Features and Landscapes that are specifically identified in the District Plan.

« Policy 3.3.3 refers to 'features' without a capital 'F'. If there are to be limitations with respect to Outstanding Natural Features these
must only be with regard to those 'Features' specifically identified in the District Plan.

« Unclear referencing of Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes creates uncertainty in terms of being able to effectively assess the
issues associated with a particular project.

« Clarity is required to ensure that relevant objectives and policies of the District Plan can be administered with both efficiency and
certainty.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

d Objective 3.4.1(a) Significant Amenity Landscapes, to clearly identify that the objective only relates to specifically identified Significant

n Reasons:

Amenity Landscapes.

« Unclear referencing of Significant Amenity Landscapes creates uncertainty in terms of being able to effectively assess the issues
associated with a particular project.

« Certainty is required to enable appropriate planning to occur, both for Council and for private landowners.

« Clarity is required to ensure that relevant objectives and policies of the District Plan can be administered with both efficiency and
certainty.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

ion Reasons:

d Section 3.5 Natural Character, to ensure that any limitations to development are only for those areas specifically identified in the

District Plan as having High and Outstanding Natural Character.

« Unclear referencing of Natural Character creates uncertainty in terms of being able to effectively assess the issues associated with a
particular project.

« Certainty is required to enable appropriate planning to occur, both for Council and for private landowners.

« Clarity is required to ensure that relevant objectives and policies of the District Plan can be administered with both efficiency and
certainty.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

n Reasons:

d Policy 4.1.9(a) maintaining Landscape Characteristics, to recognise that subdivision and development processes on land zoned for a

particular purpose will change the shape, contour and landscape characteristics of this land.

.

Policy 4.1.9(a) needs to be amended to recognise that subdivision and development processes on land zoned for a particular purpose
will change the shape, contour and landscape characteristics of this land and to 'maintain’ these characteristics may not be possible when
integrating the engineering requirements of the development such as roading and/or development platforms.

Where land is not protected for its landscape or natural character attributes, it must be available for development in a manner that is
efficient and achieves the desired urban form outcome.

The term "fundamental” is subjective and open to wide interpretation.
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Point Number

3687

A d Objective 4.2.14 — Earthworks, to read as follows;

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Earthworks facilitate efficient subdivision, use and development.

Every effort should be made to integrate the significant majority of the earthworks required for the development of individual house lots
with the overall bulk subdivision earthworks. This significantly reduces the requirement for secondary earthworks and reduces both on-
site and off-site effects related to erosion, sediment, dust and noise from machinery.

Designing and undertaking of earthworks as a 'cut to fill balance' significantly limits on-site and/or off-site movement of material

Earthworks, amendments proposed to recognise the focus of earthworks must be to enable the overall efficient development of the
subdivision, as earthworks can be a significant component of the works. Furthermore the earthworks profile is often dictated by the
engineering requirements of providing roads and services at appropriate gradients, in turn able to provide efficient and safe connection
to individual lots.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

368.8

A d Policy 4.2.15(a)(iv) - Earthworks, to read as follows:

Decision Reasons:

The importation_and exportation of cleanfill is avoided in the Residential Zone.

Every effort should be made to integrate the significant majority of the earthworks required for the development of individual house lots
with the overall bulk subdivision earthworks. This significantly reduces the requirement for secondary earthworks and reduces both on-
site and off-site effects related to erosion, sediment, dust and noise from machinery.

The amendment proposed is to promote a ‘cut to fill balance' in earthworks design in order to reduce the earthworks period and avoid
off site effects from earthworks resulting from the importation or exportation on or off a site of large volumes of material. The
exception is the removal of unsuitable material, contaminated material or excess topsoil from development sites.

Designing and undertaking of earthworks as a 'cut to fill balance' significantly limits on-site and/or off-site movement of material

.

Point Number

S y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

368.9

Delete Policy 4.2.15(d) - Earthworks.

If land has been zoned for residential purposes than the shape, contour and landscape characteristics of the land will change, because it
will be converted from open land, likely in horticultural or pastoral use, to urban development. Unless the land is specifically identified
and protected for its landscape and/or character attributes the most important outcome is the efficient development of the land to
achieve the use it is zoned for. Creating an attractive development will be a product of the design and construction of the subdivision,
not the retention of existing land-form. Issues related to the change in the appearance of the land need to have been addressed at the
time the zone was changed.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

368.10

Retain Objective 4.2.16 Housing Options and
AND

Retain Policy 4.2.17 Housing Types

AND

Retain Policy 4.2.18 Multi-Unit Development
AND

Amend rules to ensure the directions in the objectives and policies and the associated rules align.

« The diversity of housing sought will not enabled if rules do not enable flexibility in lot enable flexibility in lot and dwelling size and
dwelling type within a development, particularly a large scale development where variation enables a cross section of the community to
all be provided for.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

368.11

Delete Policy 4.2.2 Character
OR

Amend the Proposed District Plan to identify the view points from public spaces and extent of views to be retained.

« Character is vague as to its application, to require roads to follow natural contours could potentially be contradictory to the applicable
engineering standards and therefore limit the safety and/or multi modal transport efficiency of a development. Further, requiring the
promotion of views and vistas from public spaces to the hinterland beyond is uncertain unless the view points have been identified in the
District Plan and the extent of views to be retained is also identified. Unless this certainty can be provided these Policies should be
deleted.

Point Number

368.12

A d Objective 4.7.1 Subdivision and land use integration, to read as follows:

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

Subdivision layout and design facilitates the land use outcomes sought for the residential, business, industrial, reserve and specific purpose zones, ensuring
development occurs in the most efficient means possible to achieve the defined purpose of the zone.

+ Objective 4.7.1 'Subdivision and Land Use Integration' should be amended to recognise that where land has been zoned for a particular
purpose efficient and effective development of land for that purpose is the focus of the process after the land has been rezoned.

Point Number
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y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Delete Policy 4.7.2 (a)(i) Subdivision location and design.

« Policy 4.7.2 (a)(i) should be deleted, consideration of these matters should have occurred at the time the land was being zoned.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

368.14

Add to Policy 6.5.2 — Construction and operation of the land transport network the following:

(ix)_Recognition that any adverse effects of the development of an integrated and effective land transport network can often be mitigated in a short term

« Provision of adequate and appropriate infrastructure is critical to land development. Infrastructure has particular design characteristics
that are required to be adhered to and poor infrastructure provision will lead to medium to long term costs that are borne by the
community either through lack of efficiency in terms of price paid per household unit, or greater than anticipated operational and
maintenance costs. The design life of infrastructure is normally measured in the tens of years, therefore there is adequate scope for
mitigation measures to be applied that enable adequate and appropriate infrastructure to be provided and for effects on landscape,
character or ecological values to be remedied and/or mitigated and to enable social, economic, community and health and safety benefits
to be enabled.

Point Number

368.15

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Section 8.2, to clearly state it relates to existing Reserves.

« Unclear referencing of outstanding natural landscapes, outstanding natural features, natural character areas and significant natural areas
creates uncertainty in terms of being able to effectively assess the issues associated with a particular project.

« Certainty is required to enable appropriate planning to occur, both for Council and for private landowners/developers to ensure that
relevant objectives and policies of the District Plan can be administered with both efficiency and certainty.

Point Number

368.16

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 8.2.2 - Natural Values, to relate to outstanding natural landscapes, outstanding natural features, natural character areas and
significant natural areas that are identified on the District Plan Maps.

« Unclear referencing of outstanding natural landscapes, outstanding natural features, natural character areas and significant natural areas
creates uncertainty in terms of being able to effectively assess the issues associated with a particular project.

« Certainty is required to enable appropriate planning to occur, both for Council and for private landowners/developers to ensure that
relevant objectives and policies of the District

« Consideration needs to be restricted to those identified items only.

Point Number

368.17

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 14.12.1. 1(6)(1)(f), to delete specific requirements for development within the Te Kauwhata Structure Plan area.

« This area has not been defined in the Proposed Plan. In particular the existing site gradients have been found to be too steep for road
side swales to be provided without scour occurring.

« Unclear referencing to other documents not notified with the Proposed Plan creates uncertainty in terms of being able to effectively
assess the issues associated with a particular project.

« Certainty is required to enable appropriate planning to occur, both for Council and for private landowners/developers to ensure that
the relevant requirements of the District Plan can be administered with both efficiency and certainty.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

368.18

Delete figures 14.12.5.19, 14.12.5.20 and 14.12.5.21 from the Proposed District Plan.

« The Te Kauwhata Structure Plan area has not been defined on the planning maps therefore it is uncertain as to the applicability of these
cross section requirements. Instead the standard engineering provisions should apply.

« Unclear referencing to other documents or areas not notified with the Proposed Plan creates uncertainty in terms of being able to
effectively assess the issues associated with a particular project. Certainty is required to enable appropriate planning to occur, both for
Council and for private landowners/developers to ensure that the relevant requirements of the District Plan can be administered with
both efficiency and certainty

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

368.19
Add Show homes as a permitted activity in the Residential Zone
AND

Add a carpark requirement for show homes over and above that which applies to a standard residential dwelling such that two additional car
park spaces be provided

AND

Add controls on signage for show homes in keeping with Rule 16.2.7.1 Signs permitted activity for real estate signs.

Show homes are residential in character and in a residential subdivision a show home will be on-sold as a residential dwelling once the
subdivision sales are completed (if not before).

So long as additional car parking is provided for staff and customers, with signage controlled to an appropriate level there appears to be
no reason that show homes should require specific land use consent.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

368.20

Retain Rule 16.1.3 Restricted Discretionary Activities, as notified
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Decision Reasons:

AND

Add rules for multi unit development to enable it in all residential areas of the District where connection is available, or will be available to
reticulated services.

« The active provision of multi unit development assists in enabling different development densities, assists in providing a variety of housing
types and achieving the required densities of development as per the Waikato Regional Policy Statement.

Point Number

368.21

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 16.2.4.1 Earthworks, to enable the assessment of bulk earthworks as part of a subdivision to be assessed as permitted activity
where consent has been received from the Waikato Regional Council for those earthworks.

« Earthworks need to be accepted as part of the land development process.

« Large scale earthworks are undertaken by experienced contractors under the control of the Waikato Regional Council with appropriate
monitoring and enforcement.

« For the District Council to double up on earthworks control when the Regional Council is already actively managing this process is not
a good use of time and resource and such inefficiencies should be avoided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

36822

Delete Rule 16.2.4.1 NCI- Earthworks - General, the assessment of the importation of cleanfill to a site as a non-complying activity.

« Assessment of the importation of cleanfill to a site as a non-complying activity is overly onerous as this maybe required to bring
appropriate material onto a site where such material is required to meet engineering requirements.

Point Number

368.23

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 16.2.4.1, to only require assessment of amenity and landscape effects related to earthworks where the earthworks are occurring in
an area clearly defined in the Plan as being protected for its landscape and/or natural character values.

« Assessment of amenity and landscape effects of earthworks should only occur where the earthworks are occurring in an area that is
clearly defined as being protected for its landscape and/or natural character values.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

368.24

A d Rule 16.3.4.P2 Fences or Walls - Road boundaries and reserve Zone boundaries, to read as follows:

Any, Fences or walls between-the-erected within the applicable building setbacks under Rule 16.3.9 fte-and-along-on the nerth ommon boundary of
the Residential Zone bet Wayside-Road-and T+ Read—Te-Keauwhata—adiacent-to-the and Country Living Zones between Wayside Road and Travers

Road, Te Kauwhata must be of a rural-type post and wire or post and rail construction.

« The amended rule makes it clear that the requirement for a rural-type post and wire or post and rail fence is only required on the zone
boundary between the Country Living and the Residential Zones.

Point Number

368.25

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.3.5 Daylight Admission, to enable the height control plane to be measured from the top of a retaining wall where that retaining
wall was included in the design of the subdivision and constructed as part of the subdivision prior to individual houses being built.

« If retaining walls have been developed at the time of subdivision then prospective purchasers can see the completed building platforms
and therefore can ascertain that a dwelling will be located on top of the wall. As such measuring the height control plane from the site
boundary that could be at the bottom of the wall is overly restrictive and potentially leads to unnecessary land use consents being
required.

Point Number

368.26

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.3.6 P2 Building Coverage, to make the building coverage allowance in the Te Kauwhata Residential West Area the same as the
Residential Zone 40%.

« The Proposed Plan does not identify why the building coverage allowance in the Te Kauwhata Residential West Area should be any less
than the rest of the Residential Zone. Reducing the permitted building coverage in the Te Kauwhata Residential West Area will lead to
less efficient use of the land resource.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

368.27

A d Rule 16.4.1(a)(4) Subdivision - General, to enable 25% of lots to be rear lots.

Decision Reasons:

« The amendment to Rule 16.4.1(a)(4) is proposed to enable more efficient and flexible subdivision design. As all subdivision is a restricted
discretionary activity Council has the ability to have input into the subdivision design in the assessment process.

Point Number

368.28

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.4.1 (b) Subdivision - General, to ensure it only relates to structure plans or master plans notified within the Proposed Plan.
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.

The amendment to Rule 16.4.1(b)(ix) is proposed as referencing other documents such as structure plans or master plans not notified
with the Proposed Plan creates uncertainty in terms of being able to effectively assess the issues associated with a particular project.
Certainty is required to enable appropriate planning to occur, both for Council and for private landowners/developers to ensure that
the relevant requirements of the District Plan can be administered with both efficiency and certainty.

Not being able to submit on these other documents takes away the ability to assess the compatibility of the documents with the
proposed rules and/or assessment criteria and vice versa.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

368.29

Delete Rule 16.4.3 Subdivision - Te Kauwhata West Residential Area

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to apply the standard residential subdivision provisions to this area.

Where land has been zoned for residential development, the applicable rules should promote the efficient development of that land for
that purpose. Efficiently developing residential zoned land for housing limits the potential that urban development will spread into
surrounding rural areas.

The Te Kauwhata West Residential Area proposed minimum and average lot size will not achieve the required outcomes defined for
residential density under the Waikato Regional Policy Statement. As such the Proposed Plan will not be giving effect to the Regional
Policy Statement, therefore the standard Residential Zone provisions are more appropriate.

Policy 4.7.13 — Residential Zone — Te Kauwhata Ecological and West Residential Areas (b) only requires that 'Subdivision is designed and
located in the Te Kauwhata West Residential Area to achieve the minimum lot size ..." therefore the proposed average lot size, being
significantly larger than the minimum is not supported by the applicable policy.

Notwithstanding, the outcomes identified in Future Proof and incorporated into the Waikato Regional Policy Statement of achieving a
minimum residential density of 12-15 households per hectare in the Residential Zone, must be achieved in order to enable growth
across the Region to be adequately managed and provided for. All other rules related to development must be aligned to this required
outcome, thereby making development efficient in both the short and the long term. The minimum lot size of 650m2 in the Te
Kauwhata West Residential Area will not achieve the 12-15 households per hectare required under the Waikato Regional Policy
Statement.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

368.30
Retain Rule 16.4.4 A Multi-Unit development, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend rules for multi unit development to enable them in all residential areas of the District where connection is available, or will be available
to reticulated services.

« The active provision of multi unit development assists is enabling different development densities, assists in providing a variety of housing
types and assists in achieving the required densities of development as per the Waikato Regional Policy Statement.

Point Number

368.31

y of Decision R ed:

n Reasons:

A d the reference in Rule 16.4.4(b)(viii) Multi Unit development, to structure and master planning to clarify that it only refers to structure or
master plans that are contained within the notified version of the Proposed Plan.

« Reference in Rule 16.4.4(b)(viii) to structure and master planning needs to be amended to clarify that it only refers to structure or
master plans that are contained within the notified version of the Proposed Plan, otherwise new provisions within the Proposed Plan
could be referring to documents outside of the Plan that submitters have not had the chance to consider and submit on.

Point Number

368.32

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 16.4.13 Subdivision creating reserves, and the associated matters that Council has restricted its discretion to with regard to
structure and master planning to clarify that these references only relate to structure or master plans that are contained within the notified
version of the Proposed Plan.

« Reference in Rule 16.4.13 to structure and master planning needs to be amended to clarify that it only refers to structure or master
plans that are contained within the notified version of the Proposed Plan, otherwise new provisions within the Proposed Plan could be
referring to documents outside of the Plan that submitters have not had the chance to consider and submit on.

Point Number

368.33

y of Decision R ed:

n Reasons:

A d Section 3 of Appendix 3.1 Residential Subdivision Guidelines, to limit the consideration of the "site and contextual analysis" to how the
subdivision/development will integrate with the immediately surrounding existing and/or proposed development.

.

Some of the matters proposed for assessment under section 3.3 "Landform and Vegetation" are more appropriately assessed at the time
a zoning change is undertaken rather than in reaction to an individual development.

Where land has been zoned for residential development the Plan and assessment process must promote the efficient development of
that land for that purpose. Efficiently developing residential zoned land for housing limits the potential that urban development will
spread into surrounding rural areas. Assessment by way of subjective elements not clearly defined in the Plan leads to uncertainty, delays
and increased costs.

Where landform elements are clearly assessed and defined and included in the Plan at the time (re)zoning takes place ensures that
development can be appropriately undertaken across whole settlements, rather than being assessed on an ad-hoc, site by site basis. Also,
where development is occurring within an environment set aside for larger scale change than the individual development being assessed,
the larger scale change (the future state) must be considered. This ensures the context the proposal is assessed within is the end result,
incorporating the change as enabled by the rezoning that has occurred. Use of subjective assessment methods can lead to re-litigation by
way of assessment of outcomes considered to already be enabled by way of the underlying zoning. Such uncertain and potentially
protracted assessment processes are counterproductive to development occurring efficiently where such assessment should have
occurred at the time a piece of land was considered for rezoning for more intensive, or alternative forms of development.

Point Number

368.34

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d the Zoning of the property at 24 Wayside Road Te Kauwhata from Te Kauwhata West Residential Zone to Residential Zone.

« The Te Kauwhata West Residential Area proposed minimum and average lot size will not achieve the applicable outcomes sought in
terms of residential density under the Waikato Regional Policy Statement, as such the Proposed Plan will not give effect to the Regional
Policy Statement, therefore the standard Residential Zone is more applicable as a means to achieve these higher order outcomes.
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« The residential zoning provisions as notified will not achieve 12-15 households per hectare. Provisions that achieve a density less than
the Future Proof/Waikato Regional Policy Statement outcomes will result in the Future Proof outcomes not being achieved. In particular
in Te Kauwhata there is ability to provide for growth in areas zoned for development other than Lakeside.

« There is potential that the outcomes of the 'Corridor Plan' being developed, which are understood to be considering enabling greater
growth capacity on the Auckland/Hamilton Corridor, linked to transport initiatives, could seek even greater development capacity be
provided for than envisaged under Future Proof and therefore the zoning applied must enable residential growth and be broad enough
to accommodate such future change, given that the Plan is looking at a 25+ year horizon with a 30%+ variance in household numbers in
the period.

« The Residential Zone as opposed to the Te Kauwhata West Residential Zone will enable greater flexibility in the design and
development of the site to accommodate future growth and changes in average household size.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

368.35

Retain the extent of reserve proposed near 24 Wayside Road, Te Kauwhata.

« The reserve size as shown is considered to be appropriate (subject to final design) for the location and the type of development
proposed.

Point Number

368.36

S y of Decision Req ed: Delete the Walkway/Cycleway on the Planning Maps located on near 24 Wayside Road, Te Kauwhata.
Decision Reasons:
« The walkway/cycleway shown should be deleted as there is no apparent connection to the indicative roading pattern within 24 Wayside
Road.
Point Number 368.37
S y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

Retain the indicative roading pattern, for 24 Wayside Road, Te Kauwhata
AND

Delete the proposed connection shown to 62 D Wayside Road (CTSA62B/833).

« The indicative roading pattern will enable appropriate servicing of the site with connection to the surrounding established and proposed
roading pattern.

« A connection to 62 D Wayside Road is not considered necessary as a segregation strip has been applied to the common boundary
between 24 Wayside Road and the adjoining land zoned Country Living.

Point Number

368.38

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d the Objectives and Policies to promote the efficient development of Residential Zoned land for that purpose.

« Efficiently developing residentially zoned land for housing limits the potential that urban development will spread into surrounding rural
areas.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

368.39

Delete Policy 4.7.2 (a)(iii) Subdivision location and design.

« Policy 4.7.2 (a)(iii) should be deleted, "view sharing" appears to be an undefined term and therefore is is difficult to provide for it.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

368.40

Delete Policy 4.7.2 (a)(vii) Subdivision location and design.

« Policy 4.7.2 (a)(vii) should be deleted, promotion of a grid layout is a design nicety which does not suit all sites because of shape and/or
topography and/or existing road connections. Also some of the indicative roading layouts contained in the Proposed Plan are not shown
in a grid pattern, therefore there is incongruence within the Proposed Plan.

Point Number

368.41

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

d Policy 4.7.13 (b) Residential zone Te Kauwhata Ecological and West Residential Areas, as follows:

(b)Subdivision is designed and located in the Te Kauwhata West Residential Area to achieve the lot size. end- whpe-tie £ ratarel-feat

OR

Delete Policy 4.7.13 -Residential Zone -Te Kauwhata Ecological and West Residential Areas and rely on the standard Residential Zone
provisions.

« Achieving the minimum lot size will still not achieve the applicable outcomes sought in terms of residential density under the Waikato
Regional Policy Statement and therefore the standard Residential Zone provisions are more applicable. The recognition of "the views of
natural features and landscapes"” is a vague concept open to too much subjective interpretation to be applicable and therefore should be
deleted from the Policy.

+ The Te Kauwhata West Residential Area proposed minimum and average lot size will not achieve the applicable outcomes sought in

terms of residential density under the Waikato Regional Policy Statement. As such the Proposed Plan will not be giving effect to the

Regional Policy Statement, therefore the standard Residential Zone provisions are more applicable.

Policy 4.7.13 — Residential Zone — Te Kauwhata Ecological and West Residential Areas (b) only requires that "Subdivision is designed and

located in the Te Kauwhata West Residential Area to achieve the minimum lot size ..." therefore the proposed average lot size, being

significantly larger than the minimum is not supported by the applicable policy.
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Point Number

S, y of Decision R

368.42

A

Decision Reasons:

d Policy 4.7.14 Structure and Master Planning to clarify that it only refers to structure or master plans that are contained within the

notified version of the Proposed Plan.

« Policy 4.7.14 — Structure and master planning needs to be amended to clarify that it only refers to structure or master plans that are
contained within the notified version of the Proposed Plan, otherwise new provisions within the Proposed Plan could be referring to
documents outside of the Plan that submitters have not had the chance to consider and submit on.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

368.43

Retain Chapter 6.4 - Objectives and Policies, as notified.

« Provision of adequate and appropriate infrastructure is critical to land development. Infrastructure has particular design characteristics
that are required to be adhered to and poor infrastructure provision will lead to medium to long term costs that are borne by the
community either through lack of efficiency in terms of price paid per household unit, or greater than anticipated operational and
maintenance costs.

Submitter Number: 369 Submitter: Linnet Watson
On behalf of: S W Ranby
Point Number 369.1

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Chapter 9.2 Te Kowhai Airpark.

.

The range of activities proposed within Precincts A and B of Te Kowhai Airpark will facilitate an increase in aircraft movements
(projected to be in the vicinity of 57 aircraft movements per day, or 21,000 per annum).

Aircraft arrivals and departures are not subject to District Plan Rules, and are therefore noted as being outside the scope of the
Acoustic Assessment, which focuses on the noise from taxiing aircraft and other on-site activities. If increased aircraft movements are
facilitated or supported by the Objectives and Policies of the Plan then there will be an increase in the frequency that neighbouring
properties experience the noise of arrivals and departures. This has not been adequately considered in terms of the adverse effect on
neighbouring properties, and is an effect that is impossible for the Airpark to internalise.

The Summary Assessment of Environmental Effects for the Section 32 Report for Te Kowhai Airpark Zone compares future aircraft
movements with earlier data of aircraft movements experienced in the early 2000's, however the Section 32 Report also acknowledges
that the Operative District Plan (ODP) contains no objectives, rules, or other methods that are specifically applicable to airparks and
that aircraft movements are currently unrestricted by the ODP (being controlled only by the existing air noise boundary). The inability
of the Operative District Plan to manage air traffic using the Te Kowhai runway is being used as justification of the current proposal,
when the noise effects of air traffic and the impact on amenity values in this area have not been fully considered.

Proposed Policy 9.2.1.6 refers to airspace protection via an increased Obstacle Limitation Surface (OLS). This would introduce a new
height restriction on the Ranby property that is lower than the current permitted height in the Rural zone, including restrictions on
vegetation / tree height that will result in obligations that do not currently exist, and resultant financial obligations on property owners
within the OLS. In terms of buildings, the OLS intrudes 78.5m into the Ranby property before the District Plan height limit of 10m
matches the restrictions of the OLS.

The objectives and policies seem strongly aimed at supporting the social, economic and cultural wellbeing of the aviation sector without
considering the short and long term effects outside the Airpark.

.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

369.2

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Chapter 27 Te Kowhai Airpark.

The range of activities proposed within Precincts A and B of Te Kowhai Airpark will facilitate an increase in aircraft movements
(projected to be in the vicinity of 57 aircraft movements per day, or 21,000 per annum).

Aircraft arrivals and departures are not subject to District Plan Rules, and are therefore noted as being outside the scope of the
Acoustic Assessment, which focuses on the noise from taxiing aircraft and other on-site activities. If increased aircraft movements are
facilitated or supported by the Objectives and Policies of the Plan then there will be an increase in the frequency that neighbouring
properties experience the noise of arrivals and departures. This has not been adequately considered in terms of the adverse effect on
neighbouring properties, and is an effect that is impossible for the Airpark to internalise.

+ The Summary Assessment of Environmental Effects for the Section 32 Report for Te Kowhai Airpark Zone compares future aircraft
movements with earlier data of aircraft movements experienced in the early 2000's, however the Section 32 Report also acknowledges
that the Operative District Plan (ODP) contains no objectives, rules, or other methods that are specifically applicable to airparks and
that aircraft movements are currently unrestricted by the ODP (being controlled only by the existing air noise boundary). The inability
of the Operative District Plan to manage air traffic using the Te Kowhai runway is being used as justification of the current proposal,
when the noise effects of air traffic and the impact on amenity values in this area have not been fully considered.

Proposed Policy 9.2.1.6 refers to airspace protection via an increased Obstacle Limitation Surface (OLS). This would introduce a new
height restriction on the Ranby property that is lower than the current permitted height in the Rural zone, including restrictions on
vegetation / tree height that will result in obligations that do not currently exist, and resultant financial obligations on property owners
within the OLS. In terms of buildings, the OLS intrudes 78.5m into the Ranby property before the District Plan height limit of 10m
matches the restrictions of the OLS.

The objectives and policies seem strongly aimed at supporting the social, economic and cultural wellbeing of the aviation sector without
considering the short and long term effects outside the Airpark.

The land use activities provided for a range of activities that are not adequately controlled by the proposed rules.

Aircraft arrivals and departures are already clearly heard from the existing residential dwelling on the Ranby property. Rule 27.1 serves
to exacerbate that effect by allowing general aviation as an unfettered permitted activity, with no limits on aircraft numbers, and
therefore no restriction on the noise emitted from aircraft arrival and departure, i.e. noise from overhead aircraft outside of the
Airpark.

The Acoustic Report notes that there is potential for a twin engine aircraft and/or small jets to be domiciled at Te Kowhai Airpark, and
that if that was proposed, it should be specifically assessed. However the Proposed District Plan contains no rules that limit the type of
aircraft that can use the Airpark, with 'General Aviation' being a permitted activity in Precincts A and B.

Residential subdivision is proposed to be provided for as a restricted discretionary activity in Precincts B - D and residential
development as a permitted activity in Precincts C and D upon high class soils (New Zealand Land Resource Inventory Land Use
Capability Unit 2w2), which is at odds with other strategies for the District.

.

.

.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

369.3

Delete Appendix 9 Te Kowhai Airfield Precincts Zoning.

The proposed Specific Zoning introduces new restrictions on private property in the form of an extended Obstacle Limitation Surface in
the vicinity of the proposed Airpark while facilitating unlimited commercial and recreational aviation, which will result in adverse noise
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effects.
« The extended Obstacle Limitation Surface will allow aircraft to fly lower over affected properties, which will exacerbate adverse noise
effects.

Point Number 369.4

S y of Decision R ed A d Map 26.2 Te Kowhai, to change zoning from Te Kowhai Airpark Zone to Rural Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« Activities enabled by the proposed zoning are considered inappropriate for the area with insufficient regard for off-site effects. The
position of the proposed Te Kowhai Airpark is inappropriate given it's proximity to Te Kowhai village and its position on high class soils.

« Introducing an intensive commercial and residential activity in this area will degrade the amenity values of Te Kowhai village.

+ Commercial aviation should be operated at Hamilton Airport.

Submitter Number: 370 Submitter: Catherine Shaw

Point Number 370.1

d. No specific decision sought, but submission opposes any increase in setbacks required from the First Gas pipeline on Te Kowhai Road, Hamilton.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

First Gas has informed the submitter that they are proposing to have the gas pipeline building set back changed from 6 mtrs to 'no less
than 20 mtrs'.

The submitter has two gas lines crossing their land and they already take up a large area.

The submitter is not happy about the proposed changes.

With a 20 mtr building set back the area within the set backs would be approximately 7,400 sq mtrs over two paddocks on the western
boundary.

The existing set back already prevents any building on the western boundary of the land but adding an extra 14 mtrs to the existing 6
mtr set back on the eastern side of the pipeline would have an unfavorable impact when the land is subdivided.

The submitter understands what the gas company is trying to do but this proposal would have a negative financial impact on the
submitter in the future and it doesn't seem right that a gas company could have more right to the land than what the owner does.

The submitter knows the gas easement was on the property when it was purchased, but First Gas are wanting to make significant
changes without to consulting the legal owners of the land.

.

.

.

Submitter Number: 371 Submitter: Kitty Burton
Point Number 3711
S y of Decision Req ed A d the zoning of the properties adjacent to the Matangi village, as identified in the Community Plan 2013 (see Community Plan attached to

submission) from Rural Zone to Village Zone.

Decision Reasons:

« Rezoning will reflect growth of interest in living in village setting, provide diversity of living options, provide housing options to locally
employed, reduce conversion of productive land to land hungry, low population density expensive subdivisions disconnected from any
local community centre.

« See submission for full rationale.

Point Number 3712

y of Decision Req ed d the Proposed District Plan to include a Council-driven structure plan for Matangi.

Decision Reasons:

« This is an opportunity for council to get on the front foot and take an optimistic growth focused step into the future.
« This is a key weakness to be resolved from the previous District Plan version.

Point Number 3713

y of Decision R ed: Req that Matangi reticulated infrastructure issues are resolved or investigated further by council.

Decision Reasons:

Point Number 371.4

S y of Decision R d. Add a new restricted discretionary rule (RD1 (c)) for reticulated service lots of 1000m2 for Matangi within the Village Zone.

Decision Reasons:

Point Number 3715

Add within the Village Zone overlay in Matangi, the provision of reticulated infrastructure, footpaths, cycleways, other healthy exercise options
and public transport links in Matangi.

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

Point Number 3716

y of Decision Req Retain the existing rail corridor in Matangi.

Decision Reasons:
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Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

371.7

Add a density target of 8-10 households per hectare for Greenfield development in serviced Waikato District rural Villages and specifically
Matangi.

Point Number 371.8

S y of Decision Req d. A d the Proposed District Plan to reconsider the intent of Matangi and the indicative village limits.

Decision Reasons:

Point Number 3719

S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the ex-Matangi Dairy Factory to incorporate the intent of the Mowbray Group's submission.

Decision Reasons:

Submitter Number: 372 Submitter: Steve van Kampen

Organisation:

Auckland Council

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3721

No specific decision sought, but submission seeks clarification over the exclusion of Chapter || from the Proposed Waikato District Plan.

« The submission queries the value and process for a ‘stage 2’ plan change and how/when it will be included into the plan. The submission
questions what impact a stage 2 plan change will have on provisions included in the proposed plan, particularly those relating to the
implications of climate change such as developable areas, floor levels and restrictions on coastal development.

Point Number

3722

A d the title to Section |.5 to read as follows:

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

1.5 Whet-dees-this-mean-for-Waikato District strategic objectives and directions?

+ Proposed amendments will explicitly identify that the matters listed in section 1.5 are the district strategic objectives and directions of
the Plan.

Point Number

3723

y of Decision Regq ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 1.5 to provide for outcomes identified in the Hamilton-Auckland Corridor Plan, Interim Rail Business Case and Future Proof
Strategy Phase 2 review

AND

Amend maps to provide for outcomes identified in the Hamilton - Auckland Corridor Plan, Interim Rail Business Case and Future Proof
Strategy Phase 2 review.

« Section |.5 -There is work underway producing the Hamilton-Auckland Corridor Plan and Interim Rail Business Case, and also carrying
out the Phase 2 review of the Future Proof Growth Strategy. These processes will generate a vision for managing urban growth and
development in significant parts of the Waikato District that may differ in some respects from that in the Proposed Plan as currently
written.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

3724

Add to Section 1.5 - What does this mean for Waikato district strategic objectives and directions?, a new section for High Class soils as a matter
of strategic direction.

« The protection of high class soils is a significant issue and requires its own strategic direction and objective in section |.5.1.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3725

Retain Sections 1.5.] Compact urban development and 1.5.1 and 1.5.1(a) Compact urban development.

« Supports Identifying compact urban development as one of the strategic directions of the plan to ensure growth occurs around existing
established centres.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

372.6

Retain Section 1.5.2(a) Planning for urban growth and development.

« Supports identifying compact urban development as one of the strategic directions of the plan to ensure growth occurs around existing
centres.
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Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3727

Retain Section 1.5.3 Cross-boundary issues, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Section 1.5.3 to seek that the Council liaise with Auckland Council and Waikato Regional Council and the relevant district councils on
air quality issues as appropriate where there could be adverse effects across territorial boundaries.

« Land-water interface and natural character have cross boundary implications are not confined to one geographical area.

« There are activities, which may have the potential to adversely affect air quality beyond the district boundary such as odour or dust.
Support the recognition that although Councils may under s31 (b) of the Resource Management Act 'control ... any actual or potential
effects of the use, development or protection of land ..., the primary control of air contaminants remains the role of the regional
councils through their regional plans. Seek that the Council liaise with Auckland Council and Waikato Regional Council and the relevant
district councils on air quality issues as appropriate where there could be adverse effects across territorial boundaries.

« Supports the strategic recognition of the significance of cross boundary issues for integrated decision making.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3728

Retain Sections 1.5.4(b) and 1.5.4(c) Urban Growth.

« Supports overall strategic direction relating to creating a compact urban growth development pattern in line with the outcomes of
Future Proof. Services and general Infrastructure provisions and servicing deliver growth patterns identified in Future Proof.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3729

Retain Section 1.5.5 (e) Services and general infrastructure.

« Support the directive for consultation between the organisations responsible for the infrastructure, developers, adjoining landowners,
and iwi and adjoining consent authorities.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

372.10

Retain Sections 1.5.5 (f) and (g) Services and general infrastructure.

« Supports the directive for consultation between the organisations responsible for the infrastructure, developers, adjoining landowners
and iwi and adjoining consent outcomes.
« Support strategic recognition of reverse sensitivity.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

372.11

Retain Section 1.5.7.3 (b) Water.

« Supports provision of water supply to growth areas and links to the Sub-regional Three Waters Strategy (part of the Future Proof
partnership).

Point Number

372.12

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 1.5 What does this mean for Waikato district strategic objectives and directions? to include a strategic recognition regarding
reverse sensitivity.

+ No reason provided.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

372.13

Retain Objective 3.2.1 (a) Significant Natural Areas.

« Supports the identification and protection of Significant Natural Areas.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

372.14

Retain the definition of "Road network activities" in Chapter |3 Definitions.

« General alignment of the definition of "road network activities" will make it more efficient for Auckland Transport to manage roading
within Waikato District and across the common boundary.

Point Number

S y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

372.15

Retain Transportation 14.12.1 (a) Permitted Activities.
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« General alignment of the definition of "road network activities" will make it more efficient for Auckland Transport to manage roading
within Waikato District and across the common boundary.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

372.16

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.1.3 Restricted Discretionary activities, as it relates to Pokeno and Tuakau as follows:
A Multi-Unit development that meets all of the following conditions:

(a) The Land Use — Effects rules in Rule 16.2;

(b) The Land Use — Building rules in Rule 16.3, except the following rules do not apply:

(i) Rule 16.3.1, Dwelling;

(i) Rule 16.3.8 Building coverage;

(iii) Rule 16.3.9 Living court;

(iv) Rule 16.3.10 Service court;

\ Thamini + sit b
€7 P

itis300m%
(d) The Multi-Unit development is connected to public wastewater and water reticulation. ...
OR

Add an alternative residential zone for Pokeno and Tuakau which provides for terraced housing.

Growth can be accommodated within Pokeno and Tuakau through expanding the urban areas or through enabling greater densities
within existing urban areas. The proposed plan seeks to accommodate growth within Tuakau and Pokeno through increasing the urban
footprints of these towns.

Within the proposed Residential zone there are provisions for multiunit development, however each unit must have a minimum net site
area of 300m? The minimum site area for vacant lot subdivision is 450m?2. The proposed rules within the residential zone will not
provide for intensification of the existing urban area nor will they result in a range of housing typologies that facilitate housing choice.
The proposed rezoning of rural land for urban development and the zone rules will generate further urban sprawl on land and will result
in a loss of prime soil. Furthermore, the lack of variety in housing typologies facilitated within the Residential and Village zones will result
in a lack of housing choice to cater for a variety of incomes in and around Tuakau and Pokeno.

Higher minimum densities than those proposed are more appropriate for established residential areas immediately adjacent to the
Business Town Centre zones. Higher residential densities around this zone would better support public transport and other
infrastructure, the commercial vitality of the town centre and promote people living, working and playing in their local town centres.
The provision of other bulk and location requirements, site coverage and the assessment criteria included for this type of activity are
sufficient enough to address the likely impacts on amenity and residential character, whilst encouraging alternative types of housing
design and delivering on the typology enabled by these provisions.

An alternative to the above is to enable a new zone to be included within established residential areas, such as within walking distance
from existing Business Town Centre zoned areas. This could be a more dense residential zone, or one that enables slightly increased
building envelopes to enable infill and additional residential development to occur close to town centres.

.

.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

372.17

Retain Rule 22.3.7.1. Building setbacks - All boundaries.

Building setbacks create separation for sensitive activities based on zone and site size. Specific rules for sensitive activities are included.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

372.18

Retain Rule 22.3.7.2. Building setback - sensitive land use.

Building setbacks create separation for sensitive activities based on zone and site size. Specific rules for sensitive activities are included.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

372.19

Retain Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision.

Supports provisions that protect and retain high class soils, particularly for their value in food production.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

372.20

A d Rule 22.4.1.1 PR4 Prohibited subdivision PR4, to make it more absolute that no additional lots are able to be subdivided where a

Decision Reasons:

transferable rural lot subdivision has occurred in the past.

+ Waikato District Plan approach to rural subdivision does not include TTR mechanism which enables additional subdivision rights to be
transferred to other sites where certain criteria are met.

« Suggest amendments to make it more absolute that no additional lots are to be subdivided where a transferable rural lot for subdivision
has occurred in the past.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

37221

A

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.5 Rural Hamlet Subdivision, to be limited and focused around existing towns and villages.

« Rural Hamlets and the growth of new residential areas should be limited and focused around existing towns and villages. Strategic
directions in the plan encourage growth around existing towns and centres, therefore enabling rural hamlets do not align with
this. Rural hamlet developments have the potential to create small enclaves of residential activity, with potential effects on reverse
sensitivity, transport management and on rural character.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

372.22
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y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for further section 32 analysis to consider the potential costs and benefits of
conservation lots in the rural area.

Support further section 32 analysis to consider the potential costs and benefits of conservation lots in the rural area, in particular the impacts of
potential yields on rural character where these provisions are utilised to create additional lots. Analysis to consider the potential impact on
growth in the rural area would be beneficial.

Point Number

372.23

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Chapter 4 Urban Environment, Chapter 16 residential Zone, the Planning Maps and any other provisions that are proposed for 'live'
Residential zoning in unserviced urban residential areas in and around Pokeno and Tuakau where there is uncertainty about the funding, staging
and timing for infrastructure provision.

« The submitter opposes the application of ‘live’ urban residential zones in and around Pokeno and Tuakau.

« The provisions of Section 4.1 Strategic Direction do not adequately address how subdivision and development activities will be managed
where a ‘live’ residential zoning is proposed for un-serviced land in and around Pokeno and Tuakau. The planning framework proposed
for these areas is not promoting an integrated, staged approach to infrastructure and development. It is likely to enable development
that undermines the ability to coordinate the adequate provision of network and community infrastructure to support growth.

« An alternative method to ‘live’ zoning of these areas should be considered, to more appropriately manage land where a live zone has
been applied, but where there is no existing or planned supporting infrastructure.

« The introduction of the National Planning Standards may provide alternative methods to large areas of live zoned residential areas,
whereby necessary infrastructure requirements (particularly water supply and the regional roading network) could be addressed through
the use of development areas and framework planning tools in the new standards. We support consideration of alternative zoning
methodologies to enable future growth in a planned way and the National Planning Standards may provide these.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

372.24

A d Policy 3.2.2 (a) Identify and Recognise as follows:

Decision Reasons:

Identify significant indigenous vegetation and habitats of indigenous fauna in accordance with the Waikato Regional Policy Statement and include identified
significant ecological areas in the Auckland Unitary Plan which cross the Waikato-Auckland territorial boundary, as Significant Natural Areas.

« Submitter seeks alignment with the Auckland Unitary Plan — Operative in Part in relation to the identification and protection of
Significant Natural Areas in close proximity to the common territorial authority boundary.
« Ensure areas identified in the Unitary Plan follow through into the Waikato District.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

372.25

Retain Objective 5.1.1. The rural environment.

« Submitter supports provisions that protect and retain high class soils, particularly for their value in food production.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

37226

Retain Policy 5.2.2. High class soils.

« Supports provisions that protect and retain high class soils, particularly for their value in food production.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

37227

Delete Policy 5.3.8(d) Effects on rural character and amenity from rural subdivision.

« The provisions enabling rural hamlet development do not cascade appropriately from the higher order strategic objectives of the plan
and as the provisions enabling rural hamlets are sought for deletion, the associated policy is also sought for deletion.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

372.28

Retain Policy 5.3.7. Reverse sensitivity effects.

« Submitter supports policy that recognises types of rural environment activities and avoids and or mitigates the effects of these activities
on other sensitive land uses.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

373 Submitter: Andrew Hutchison

The Church in Hamilton

Point Number

373.1

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Rule 22.1.2 Permitted Activities, to include religious gatherings under 150 people with a maximum vehicle movement condition of 200
vehicles per day.

« There are already religious gatherings occurring in the zone.
« Such gatherings do not cause any disturbance to traffic or cause any other disturbance.
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Submitter Number:

374 Submitter: Judy Garrick

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

374.1

Delete the cycle-way through the property at 17 Scott Road, Te Kauwhata.
AND

Amend the District Plan Maps to include a cycleway in the Lakeside development exit road.

This is private land.

Health and Safety laws state that all persons using private land are the responsibility of the 'land owner". ('If an incident or injury
occurred as a result of work being conducted on or near the public land, then there would be liability, under the Health and Safety at
Work Act 2015.")

The proposed cycle-way through this land will cut off the end paddock and there will be no legal access for the submitter's stock,
creating another health and safety issue when the submitter needs to move them.

The drain running along this land poses a serious health and safety issue to anyone using this cycle-way.

Creating a cycle-way through the property will jeopardise any future development plans for this land, basically splitting the title in two.

.

.

Submitter Number: 375 Submitter: Paul Ivory
Point Number 375.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the zoning of the property at 93 Hakarimata Road, Ngaruawahia from being a split zone of Rural Zone and Country Living Zone to

Decision Reasons:

being only Country Living Zone.

« The submitter does not want to be disadvantaged by double zoning for any further subdivision proposals under the Country Living
zone.
+ The proposed split/double zoning would
- Diminish the land value
- The proposed Rural Zone is restrictive and would limit efficient management of this property
- Any prospective subdivision opportunities would be flawed if part of the property was zoned Rural
- None of the adjoining properties have the proposed Rural zoning
- Seeks that the property remain as Country Living zone.

Submitter Number: 376 Submitter: Jolene Francis
Point Number 376.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d Rule 22.4.1.2 General Subdivision, by including additional provisions to permit additional subdivision to occur that does not have a

Decision Reasons:

detrimental impact on amenity and economic values on the rural environment.

« Recognising that fragmentation of rural land and loss of productive and versatile land is not ideal, the rules as currently written
encourage this by only permitting the subdivision of larger farms, rather than allowing smaller blocks of 10-20 acres the opportunity to
subdivide one lot from their property allowing two titles.

« These size blocks still provide low density housing, are most likely not of a size to be productive and are not likely to be amalgamated
into a large more economically viable block. Yet they are also unable to subdivide.

« In many circumstances, having the opportunity to create another title and subdivide results in income directed back into the property
and further opportunities to diversify.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

d the District Plan Maps by expanding the Village Zone and Country Living Zone areas around Te Kowhai village.

« The zoning of land as Country Living and village living and to expand the footprint of Te Kowhai village is a great initiative, however it
should go further.

« There are a number of reasonable sized lifestyle properties around this village i.e. Bedford, Te Kowhai and Horotiu Roads that
potentially have land available for subdivision of a lot from their title.

«  With demand for housing high, particularly in this area, permitting blocks of 10-20 ha in size to have a second title would maintain the
rural outlook and amenities while providing the district with further housing in a desirable location. This would add to the both the local
and district economy and increase the rating base for the district.

« Areas that have been identified within the proposed district plan for country and village living have or are already being developed with
some sections already on the market for sale. Considering the plan should be allowing for growth within the district for the next 10
years, the proposed zones don't go far enough and should encompass a wider radius around the village.

« In the next 10 years, at the current growth we are seeing, it is likely there will be increasing pressure from urban expansion out into the
Waikato district, particularly in the northern part of the district plan.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

376.3

A d Rule 23.4 Subdivision provisions to permit additional allotments where appropriate for larger lifestyle properties.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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.

In the next 10 years, at the current growth we are seeing, it is likely there will be increasing pressure from urban expansion out into the
Waikato district, particularly in the northern part of the district.

Provisions within the proposed plan should permit additional allotments where appropriate for larger lifestyle properties to allow fill in
of current housing areas and ease the requirements for entirely new subdivisions to address a housing shortage.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

376.4

Place the Proposed District Plan on hold pending the outcome of the other Strategic Planning currently underway, including Future Proof Phase
2 and the Hamilton to Auckland Corridor network plan.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

377 Submitter: Rangimonehu Kereopa

Pareaute Kereopa Whanau Trust

Point Number

s y of Decision R

377.1

A d Section 2.2 (a) Background - to apply the Resource Management Act definitions, as follows:

Decision Reasons:

Tangata whenua: In relation to a particular area, means the iwi, or hapu, that holds mana whenua over that area.

AND

Amend Section 2.2 (a) Background which states that Waikato-Tainui is Tangata Whenua of the Waikato district.

.

Waikato-Tainui is not: 'The Tangata Whenua of the Waikato District'.

The terminology is quite important to get correct, as Waikato-Tainui do not have authority or Tangata whenua status in Raglan.
Tainui iwi and hapu of the West Coast Harbour of Raglan have not ceded their sovereignty to Waikato-Tainui.

Waikato-Tainui do not hold our mandate to speak on our behalf re: future developments, growth or progress of our rohe.

Nor have we given up any type of relationship that us here as Tangata whenua are striving to build with Waikato District Council.
Waikato-Tainui is not ‘the’ Tangata whenua, as if to proclaim that they are an entity that has a higher status than other iwi, hapu and
marae in the Waikato district.

Waikato-Tainui Iwi Authority was established to receive settlement funds from the Crown as a result of Raupatu. Waikato District
Council must not confuse the identity and status of Tangata whenua and other hapu and or iwi with its obligation under the RMA to all
Tangata whenua groups within the Waikato district.

The submitter asserts that Tangata whenua in Whaingaroa are only those that can whakapapa to Whaingaroa.

.

.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

3772

No specific decision sought, but submission supports Whaingaroa Kite Whenua, Tihei Mauriora - a cultural theme park plan.

« Aligns with the vision and aspirations of Tangata whenua and owners and beneficiaries of Te Kopua lands on Riria Kereopa Memorial
Drive, Whaingaroa.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

3773

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Iwi Management Plans for hapu, iwi groups and organisations
AND

No specific decision sought, but submission states, support for Council creating a Hapu/lwi Management Plan budget/funding pool for the
Waikato district.

« This will improve consultation and engagement with tangata whenua and any future developments within our rohe.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3774

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes the development of multi unit dwellings on the corner of Wainui and Stewart Street, Raglan.

« It will change the natural characteristic of the landscape of Whaingaroa, especially the effect and impact it will have on current
residences of that area. The beauty of Whaingaroa is the lifestyle by the sea which enhances our authenticity.
« The submitter feels we need to retain what we already have, without further developments of 2-storey multi-unit dwellings in the CBD.

Submitter Number:

378 Submitter: Fire and Emergency New Zealand

Point Number

< y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.1

Retain Policy 5.6.9 Existing non-residential activities.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the policy as a number of existing fire stations in the Waikato region are within the Rural
environment therefore provision to enable fire service facilities to continue to function, re-development, or if necessary, expand, they
can do so grounded on an effects based approach.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3782

Retain Policy 6.4.3 Infrastructure Location and Services.

« Policy ensures subdivision, use and development are provided with infrastructure and services to a level that is appropriate to its
location and intended use, including adequate water supply within urban areas for firefighting purposes.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3783

Retain Policy 6.5.2 Construction and operation of the land transport network.

« Policy promotes the appropriate design and location of site accesses.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3784

Retain Policy 9.1.1.3 Management of adverse effects.

« Policy requires the management of adverse traffic safety effects to ensure the safe and efficient operation and functioning of the adjacent
transport network and efficient access to surrounding facilities is maintained at all times. This is important to maintain access to
properties for emergency vehicles.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3785

Retain Policy 9.2.1.2 Servicing, as it requires development to be adequately serviced for essential services, except for the amendments sought
below

AND
Amend Policy 9.2.1.2 (a) Servicing, as follows:

(a) Development is to be adequately serviced with respect to essential service, water supply (including for fire fighting purposes), wastewater treatment and
disposal and stormwater treatment and disposal.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the policy in part as it requires that development is to be adequately serviced with respect
to essential services such as water supply, however Fire and Emergency New Zealand seeks that the provision for water supply is
adequate for firefighting purposes.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.6

Retain Policy 9.3.2.2 Community facilities, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Policy 9.3.2.2 (a)(ii) Community facilities, as follows:

(ii) Provide a service or function that provides for the health, safety and well-being to the local neighborhood:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the policy in part, however seek the amendments to better emphasise the purpose of
providing a service or function.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3787

Retain Objective 9.4.2 Adverse effects of land use, to the extent that recognition is given to health and well-being of communities and they are
protected from adverse effects of land use and development.

AND

Amend Objective 9.4.2(a) Adverse effects of land use, as follows:

(a) The health, safety and
the Business Zone Tamahere.

ll-being of people, ¢ and the are protected from the adverse effects of land use and development within

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the objective to the extent that recognition is given to the health and well-being of
communities and are protected from the adverse effects of land use and development. However, Fire and Emergency New Zealand
recommends the wording better reflect section 5 of the RMA, which also refers to the safety of the community.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.8

Retain Objective 10.1.1 Effects of hazardous substances.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the objective on the basis that residual risk associated with storage, use or disposal of
hazardous substances is managed to ensure that the effects on people, property and the environment are acceptable.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

3789

Retain Policy 10.1.2 Location of new hazardous facilities.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the policy on the basis that residual risk associated with storage, use or disposal of
hazardous substances is managed to ensure that the effects on people, property and the environment are acceptable.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

378.10

Retain Policy 10.1.3 Residual risks of hazardous substances.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the policy on the basis that residual risk associated with storage, use or disposal of
hazardous substances is managed to ensure that the effects on people, property and the environment are acceptable.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.11

Retain the definition of "Commercial activity" in Chapter 13 Definitions on the assumption that it includes emergency services.
AND
Amend the definition of "Commercial Activity" in Chapter |3 Definitions, as follows:

Means the use of land and buildings which provides social and cultural services and facilities for the general public in respect of emergency, services,
education, and religion. Community facilities and leisure, may be associated with health clinics, schools, churches, probation and periodic detention centres.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the definition on the assumption that the definition is intended to encompass emergency
services. However, Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that, in order to provide clarity, the definition should be expanded to
make explicit mention of emergency services.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.12

Add a new definition of "emergency services" to Chapter |3 Definitions as follows:

Emergency, Services

Means the New Zealand Police, Fire and Emergency New Zealand, and hospital and health services.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« New definition will provide greater clarity to plan users and to support the relief sought elsewhere in the submission.
« Proposed definition reflects the definition included in section 4 of the Civil Defence Emergency Management Act 2002.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.13

Add a new definition for "Emergency services training and management activities” to Chapter |3: Definitions, as follows:

Emergency services training_and activities

Means the training activities, operational support and other non-emergency, activities undertaken by the New Zealand Police, Fire and Emergency New
Zealand, and hospital and health services.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Inclusion of the definition will provide greater clarity to plan users and to support the relief sought elsewhere in this submission.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

378.14

Add a new definition for "non-hazardous gas", to provide clarity with regard to thresholds specified in Appendix 5.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Provides clarity as to whether the volumes proposed in Appendix 5 are the compressed or uncompressed, e.g. BA cylinder (9L) at 300
Bar has approximately 2.6m3 of air.

Definition is important to Fire and Emergency New Zealand as it will assist in determining whether the district plan provides for the
storage of a sufficient amount of BA tanks at a station in a residential area.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand will work with the Waikato District Council to agree to a wording for the definition as needed.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.15

Retain the standards for subdivision in Section 14.3 General infrastructure, particularly Rule 14.3.1.8 relating to service connections for
subdivision.

AND
Amend Rule 14.3.1.8 relating to P12 Permitted Activities as follows:

14.3.1.8 (3) Within all zones, except the Rural and Country Living Zones, the water supply required under Rule 14.3.1.8 (I)(b) must be adequate for
firefighting purposes in accordance with New Zealand Fire Service Fi Water Supplies Code of Practice SNZ PAS 4509:2008. Compliance with this
Code of Practice can typically be achieved through connection to a Council reticulated water supply.
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Decision Reasons:

14.3.1.8_(4)_Within the Rural and Country Living Zones,_provision shall be made for an adequate supply of water and access to water supplies for firefighting
purposes in accordance with New Zealand Fire Service Firefighting Water Services Code of Practice SNZ PAS 4509:2008.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports 14.3.1.8 as it requires all new lots created as part of a subdivision must be designed
and located so that provision is made for access and service connections up to the boundary of the lot, including water supply and
vehicle access.

Amendments will require provision for water supply in the Rural and Country Living Zones that are adequate for firefighting purposes.
Is consistent with the priority given to firefighting water supply in section 14(3) of the RMA.

Better enables FENZ to achieve its statutory obligations under the FSA.

Better gives effect to the RPS.

Achieves the purpose of the RMA by enabling people and communities to provide for their health, safety and well-being by managing a
potential adverse effect of relatively low probability but high consequence.

.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

378.16

Retain Rule 14.12.1.1 relating to P| Vehicle access, subject to the relief sought in relation to Tables 14.12.5.14 and 14.12.5.15
AND

Amend Rule 14.12.1.1 relating to P Vehicle access for all activities, as follows:

14.12.1.1 Vehicle access for all activities

(1) All activities must comply with the following vehicle access conditions:

(a) The site has a vehicle access to a formed road that is maintained by a road controlling authority;

(b) The site has a vehicle access that is constructed to comply with the relevant requirements of Table 14.12.5.1, Figure 14.12.52, Table 14.12.5.3 and
Figure 14.12.5., Table 14.12.5.14 and Table [4.12.5.15 except:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Subject to relief sought in relation to Table 14.12.5.14 and Table 14.12.5.15, Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports the
access provisions in 14.12.1.1 as it recognises the need for suitable vehicle access for all activities within the District.

For fire appliances to access an emergency, adequate access width, height and gradient is necessary. A 95th percentile pumping appliance
has a width of 2.5m, a height of 3.55m and a length of 8.72m. A clearance of greater than 4m is required for firefighters to work around
the fire appliance to access hoses and pumps. The maximum negotiable gradient is 1:5, accompanied by a 4m long 1:15 transition grade.
In order to provide for ability to access a fire/emergency, amendments must be made to ensure adequate clearance.

Inclusion of these tables will ensure all activities comply with the relevant vehicle access requirements to ensure sufficient access for
firefighting purposes.

Vehicle access that does not comply with one or more of the conditions of Rule 14.12.1.1 is a Restricted Discretionary Activity.

.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

378.17

Retain the matters of discretion in Rule 14.12.2 Restricted Discretionary Activities, to the extent that discretion is required for vehicle access
that does not comply with Rule 14.12.1.1

AND

Amend Rule 14.12.2 RD| Restricted Discretionary Activities, as follows:
Discretion is restricted to:

(a) Traffic generation by the activities to be served by the access;

(b) Location, design, construction and materials of vehicle access;

(c) Safety for vehicles and pedestrians;

(d) Road network safety and efficiency; and

(e) Mitigation to address safety, including access clearance requirements for firefighting purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports the matters of discretion to the extent that it recognises that discretion is required
for vehicle access that does not comply with one or more of the conditions of Rule 14.12.1.1.

+ While discretion addresses matters in relation to mitigation to address safety, Fire and Emergency New Zealand is concerned that
access to a site for emergency purposes may be overlooked.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand seek clarity around the discretion Council have for access infringements, specifically in relation to
access widths.

Point Number

d

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.18

Retain Table 14.12.5.7 Required parking spaces and loading bays relating to emergency service facilities.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the parking requirements in Standard 14.12.5.7 that requires emergency service facilities to
provide | car space per on-duty staff person, plus sufficient space for all the emergency vehicles that use the site.
« This is considered an effective and practical standard for emergency facilities.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.19

Retain Table 14.12.5.14 Access and road conditions, as it requires an adequate minimum road/ROW width
AND

Add a note below Table 14.12.5.14 Access and road conditions (Residential, Village, Business, Business Towne Centre and Industrial Zones)
relating to minimum road/ROW reserve width column as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
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Decision Reasons:

.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports the design requirements for vehicle access as it requires an adequate Minimum
Road/ROW Reserve Width to allow for access to properties for firefighting purposes.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand is concerned however that the requirements in Table 14.12.5.14 fail to prescribe height clearance and
gradient requirements and therefore would not be able to accommodate a fire appliance.

For fire appliances to access an emergency, adequate access width, height and gradient is necessary. A 95th percentile pumping appliance
has a width of 2.5m, a height of 3.55m and a length of 8.72m. A clearance of greater than 4m is required for firefighters to work around
the fire appliance to access hoses and pumps. The maximum negotiable gradient is 1:5, accompanied by a 4m long I:15 transition grade.
In order to provide for ability to access a fire/emergency, amendments must be made to ensure adequate clearance.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

37820

Retain Table 14.12.5.15 Access and road conditions, as it contains minimum road/ROW reserve width requirements
AND

Add note below Table 14.12.5.15 Access and road conditions (Rural and Country Living Zones) relating to the Minimum Road/ROW Reserve
Width column, as follows:

*Accesses shall have a height clearance of 4.0m and a

gradient of | in 5 (with minimum 4.0 transition ramps of | in 8).
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports the design requirements for vehicle access as it generally recognises Minimum
Road/ROW Reserve Width requirements to allow for access to properties for firefighting purposes.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand are concerned, however, that the requirements in Table 14.12.5.15 fail to prescribe height clearance
and gradient requirements and therefore would not be able to accommodate a fire appliance and may give rise to situations where
access for emergency vehicles is compromised in the Rural and Country Living Zones.

There is also an absence of provisions to provide for height clearance and gradient requirements and therefore would not be able to
accommodate a fire appliance.

For fire appliances to access an emergency, adequate access width, height and gradient is necessary. A 95th percentile pumping appliance
has a width of 2.5m, a height of 3.55m and a length of 8.72m. A clearance of greater than 4m is required for firefighters to work around
the fire appliance to access hoses and pumps. The maximum negotiable gradient is 1:5, accompanied by a 4m long 1:15 transition grade.
In order to provide for ability to access a fire/emergency, amendments must be made to ensure adequate clearance.

This amendment will ensure sufficient clearance.

.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

37821

Add a new activity to Rule 16.1.2 Permitted Activities as a permitted activity:

x. Emergency services training and activities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in 16.1.2 as permitted activities as there is no provision made for
emergency services training and management activities.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand seek the rule be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management activities in
order to better achieve the sustainable management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve
its statutory function by facilitating firefighting and emergency response.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

378.22

Add a new activity to Rule 16.1.3 as a Restricted Discretionary Activity:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 16.1.3 to the extent that no provision is made for emergency services facilities. As
provision is not made under this rule, emergency service facilities would instead default to non-complying activities under Rule 16.1.5.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers the default non-complying activity status is overly restrictive and inappropriate and
therefore seek the inclusion of emergency service facilities as a restricted discretionary activity to provide for emergency services in the
Residential Zone for the following reasons:

I. Fire stations must be strategically located within and throughout communities to maximize their coverage and response times so that
they can efficiently and effectively provide for health and safety of people and communities by being able to respond to emergency call
outs in a timely way, thus avoiding or mitigating the potential for adverse effects associate with fire hazard and other emergencies;

2. The actual or potential effects of fire stations are minor and can be adequately predicted and subsequently managed by conditions of
consent and subsequent matters for control;

3. Restricted Discretionary activity status will better implement the Objectives and Policies of the Proposed District Plan.

4. Restricted Discretionary activity status better achieves the purpose of the RMA and better enables the submitter to meet its statutory
obligations.

Point Number

< y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.23

Retain Rule 16.2.1.1 Noise - General.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 16.2.1.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory
obligations in a manner that provides for the on-going health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

378.24

Add a clause to Rule 16.2.5 Hazardous substances, as follows:
16.2.5 Hazardous substances

(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substance where:
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Decision Reasons:

(i) the aggregate quantity of any hazardous substance of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified in the Residential zone in Table
5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances).

(ii)_16.2.5(a)(i)_excludes the fire stations and associated fire service operations.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 16.2.5 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as effectively as needed.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand's recent firefighting chemicals work has highlighted a number of challenges and limitations with the
way the hazardous substances rules are written in district plans. Therefore, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that fire stations
and associated firefighting activities are excluded from the permitted activity Rule 16.2.5 for the following reasons:

. The 8.3 Classification (Table 5.1 contained with Appendix 5-Hazardous substances) has only a 50L/kg limit in residential zones, and is
quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing powder to laundry powder. This would limit
and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry neutralizing
agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and foams also
have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent to hold a
small amount or any of these chemicals on site, as a 50kg limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals used on site.
The 8.3A classifications is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a
product with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling
and PPE requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances
held as it relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed for systems.

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, the higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example is Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, Fire and Emergency New Zealand may need to
wait for a few working days after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire
and Emergency New Zealand 's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This
could result in a breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent further harm.

~

W

>

Point Number

378.25

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 16.3.3.1 Height - Building general, as follows:

This standard does not apply to emergency service facilities and hose drying towers up to | 5m associated with emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand oppose the height requirements of Rule 16.3.3.

« The inclusion of a specific exemption for emergency service facilities and hose drying towers in order to appropriately provide for the
operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

« Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower between
12-15m in height.

« The inclusion of an exemption would better provide for the health and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of
Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

37826

Retain Rule 16.3.9.3- Building setback - Waterbodies.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that the standard will safeguard the wellbeing of communities in accordance with the
purpose of the RMA and the purpose of Fire and Emergency New Zealand in the effective protection of lives, property and the
surrounding environment.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

37827

Retain Rule 16.4.1 Subdivision general, to the extent that subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity and proposed lots must connect to a
public-reticulated water supply

AND

Amend Rule 16.4.1 Subdivision - General, as follows:

(x) Provision of infrastructure, including water supply. for firefighting purposes.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports Rule 16.4.1 to the extent that subdivision is a Restricted Discretionary activity and
requires that proposed lots in the Residential Zone must connect to public-reticulated water supply.
+ Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision R ed:

37828

Retain Rule 16.4.2 Subdivision - Te Kauwhata Ecological Residential Area, to the extent that subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity and
proposed lots must connect to a public-reticulated water supply.

AND
Amend Rule 16.4.2(b)(x) Subdivision - Te Kauwhata Ecological Residential Area, as follows:

(x) Provision of infrastructure, including water supply for firefighting purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
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Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports Rule 16.4.2 to the extent that subdivision in the Te Kauwhata Ecological
Residential Area is a Restricted Discretionary activity and requires that proposed lots in the Residential Zone must connect to a public-
reticulated water supply.

Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

378.29

Retain Rule 16.4.3 Te Kauwhata West Residential Area, to the extent that subdivision is a Restricted Discretionary Activity and requires
proposed lots to connect to public-reticulated water supply

AND
Amend Rule 16.4.3 Te Kauwhata West Residential Area, as follows:

(x) Provision of infrastructure, including water supply_for firefighting purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports Rule 16.4.3 to the extent that subdivision is in the Te Kauwhata West Residential
Area is a Restricted Discretionary activity and requires that proposed lots in the Residential zone must connect to public-reticulated
water supply.

Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

37830

Retain Rule 16.4.4 Subdivision - Multi-unit development, to the extent that subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity and requires
connections to water reticulation

AND

Amend Rule 16.4.4(b)(x) Subdivision - Multi-unit development, as follows:

(x) Provision of infrastructure to individual units; including water supply for firefighting purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports Rule 16.4.1 to the extent that subdivision in the form of multi-unit development in
the Residential Zone is a Restricted Discretionary activity and requires connection to water reticulation.
« Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

37831
Add a new activity to Rule 17.1.2 Permitted Activities, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in Rule 17.1.2 as permitted activities as there is no provision
explicitly made for emergency services training and management activities.

« The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management activities in order to better achieve the
sustainable management purpose of the At and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve its statutory function by
facilitating firefighting and emergency response.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

37832

Retain Rule 22.2.1.1 Noise - General, as notified.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 22.2.1.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet it statutory
obligations in a manner that provides for the on-going health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

37833

A d Rule 22.2.4 Hazardous substances, as follows:

y of Decision ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

22.2.4 Hazardous substances
(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substances where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of hazardous substances of any hazard classification on a site less than the quantity specified for the Rural Zone in Table 6.1
contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances).

(ii)_Rule 22.2.4 (a)_(i) excludes fire stations and associated fire service operations.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 22.2.4 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from Rule 22.2.4 for the
following reasons:

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
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to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

[

The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

w

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

»

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

Point Number

378.34

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 22.3.4.1 Height - Building General, to include the following:
22.3.4.1 Height - Building General

The maximum height of any building must not exceed |0m, except hose drying towers up to |.5m associated with emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the height standard in Rule 22.3.4.1, however an inclusion of a specific exemption will
appropriately provide for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

« Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height and are typically able to achieve the height standards in a
District Plan. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between 12-15m in height.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that the inclusion of an exemption for associated structures better provides for the health
and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and is consistent with the typical
height of similar network utility structures.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

37835

Retain Rule 22.3.7.5 Building setback - Waterbodies.

« The standard will safeguard the wellbeing of communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and the purpose of Fire and
Emergency New Zealand in the effective protection of lives, property and the surrounding environment.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

37836

Retain Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivison, as subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision, as follows:

(a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:...

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:...

x. Provision of infrastructure, including water supply for firefighting purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports Rule 22.4.1.2 as subdivision of land in the Rural Zone is a Restricted Discretionary
activity, however, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires that proposed lots shall be connected to public-reticulated water supply or
water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes

Subdivision that does not comply is a Non-Complying activity.

The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

37837

Retain Rule 22.4.1.5 Rural hamlet subdivision, as subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 22.4.1.5 Rural Hamlet Subdivision, as follows:

(a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:...

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:...

Provision of infrastructure, including water supply. for firefighting purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand generally supports Rule 22.4.1.5 as subdivision of land in a Rural Hamlet is a Restricted Discretionary
activity, however, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires proposed lots shall be connected to public-reticulated water supply or
water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.

Subdivision that does not comply is a Non-Complying activity.

The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

378.38

Add a new activity to Rule 23.1.1 Permitted Activities as a permitted activity as follows:

(x)_E: y_services training and activitie:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in Rule 23.1.1 to the extent that no provision is explicitly made
for emergency services training and management activities.

« The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management activities in order to better achieve the
sustainable management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve its statutory function by
facilitating firefighting and emergency response.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

378.39

Add a new discretionary activity to Rule 23.1.2 Discretionary Activities, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 23.1.2 as no provision is made for emergency service facilities. As no provision is made
under this rule, emergency service facilities would instead default to non-complying activities under Rule 23.1.2.

« The default non-complying activity is overly restrictive and inappropriate.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand therefore seeks the inclusion of emergency facilities as a discretionary activity in the Country Living
Zone for the following reasons:

I. Fire stations must be strategically located within and throughout communities to maximise their coverage and response times so that
they can efficiently and effectively provide for the health and safety of people and communities by being able respond to emergency call

outs in a timely way, thus avoiding or mitigating the potential for adverse effects associated with fire hazard and other emergencies;

2. The actual or potential effects of fire stations are minor and can be adequately predicted and subsequently managed by conditions of
consent and subsequent matters for control;

3. Restricted Discretionary activity status better implement the Objectives and Policies of the Proposed District Plan.

4. Restricted Discretionary activity status better achieves the purpose of the RMA and better enables Fire and Emergency New Zealand to
meet its statutory obligations.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

378.40

Retain Rule 23.2.1.1 Noise - General.

« The rule permits noise generated by emergency sirens and this exemption appropriately provides for the operational requirements of
Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory obligations in a manner that provides for the on-going health
and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

378.41

A

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 23.2.4 Hazardous Substances, as follows:
(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substance where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of any hazardous substance of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Country Living Zone in
Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances); and

(i) The storage or use of radioactive Is is in app
the Radiation Safety Act and Regulations 2017.

d equip for medical and diagnostic purposes, or specified as an exempt activity or article in

(iii) Rule 23.2.4 (a)_ (i) excludes fire stations and associated fire service

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand oppose Rule 23.2.4 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable this,
and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand request that fire stations and associated firefighting activities should be excluded from the Rule 23.2.4
for the following reasons:

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

2. The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

w

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

>

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.42
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ed:

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 23.3.4.1 Height, to include the following:

This Standard does not apply. to emergency service facilities and hose drying towers up to |5m associated with emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Inclusion of a specific exemption for emergency service facilities and hose drying towers will appropriately provide for the operational
requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

« Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height and are typically able to achieve the height standards in a
District Plan. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between 12-15m in height.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that the inclusion of an exemption for associated structures better provides for the health
and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

37843

Retain Rule 23.3.7.5 Building setback - Waterbodies.

« The Rule will safeguard the wellbeing of communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and purpose of Fire and Emergency
New Zealand in the effective protection of lives, property and the surrounding environment.

Point Number 37844
S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 23.4.2 General Subdivision, as follows:

(a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions....

(x)_Proposed lots must be connected to water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.

(b) Council's discretion is limited to the following matters:...

(i)_Provision of infrastructure, including water supply for firefighting purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand support Rule 23.4.2 as subdivision of land in the Country Living Zone is a Restricted Discretionary
activity, however, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires proposed lots to be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water
supply sufficient for firefighting purposes. Subdivision that does not comply is a Non-complying activity.

« The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

Point Number 37845
S y of Decision Req d. Add a new activity to Rule 24.1.1 Permitted Activities, as follows:

(x)_Emergency services training and activities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes range of activities listed in Rule 24.1.1 as permitted activities to the extent no provision is
made for emergency services training and management activities.

« The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management in order to better achieve the sustainable
management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve its statutory function by facilitating
firefighting and emergency response.

Point Number 378.46
S y of Decision Req d. Add a new activity to Rule 24.1.2 Discretionary Activities, to include the following as a Discretionary activity:

(x)_Emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 24.1.2 as no provision is made for emergency service facilities. As provision is not made
under the rule, emergency service facilities would instead default to a non-complying activity under Rule 24.1.3.

« The non-complying activity status is restrictive and inappropriate.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand seek the inclusion of emergency service facilities as a discretionary activity in the Village Zone for the
following reasons:

I. Fire stations must be strategically located within and throughout communities to maximise their coverage and response times so that
they can efficiently and effectively provide for the health and safety of people and communities by being able respond to emergency call
outs in a timely way, thus avoiding or mitigating the potential for adverse effects associated with fire hazard and other emergencies;

2. The actual or potential effects of fire stations are minor and can be adequately predicted and subsequently managed by conditions of
consent and subsequent matters for control;

3. Restricted Discretionary activity status better implement the Objectives and Policies of the Proposed District Plan.

4. Restricted Discretionary activity status better achieves the purpose of the RMA and better enables Fire and Emergency New Zealand to
meet its statutory obligations.

Point Number 37847
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 24.2.1 Noise - General.

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 24.2.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption appropriately
provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory obligations in a
manner that provides for on-going health and safety of people and communities.
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Point Number

378.48

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 24.2.5 Hazardous Substances, as follows:
(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substances where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of hazardous substances of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Residential Zone in Table
5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)

(ii)_Rule 24.2.5 (a)_(i)_excludes fire stations and associated fire service operations.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 24.2.5 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances as quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from the permitted activity
Rule 24.2.5 for the following reasons:

.

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

[

L od

>

Point Number

378.49

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 24.3.3.1 Height - Building general, to include the following:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« The inclusion of a specific exemption for emergency service facilities and hose drying towers in order to appropriately provide for the
operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

« Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height and are typically able to achieve the height standards in a
District Plan. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between 12-15m in height.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that the inclusion of an exemption for associated structures better provides for the health
and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

378.50

Retain Rule 24.3.6.3 Building setback - Waterbodies.

« The Rule will safeguard the wellbeing of communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and the purpose of Fire and
Emergency New Zealand in the effective protection of lives, property and the surrounding environment.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

37851

Retain Rule 24.4.1 Subdivision - General, as subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 24.4.1 Subdivision - General, as follows:

(a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions....

(x)_Proposed lots must be connected to water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:...

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires that proposed lots to be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water supply
sufficient for firefighting purposes. Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.
« The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.52

Retain Rule 24.4.2 Subdivision - Te Kowhai and Tuakau, as subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity, except for the amendments sought
below

AND
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Decision Reasons:

Amend Rule 24.4.2 Subdivision - Te Kowhai and Tuakau, as follows:
(a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:...

x. Proposed lots must be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:...

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires proposed lots be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water supply sufficient for
firefighting purposes. Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.
« The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

37853

Retain Rule 26.2.7 Motor sport and Event Traffic Management - All precincts.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports provisions in Rule 26.2.7 as a Traffic Management Plan shall be prepared and provision shall
be made for emergency service vehicles, e.g. fire, police, ambulance, military, Department of Corrections, vehicles needing emergency
access to any site or dwelling located on, or with access from Hampton Downs Road.

« The operation of the Hampton Downs Motorsport Park for a motor sport and recreation event is a Controlled Activity if access
provisions are complied with.

Point Number

378.54

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 26.2.9 Hazardous substances - All precincts, as follows:
(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substances where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of hazardous substances of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Motorsport and Recreation
Zone in Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances);

ol

(i) The storage or use of radioactive is in app
the Radiation Safety Act and Regulations 2017.

for medical and diagnostic purposes, or specified as an exempt activity or article in

(iif)_Rule 26.2.9 (a)(i)_excludes fire service

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 26.2.9 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded for the following reasons:

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

[

The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

L od

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

EN

. Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

37855

Retain Rule 26.4 Subdivision, as subdivision is a discretionary activity, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 26.4 Subdivision, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand require proposed lots to be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water supply sufficient
for firefighting purposes. Subdivision that does not comply is a Non-complying Activity.
« The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.56

Retain Rule 27.2.6 Noise - Other than Taxiways.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 27.2.6 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption appropriately
provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory obligations in a
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manner that provides for the on-going health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

s y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.57

Add a new objective to Section 4.5 Business and Business Town Centre Zones, as follows:
Objective 4.5.x

To recognise and provide for non-commercial activities that contribute to the health, safety and wellbeing of the ¢ ity while their potential

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ Amendments sought will better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

378.58

Retain Policy 4.5.4 Commercial purpose: Business Zone, except for the amendments sought below
AND
Add a new clause (iv) to Policy 4.5.4 Commercial purpose: Business Zone as follows:

(iv)_Enabling_non-commercial activities such as emergency service facilities that provide for the health, safety and well-being of the ity and that
service or support an identified local need.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Policy 4.5.4 in part, however considers that the provisions focus on the management of
effects, rather than an outcome that provides clear direction in relation to the appropriateness of some non-commercial activities in the
Business Zones. For instance providing for emergency services that have a functional and operational need to be located in close
proximity to the communities they serve.

Point Number

< y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.59

Retain Policy 4.6.4 Maintain industrial land for industrial purposes, to the extent that it anticipates ancillary non-industrial activities in the
Industrial Zone

AND

Add new clause (b) to Policy 4.6.4 Maintain industrial land for industrial purposes, as follows:

need.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports in part Policy 4.6.4 to the extent that the provision anticipates ancillary non-industrial
activities in the Industrial Zone, but considers that the provisions focus on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that
provides clear direction in relation to the appropriateness of some non-industrial activities in the Industrial Zones. For instance
providing for emergency services that have a functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the communities they
serve.

+ Amendments sought better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

378.60

S y of Decision R ed: Retain Policy 4.7.5 Servicing requirements.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Policy 4.7.5 as it requires urban subdivision and development to be serviced to a level that
will provide for the anticipated activities, including water provision for domestic and firefighting purposes, which is important to ensure
the health, safety and well-being of the community.

Point Number 37861
S y of Decision R ed: Add new Objective to Section 5.3 Rural Character and Amenity as follows:

Decision Reasons:

Objective 5.3.x

To recognise and provide for non-rural activities that contribute to the health, safety and wellbeing of the community while managing their potential adverse

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Amendments sought better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.62

Retain Policy 5.3.9 Non-rural activities, to the extent that it anticipates non-rural activities in the Rural Zone
AND
Amend Policy 5.3.9 Non-rural activities, as follows:

(a) Manage any non-rural activities, including equestrian centres, horse training centres, emergency service facilities, forestry and rural industries, to achieve a
character, scale, intensity and location that are in keeping with rural character and amenity values,
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Decision Reasons:

(b) Avoid buildings and structures dominating land on adjoining properties, public reserves, the coast or waterbodies; and

(c)_Enable non-rural activities that provide for the health, safety and well-being of the c and that service or support an identified local need.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Policy 5.3.9 to the extent that these provisions anticipate non-rural activities in the Rural
Zone, but considers that the provisions focus on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that provides clear direction in
relation to the appropriateness of some non-rural activities in the Rural Zone. For instance providing for emergency services that have a
functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the communities they serve.

+ Amendments sought better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.63

Add a new Objective to Section 5.6 Country Living Zone, as follows:

Objective 5.6.x

their potential

To recognise and provide for non-residential activities that contribute to the health, safety and wellbeing of the c ity while
adverse effects to ensure that the activities complement the amenity values of the District's Country Living areas.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« To better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.64

Retain Policy 5.6.2 Country living character, as it requires activities to be self-sufficient for water supply, unless a reticulated system is available
AND

Amend Policy 5.6.2(e) Country Living character, as follows:

(e) Requires activities within the Country Living Zone to be self-sufficient in the provision of water supply (including for firefighting purposes), wastewater and
stormwater disposal, unless a reticulated supply is available.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports in part Policy 5.6.2. However, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that it is made
explicit that water supply in the Country Living Zone is sufficient for firefighting purposes and not just for drinking supply.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.65

Retain Policy 5.6.8 Non-residential activities, to the extent that it anticipates non-residential activities in the Country Living Zone
AND
Amend Policy 5.6.8 Non-residential activities, as follows:

(a) Limit the il non-residential activities within the Country Living Zone unless they:

of oloring

(ii) Provide for the health, safety and well-being of the c and that service or support an identified local need.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

+ Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports in part Policy 5.6.8 to the extent that these provisions anticipate non-residential activities in
the Country Living Zone, but considers that the provisions focus on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that provides
clear direction in relation to the appropriateness of some non-residential activities in the Country Living Zone. For instance providing
for emergency services that have a functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the communities they serve.

+ Amendments sought better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.66

Add a new objective to Section 4.2 Residential Zone, as follows:
Objective 4.2.2(x)

To recognise and provide for non-residential activities that contribute to the health, safety_and wellbeing of the c ity while their potential

adverse effects to ensure that the activities ¢ I the amenity values of the District's residential areas.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

The provisions for non-residential activities in the Residential Zone focus on the management of effects rather than the opportunities of
the activity.

Emergency services have a functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the communities they serve.

This objective will better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the heath and safety of people and communities.

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.67

Retain Policy 4.2.21 Maintain residential purpose, to the extent that the provision anticipates non-residential activities in the Residential Zone.
AND

Amend Policy 4.2.2 - Maintain residential purpose as follows:

Restrict the establishment of non-residential eormercial-orindustrial-activities, unless the activity has a strategic or operational need to locate within a

residential zone, and the effects of such activities on the character an amenity of residential zones are insignificant.
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Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand (FENZ) supports in part Policy 4.2.21 to the extent that the provision anticipate non-residential
es in the Residential Zone, but considers that the provisions focus on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that
provides clear direction in relation to the appropriateness of some non-residential activities in the Residential Zone.

For instance, providing for emergency services that have a functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the
communities they serve.

Amendments sought better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.68

Retain Policy 4.2.23 Non-residential activities, to the extent that the provision anticipates non-residential activities in the Residential Zone
AND

Amend Policy 4.2.23(iii) Non-residential activities as follows:

(iii) Enabling non- ntial activities that provide for the health, safety and well-being of the community and that service or support an identified local need

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand (FENZ) supports in part Policy 4.2.23 to the extent that the provision anticipate non-residential
activities in the Residential Zone, but considers that the provisions focus on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that
provides clear direction in relation to the appropriateness of some non-residential activities in the Residential Zone.

« For instance, providing for emergency services that have a functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the
communities they serve.

+ Amendments sought better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

378.69

Retain Policy 4.3.2 Character.

« FENZ supports Policy 4.3.2 as it requires activities within the Village Zone to be self-sufficient in the provision of on-site water supply,
unless a reticulated supply is available.

Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

378.70

Add a new objective to Section 4.3 Village zoning, as follows:

To recognise and provide for non-residential activities that contribute to the health, safety and wellbeing of the c ity while their potential

adverse effects to ensure that the activities complement the amenity values of the District's Village Zone areas.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

The provisions focus on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that provides clear direction in relation to the
appropriateness of some non-residential activities in the Village Zone.

Emergency services have a functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the communities they serve.
These amendments better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

378.71

Retain Policy 4.3.8 Residential amenity and function, to the extent that the provision anticipates non-residential activities in the Village Zone
AND

Amend Policy 4.3.8(ii)- Residential amenity and function as follows:

(ii) Provide for the health, safety and well-being of the community.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

FENZ supports in part Policy 4.3.8 to the extent that these provisions anticipate non-residential activities in the Village Zone, but
considers that the provisions focuses on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that provides clear direction in relation to
the appropriateness of some non-residential activities in the Village Zone. For instance providing for emergency services that have a
functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the communities they serve.

Amendments sought will better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.72

Retain Policy 4.3.11 Maintain residential function, to the extent that these provisions anticipate non-residential activities in the Village Zone
AND
Amend Policy 4.3.11 Maintain residential function as follows:

Restrict the establishment of non-residential eemmereial-erindustria-activities, unless the activity has a strategic or operational need to locate within the
Village Zone, and the effects of such activities on the character and amenity are insignificant.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports in part Policy 4.3.11 to the extent that these provisions anticipate non-residential activities in
the Village Zone, but considers that the provisions focus on the management of effects, rather than an outcome that provides clear
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direction in relation to the appropriateness of some non-residential activities within the Village Zone. For instance providing for
emergency services that have a functional and operational need to be located in close proximity to the communities they serve.
« The amendments sought will better achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

378.73

Retain Objective 4.4.1 Adverse effects of land use and development, to the extent that recognition is given to the health and well-being of
communities and are protected from the adverse effects of land use and development

AND
Amend Objective 4.4.1 (a) Adverse effects of land use and development as follows:

4.4.1 (a) The health, safety and well-being of people, ¢ ities and the

are protected from the adverse effects of land use and development.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Objective 4.4.1 to the extent that recognition is given to the health and wellbeing of
communities and are protected from the adverse effects of land use and development. However, Fire and Emergency New Zealand
recommends the wording better reflect section 5 of the RMA, which also refers to the safety of the community.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

378.74

Retain Policy 4.5.3 Commercial purpose: Business Town Centre Zone.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Policy 4.5.3 as the provision anticipates non-commercial activities in the Business Town
Centre Zone providing for a range of activities, including community activities and facilities.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

378.75

A d Rule 27.2.1| Hazardous Substances, as follows:

Decision Reasons:

(a) In ALL PRECINCTS, the use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substance where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of hazardous substance of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for Te Kowhai Airpark Zone in
Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances);

(i) The storage or use of radioactive materials is in app.
the Radiation Safety Act and Regulations 2017.

for medical and diagnostic purposes, or specified as an exempt activity or article in

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and storage of
hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for this, and
could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

Therefore, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from Rule 27.2.11
for the following reasons:

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

[

The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

w

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

>

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req ed:

378.76

Retain Rule 27.4.2 Subdivision allotment size, as subdivision is a restricted discretionary activity, except for the amendments sought below
AND

Amend Rule 27.4.2 Subdivision allotment size, as follows:

(a) Subdivision within PRECINCT B.

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:...

(x)_Proposed lots must be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.

(a) Subdivision within PRECINCT C AND D where....

Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters....

(x)_Provision of infrastructure, including water supply. for purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
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Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires proposed lots to be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water supply sufficient
for firefighting purposes. Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.
« The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

378.77

Retain Rule 28.2.1.2 Noise General.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 28.1.2.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory
obligations in a manner that provides for the on-going health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

378.78

A

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 28.2.5 Hazardous substances, as follows:
(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substances where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of hazardous substances of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Rangitahi Peninsula Zone
in Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances); and

(i) The storage or use of radioactive materials is in app:
the Radiation Safety Act and Regulations 2017.

for medical and diagnostic purposes, or specified as an exempt activity or article in

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 28.2.5 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

« Therefore, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that the fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from Rule
28.2.5 for the following reasons:

I. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

2. The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

3. Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

4. Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

378.79

Retain Rule 28.3.9.3 Building setback - Waterbodies.

« The standard will safeguard the wellbeing of communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and the purpose of Fire and
Emergency New Zealand in the effective protection of lives, property and the surrounding environment.

Point Number

378.80

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 28.4.1 Subdivision - General, as follows:

(a) Subdivision must comply with the following conditions....

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 28.4.1 as there is no explicit requirement to connection to water reticulation.
Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

Point Number

378.81

y of Decision Req ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d the thresholds within Appendix 5 Hazardous Substances, as follows:

« More permissive levels for 8.3;

+ More permissive levels for 8.3A;

« To better recognise that fire retardants come in different forms, including as solids rather than liquids, powders and foams, and this
alters the applicable thresholds,

« To provide for the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response.
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Decision Reasons:

AND/OR

Amend Appendix 5 Hazardous Substances in recognition that the provisions of the Hazardous Substances and New Organisms Act (HSNO) and
Health and Safety at Work Act are adequate to manage risks in this regard, without an overlapping district plan framework.

OR

Delete Appendix 5 Hazardous Substances in recognition that the provisions of the Hazardous Substances and New Organisms Act (HSNO) and
Health and Safety at Work Act are adequate to manage risks in this regard without an overlapping District Plan framework.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports in part Appendix 5 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use
and storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that thresholds within Appendix 5 for some

zones will trigger the need for consent, which could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly
as needed.

Therefore, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that the thresholds within Appendix 5 be amended as follows:

.

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

[

The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

L od

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

>

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

2018 amendments to sections 30 and 31 of the RMA removed control of hazardous substances as an explicit function of council as the
provisions of HSNO and Health and Safety at Work are adequate to managed risks, for the most part.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

378.82

Add a new activity to Rule 17.1.3, to include the following as a Restricted Discretionary Activity:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 17.1.3 as no provision is made for emergency service facilities. As not provision is made
under this rule, emergency service facilities would instead default to non-complying activities under Rule 17.1.5.

« The default non-complying activity status is overly restrictive and inappropriate.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand consider that emergency service facilities should be included as a restricted discretionary activity to
provide for emergency services in the Business Zone for the following reasons:

|. Fire stations must be strategically located within and throughout communities to maximise their coverage and response times so that
they can efficiently and effectively provide for the health and safety of people and communities by being able to respond to emergency
call outs in a timely way, thus avoiding /mitigating the potential for adverse effects associated with fire hazard and other emergencies;

2. The actual or potential effects of fire stations are minor and can be adequately predicted and subsequently managed by conditions of
consent and subsequent matters for control;

3. A Restricted Discretionary activity status better implements the Objectives and Policies of the Proposed District Plan.

4. A Restricted Discretionary activity status better achieves the purpose of the RMA and better enables Fire and Emergency New Zealand
to meet its statutory obligations.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

378.83

Retain Rule 17.2.1.1 Noise - General, as notified.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 17.2.1.1 as it permits noise-generated by emergency sires. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet it statutory
obligations.

Point Number

378.84

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Rule 17.2.5.4 P| Hazardous Substances, as follows:
17.2.5.4 PI Hazardous Substances
(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substances must meet the following conditions:

(i) The aggregate quantity of hazardous substances of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Business Zone in Table 5./
contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances).

(ii) The storage or use of radioactive ials is in app!
the Radiation Safety Act and Regulations 2017.

for medical and diagnostic purpose, or specified as an exempt activity or article in

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 17.2.5.4 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.
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.

As such, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that the fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from the
permitted activity Rule 17.2.5.4 for the following reasons:

. The 8.3 Classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5) (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Zone,
and is quite low in other areas-lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing powder to laundry powder. This would
limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or any of these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

. The 8.3A Classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product

with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE

requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the

plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency

New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, the higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for

these products as they do not leak or flow.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,

during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency

New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, Fire and Emergency New Zealand may need to

wait for a few working days after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire

and Emergency New Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This
could also result in a breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people or
the environment.

N

L. od

>

Point Number 378.85
S y of Decision R ed: A d Rule 17.3.1 Height as follows:

17.3.1 Height - Building

The maximum height of any building must not exceed |0m, except hose drying towers up to |.5m associated with emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the height standards of 17.3.1, but seeks the inclusion of a specific exemption for hose
drying towers in order to appropriately provide for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

« Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height and are typically able to achieve the height standards in a
District Plan. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between 12-15m in height.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that the inclusion of an exemption for associated structures better provides for the health
and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

Point Number 378.86
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 17.3.4.2 Building setbacks - Waterbodies.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the building setback in 17.3.4.2 and considers that the Standard will safeguard the wellbeing
of communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and the purpose of Fire and Emergency New Zealand in the effective
protection of lives, property and surrounding environment.

Point Number 378.87
S y of Decision Req d. Retain Rule 17.4.1 - General subdivision.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 17.4.1 as subdivision of land in the Business Zone is a Restricted Discretionary activity
and requires that proposed lots must be connected to public-reticulated water supply.

« Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

Point Number 37888
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 17.4.1.1 Subdivision - Multi-unit development as notified.

Decision Reasons:

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 17.4.1.1 as any subdivision of land in the Business Zone in the form of multi-unit
development is a Restricted Discretionary activity and requires that multi-unit developments are able to be connected to water
reticulation.

Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

378.89
Add a new activity to Rule 18.1.2 Permitted Activities as a permitted activity, as follows:

(x)_Emergency services training and activities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in 18.1.2 as permitted activities to the extent that no provision is
explicitly made for emergency services training and management activities.

« The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management activities in order to better achieve the
sustainable management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve its statutory function by
facilitating firefighting and emergency response.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

378.90

Add a new activity to Rule 18.1.3 to include the following as a Restricted Discretionary activity:
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Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 18.1.3 as no provision is made for emergency service facilities. As no provisions is not
made under this rule, emergency service facilities would instead default to non-complying activities under Rule 18.1.5.

+ The default non-complying activity status is overly restrictive and inappropriate.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand therefore seeks the inclusion of emergency service facilities as a restricted discretionary activity to
provide for emergency services in the Business Town Centre Zone for the following reasons:

I. Fire stations must be strategically located within and throughout communities to maximise their coverage and response times so that
they can efficiently and effectively provide for the health and safety of people and communities by being able to respond to emergency
call outs in a timely way, thus avoiding or mitigating the potential for adverse effects associated with fire hazard and other emergencies;

2. The actual or potential effects of fire stations are minor and can be adequately predicted and subsequently managed by conditions of
consents and subsequent matter for control;

3. Restricted Discretionary activity status better implement the Objectives and Policies of the Proposed District Plan;

4. Restricted Discretionary activity status better achieves the purpose of the RMA and better enables Fire and Emergency New Zealand to
meet its statutory obligations.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

37891

Retain Rule 18.2.1.1 Noise - General.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 18.2.1.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory
obligations.

Point Number

ed:

378.92

A d Rule 18.2.5 Hazardous substances, as follows:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substances where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of hazardous substances of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Business Town Centre Zone
in Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances).

(ii)_Rule 18.2.5 (a)_(i) does not apply to fire stations and associated fire service operations.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 18.2.5 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand therefore requests that fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from the
permitted activity Rule 18.2.5 for the following reasons:

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

N

L od

>

Point Number

378.93

A

Decision Reasons:

TS,
y of Decision Req

d Rule 18.3.1.1 Height - Building general, as follows:
18.3.1.1 Height - Building General

The maximum height of any building must not exceed |0m, except hose drying towers up to | 5m associated with emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the height standard of 18.3.1, but an inclusion of a specific exemption for hose drying towers
in order to appropriately provide for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height and are typically able to achieve the height standards in a
District Plan. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between 12-15m in height.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers an exemption for associated structures better provides for the health and safety of the
community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and is consistent with the typical height of similar
network utility structures.

.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.94

Retain Rule 18.3.7 Building setbacks - Waterbodies.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the building setback in Rule 18.3.7 and considers that the Standard will safeguard the
wellbeing of communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and the purpose of Fire and Emergency New Zealand in the
effective protection of lives, property and surrounding environment.

Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Page 280




Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

37895

Retain Rule 18.4.1 Subdivision - General.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 18.4.1 as subdivision of land in the Business Town Centre Zone is a Restricted
Discretionary activity and requires that proposed lots shall be connected to public-reticulated water supply.
« Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

Point Number

378.96

S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 18.4.2 Subdivision - Multi-unit subdivision.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 18.4.2 as any subdivision of land in the Business Town Centre Zone in the form of
multi-unit development is a Restricted Discretionary activity and requires that multi-unit developments be connected to water
reticulation.

« Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

Point Number 378.97
S y of Decision R ed: Add a new activity to Rule 19.1.1 Permitted Activities as a permitted activity, as follows:

(x)_Emergency services training_and management activities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in Rule 19.1.1 as no provision is explicitly made for emergency
services training and management activities.

« The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services and training and management activities in order to better achieve the
sustainable management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve its statutory function.

Point Number 378.98
S y of Decision R ed: Add a new activity to Rule 19.1.2 Restricted Discretionary Activities, as follows:

(x)_Emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 19.1.2 as no provision is made for emergency service facilities. As the provision is not
made under the rule, emergency service facilities would instead default to non-complying status under Rule 19.1.4.

« The default non-complying activity status is overly restrictive and inappropriate.

« The inclusion of emergency service facilities as a restricted discretionary activity to provide for emergency services in the Tamahere
Business Zone for the following reasons:

I. Fire stations must be strategically located within and throughout communities to maximise their coverage and response times so that
they can efficiently and effectively provide for the health and safety of people and communities by being able respond to emergency call
outs in a timely way, thus avoiding or mitigating the potential for adverse effects associated with fire hazard and other emergencies;

2. The actual or potential effects of fire stations are minor and can be adequately predicted and subsequently managed by conditions of
consent and subsequent matters for control;

3. Restricted Discretionary activity status better implement the Objectives and Policies of the Proposed District Plan.

4. Restricted Discretionary activity status better achieves the purpose of the RMA and better enables Fire and Emergency New Zealand to
meet its statutory obligations.

Point Number 378.99
S y of Decision R ed: Retain Rule 19.2.1.1 Noise - General.

Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 19.2.1.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory
obligations in a manner that provides for the on-going health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

378.100

A

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d Rule 19.2.5 Hazardous Substances, as follows:
(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substance where:

(i) The aggregate quantity of any hazardous substance of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Business Zone
Tamahere in Table 6.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances);

(ii) The storage or use of radioactive is in appi
the Radiation Safety Act and Regulations 2017.

for medical and diagnostic purposes, or specified as an exempt activity or article in

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 19.2.5 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that fire stations and associated fire fighting activities are excluded from Rule 19.2.5 for the
following reasons:
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. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.

The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

N

w

>

Point Number

378.101

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d Rule 19.3.1 Height - Building, to include the following:
19.3.1 Height- Building

The maximum height of any building must not exceed |0m, except hose drying towers up to | 5m associated with emergency service facilities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the height standard of Rule 19.3.1, however the inclusion of a specific exemption
for hose drying towers will appropriately provide for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height and are typically able to achieve the height standards
in a District Plan. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between 12-15m in height.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers the inclusion of an exemption for associated structures better provides for the
health and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and is consistent
with the typical height of similar network utility structures.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

378.102

Add new activities to Rule 20.1.] Permitted Activities, as follows:

(x)_E y_services training and activities

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in Rule 20.1.1 as no provision is explicitly made for emergency
services training and management activities, or emergency service facilities.

« The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management activities and emergency service facilities in
order to better achieve the sustainable management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve
its statutory function.

« Such activities are strongly compatible with an industrial environment.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

378.103

Retain Rule 20.2.3.1 Noise - General.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 20.2.3.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory
obligations in a manner that provides for the on-going health and safety of people and communities.

Point Number

378.104

A d Rule 20.2.6 Hazardous Substances, as follows:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substance where:

(i) the aggregate quantity of a hazardous substance of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Industrial Zone in Table 5|
contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances).

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 20.2.6 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from the Rule 20.2.6 for
the following reasons:

. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and
foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals
used on site.
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2. The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it
relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

3. Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

4. Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,
during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

378.105

Retain Rule 20.3.1 Building height.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the height requirements of Rule 20.3.1 in that is provides for the operational requirements
of Fire and Emergency New Zealand in relation to the height of buildings and structures associated with emergency service facilities.

« Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between
12-15m in height. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that the provision for fire station buildings and associated structures
better provides for the health and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

378.106

Retain Rule 20.3.4.2 Building setbacks - Waterbodies.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the building setback in Rule 20.3.4.2 and considers that it will safeguard the wellbeing of
communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and the purpose of Fire and Emergency New Zealand in the effective
protection of lives, property and the surrounding environment.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

378.107

Retain Rule 20.4.1 Subdivision general, as subdivision of land is a restricted discretionary activity.
AND

Amend Rule 20.4.1 Subdivision- General as follows:

(a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:

(i) Proposed lots must have a minimum net site area of 1000m2;

(ii) Proposed lots must have an average area of at least 2000m2; and

(iii) No more than 20% rear lots are created.

(iv)_Proposed lots must be connected to public-reticulated water supply_or water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.

(b) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:
(i) The extent to which a range of future individual activities can be accommodated; and
(ii) Amenity values.

(iii)_Provision of infrastructure,_including water supply for

purposes.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 20.4.1 as subdivision of land in the Industrial Zone is a Restricted Discretionary
activity, however Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires that proposed lots shall be connected to public-reticulated water supply or
water supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.

Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.

The changes sought promote consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378.108
Add new activities to Rule 21.1.1 Permitted Activities to include the following:
(x)_E y_services training_and activitie:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in Rule 21.1.1 as no provision is explicitly made for emergency
services training and management activities, and emergency service facilities.

The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management activities, and emergency service facilities in
order to better achieve the sustainable management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve
its statutory function by facilitating firefighting and emergency response.

Such activities are strongly compatible with an industrial environment.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.109

Retain Rule 21.2.3.1 Noise - General.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports Rule 21.2.3.1 as it permits noise generated by emergency sirens. This exemption
appropriately provides for the operational requirements of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and enables them to meet its statutory
obligations in a manner that provides for the on-going health and safety of people and communities.
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Point Number

378.110

A d Rule 21.2.6 Hazardous Substances, as follows:

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

(a) The use, storage or disposal of any hazardous substance where:

(i) the aggregate quantity of hazardous substance of any hazard classification on a site is less than the quantity specified for the Heavy Industrial Zone in
Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances).

(ii)_Rule 21.2.6 (a)_(i)_excludes fire stations and associated fire service operations.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 21.2.6 as while fire stations and associated firefighting activities involve the use and
storage of hazardous substances at quantities that are considered minor, it is possible that the permitted provisions may not enable for
this, and could affect Fire and Emergency New Zealand's ability to operate as easily and smoothly as needed.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests that fire stations and associated firefighting activities are excluded from the Rule 21.2.6 for
the following reasons:

I. The 8.3 classification (Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots of household products are eye corrosives from dishwashing to laundry powder. This
would limit and potentially prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone because they carry
neutralizing agents which are eye corrosives. A greater concern is that some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants and

foams also have this classification and this limit could potentially require that Fire and Emergency New Zealand need a resource consent
to hold a small amount or and other these chemicals on site, as a lower limit would be largely taken up by ordinary household chemicals

used on site.

2. The 8.3A classification is for eye corrosion. A person is only affected by this hazard class if they come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also managed under the health and safety at work and HSNO legislation usually via labeling and PPE
requirements. Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that there is no logic in restricting the amount of these substances held as it

relates to Fire and Emergency New Zealand operations, particularly if they are in enclosed containers for systems.

3. Some of Fire and Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants are solids rather than liquids and the reasons for the limits specified in the
plan do not make sense for solids. Fire and Emergency New Zealand current main fire retardant is a powder but Fire and Emergency
New Zealand are also looking at new foams which come in bricks. As such, higher restrictions for waterways do not make sense for
these products as they do not leak or flow.

4. Fire and Emergency New Zealand often requires the temporary storage of chemicals necessary for providing an emergency response,

during an emergency and within a short period after the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace period for example if Fire and Emergency

New Zealand need a truck to remove a container which has firefighting chemicals in it, they may need to wait for a few working days
after the emergency has finished for a contractor to do that work. Not providing for this could restrict Fire and Emergency New
Zealand's ability to respond to bush or other major events, e.g. large acid spills and other HAZMAT events. This could also result in a
breach of the RMA in order to bring in the necessary products to resolve the issue and prevent harm to people/the environment.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

378111

Retain Rule 21.3.1 Height - General.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports height requirements of Rule 21.3.1 in that it provides for the operational requirements of
Fire and Emergency New Zealand in relation to the height of buildings and structures associated with emergency service facilities.

« Fire stations are single storied buildings of approximately 8-9m in height and are typically able to achieve the height standards in a
District Plan. Some fire stations also include a hose drying tower of between 12-15m in height.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand considers that the inclusion of an exemption for associated structures better provides for the health
and safety of the community by enabling the efficient functioning of Fire and Emergency New Zealand and is consistent with the typical
height of similar network utility structures.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

378.112

Retain Rule 21.3.4.2 Building setback - Waterbodies.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports the building setback in Rule 21.3.4.2 and considers it will safeguard the wellbeing of

communities in accordance with the purpose of the RMA and purpose of Fire and Emergency New Zealand in the effective protection of

lives, property and the surrounding environment.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

378.113

Retain Rule 21.4.1 Subdivision - General, as subdivision of land is a restricted discretionary activity.
AND

Amend Rule 21.4.1 Subdivision - General, as follows:

RDI

a) Subdivision must comply with all of the following conditions:

(i) proposed lots must have a minimum net site area of |000m2;

(ii) proposed lots must have an average area of at least 2000m2; and

(iii) no more than 20% rear lots are created.

RD2
(a) Council's discretion is restricted to the following matters:
(i) the extent to which a range of future industrial activities can be accommodated; and

(ii) Amenity values.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand support Rule 20.4.1 as subdivision of land in the Industrial Zone is a Restricted Discretionary activity,

however, Fire and Emergency New Zealand requires that proposed lots shall be connected to public-reticulated water supply or water
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supply sufficient for firefighting purposes.
« Subdivision that does not comply is a Discretionary Activity.
« The changes sought promotes consistency across all zones in the District Plan.

Point Number 378.114

S y of Decision Req ed Add a new activity to Rule 22.1.2 Permitted Activities, as follows:
(x)_E y_services training_and activitie:
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes the range of activities listed in Rule 22.1.2 as no provision is explicitly made for emergency
services training and management activities.

The rules should be expanded to provide for emergency services training and management activities in order to better achieve
sustainable management purpose of the Act and better enable Fire and Emergency New Zealand to achieve its statutory function by
facilitating firefighter and emergency response.

.

Point Number 378.115

y of Decision Req ed: Add a new activity to Rule 22.1.3 Restricted Discretionary Activities, as follows:

AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further or consequential amendments as necessary to address the matters raised in the submission.

Decision Reasons:

.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Rule 22.1.3 as no provision is made for emergency service facilities. As no provision is made
under this rule, emergency service facilities would default to non-complying activities under Rule 22.1.5.

The default non-complying activity status is overly restrictive and inappropriate.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand seeks the inclusion of emergency service facilities as a restricted discretionary activity to provide for
emergency services in the Rural Zone for the following reasons:

. Fire stations must be strategically located within and throughout communities to maximise their coverage and response times so that
they can efficiently and effectively provide for the health and safety of people and communities by being able respond to emergency call
outs in a timely way, thus avoiding or mitigating the potential for adverse effects associated with fire hazard and other emergencies;

2. The actual or potential effects of fire stations are minor and can be adequately predicted and subsequently
3. managed by conditions of consent and subsequent matters for control;
4. Restricted Discretionary activity status better implement the Objectives and Policies of the Proposed District Plan.
5. Restricted Discretionary activity status better achieves the purpose of the RMA and better enables Fire and Emergency New Zealand to
meet its statutory obligations.
Submitter Number: 379 Submitter: Lisa Gardiner
Organisation: Ngati Haua Iwi Trust
Point Number 379.1
S y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, however the submitter supports the general direction that Waikato District Council has taken in the development of

the Proposed Plan overall.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 3792

y of Decision Req Retain Chapter 2 — Tangata Whenua, which specifically addresses tangata whenua concerns, issues, and opportunities.

Decision Reasons:

« This aligns to key principles of the Ngati Haua Environmental Management Plan.

« Chapter 2 of the Proposed Plan summarises the importance of lwi Management Plans in terms of not only articulating the aspirations of
tangata whenua, but also highlighting the requirements under the RMA for territorial authorities to take into account these documents
when preparing or changing a district plan.

Point Number 3793

y of Decision Req ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to ensure:

(a) Ngati Haua Iwi Trust's role as kaitiaki within the Waikato District is recognised; and

(b) The aspirations and priorities for Ngati Haua Iwi Trust, as set out in the Ngati Haua Environmental Management Plan, are taken into account
within the provisions of the Proposed Plan.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan, including Section C (Rules) to make consequential amendments to give effect to the matters raised in the
submission and relief sought.

Decision Reasons:
. The submitter has developed a Ngati Haua Environmental Management Plan ‘Te Rautaki Tamata Ao Turoa o Haua’ in collaboration with our

marae, who identified their aspirations and priorities in becoming fully functional, sustainable and fulfilling the principles of Tumuakitanga and
Kingitanga.
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2. The Environmental Management Plan documents the aspirations and priorities for Waimakariri Marae, Te Iti o Haua Marae, Rukumoana
Marae, Kai-a-te-mata Marae and Raungaiti Marae.

3. The vision of the plan is to restore belief that ‘We are a noble and self-sustaining people, from days past, today and forevermore’.

4. The Mission is to protect, manage and grow our Ngati Huau resources to support the Kingitanga through Te Tumuaki o Te Kingitanga and
grow the overall well-being of Ngati Haua.

5. The Environmental Management Plan provides an opportunity for Ngati Haua Iwi Trust to align specific aspirations for collective impact
across the Marae. It also provides an opportunity for local authorities, central government and other agencies to see how they can work with

Ngai Haua to collaborate on projects and/or provide technical support, advice, funding or opportunities for capacity building.

6. The Environmental Management Plan is an expression of our values, frustrations, aspirations and position statements in relation to out taiao.
Many of these are common for all people (e.g. clean air and water) and many are specific to us, as Ngati Haua (e.g. protection of our wahi tapu).

7. The Environmental Management Plan enables us to exercise our responsibilities as Kaitiaki, in particular ensuring that we can:
a. Restore the mauri of our taiao
b. Swim in, drink from and gather food from our rivers and streams
c Provide for the cultural, social and economic wellbeing of our people.
d. Revitalize our traditional knowledge and practices.
e. Build the capability of our future kaitiaki.

8. The submitter wishes to ensure their responsibilities as kaitiaki within the Environmental Management Plan, are taken into account within
the Proposed Waikato District Plan as required under section 74(2A) of the RMA.

Point Number

3794

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Chapter 2 Tangata Whenua, to include specific reference to the Ngati Haua Environmental Management Plan.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan, including Section C (Rules) to make consequential amendments to give effect to the matters raised in the
submission and relief sought.

I The submitter has developed a Ngati Haua Environmental Management Plan ‘Te Rautaki Tamata Ao Turoa o Haua’ in collaboration with our
marae, who identified their aspirations and priorities in becoming fully functional, sustainable and fulfilling the principles of Tumuakitanga and
Kingitanga.

2. The Environmental Management Plan documents the aspirations and priorities for Waimakariri Marae, Te Iti o Haua Marae, Rukumoana
Marae, Kai-a-te-mata Marae and Raungaiti Marae.

3. The vision of the plan is to restore belief that ‘We are a noble and self-sustaining people, from days past, today and forevermore’.

4. The Mission is to protect, manage and grow our Ngati Haua resources to support the Kingitanga through Te Tumuaki o Te Kingitanga and
grow the overall well-being of Ngati Haua.

5. The Environmental Management Plan provides an opportunity for Ngati Haua Iwi Trust to align specific aspirations for collective impact
across the Marae. It also provides an opportunity for local authorities, central government and other agencies to see how they can work with
Ngati Haua to collaborate on projects and/or provide technical support, advice, funding or opportunities for capacity building.
6. The Environmental Management Plan is an expression of our values, frustrations, aspirations and position statements in relation to out
taiao. Many of these are common for all people (e.g. clean air and water) and many are specific to us, as Ngati Haua (e.g. protection of our wahi
tapu).
7.  The Environmental Management Plan enables us to exercise our responsibilities as Kaitiaki, in particular ensuring that we can:

a. Restore the mauri of our taiao

b. Swim in, drink from and gather food from our rivers and streams

c Provide for the cultural, social and economic wellbeing of our people.

d. Revitalize our traditional knowledge and practices.

e. Build the capability of our future kaitiaki.

8.  The submitter wishes to ensure their responsibilities as kaitiaki within the Environmental Management Plan, are taken into account within
the Proposed Waikato District Plan as required under section 74(2A) of the RMA.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

380 Submitter: Norman Hill

‘Waahi Whaanui Trust

Point Number 380.1
S y of Decision Req d. A d the name Huntly to Raahui Pookeka in the Proposed District Plan.
Decision Reasons:

« Whanui aims to reclaim the name Raahui Pookeka and to establish principles of beauty based on Huntly’s original name.

« The Waikato —Tainui leader, Te Putu, christened Raahui Pookeka, he embraced the need for sustainability of the scarce resources, fair
and equitable distribution of eel stocks, practical leadership for Iwi, Hapu and Whanau backing and working together for their
livelihoods.

« Raahui Pookekea, the original name for Huntly, is more appropriate recognising the environment, people and history of the area.

« The colonial name for Huntly stems from Scotland, the place of the first Postmaster who arrived in 1877 to make him feel “at home”
while he lived in the community.

Point Number 380.2

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

No specific decision sought, but the submitter seeks that the Waikato District Council communicate and engage directly with Whaanui in all
discussions, planning and development of master plans, and blueprint scoping within and for Raahui Pookeka (Huntly).

+ A key responsibility is to assist whanau and hapu in order to fulfil responsibilities as kaitiaki o nga taonga tuku iho, to exercise full
guardianship and custodial protection and care of all-natural resources within the tribal boundaries.
« Representing the whanau and hapu of the area, Whaanui has the responsibility to ensure that all environmental issues are addressed.
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Point Number

S, y of Decision R d

Decision Reasons:

380.3

No specific decision sought, but submission seeks that the Waikato District Council immediately commit resources to a programme of
restoration and reconstruction of Raahu Pookeka (Huntly).

« This is to achieve the collective aspirations and expectations for Maori in Raahui Pookeka.

+  Whanui is committed to uphold the cultural, environmental and historical integrity of our people by:
i. Actively promoting our cultural, social, economic and educational development.
ii. Sponsoring strategic partnership and alliances that contribute to the unity and diversity of our wider community.
iii. Encouraging the health and well-being of all people.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

380.4
No specific decision sought, but submission states that the Tangata Whenua chapter discusses statutory responsibilities that are required of the

Treaty of Waitangi, The Waikato River Settlement Act 2010, the Resource Management Act and the Waikato River Vision and Strategy, amongst
others.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

380.5

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d the rules to enable earthworks in Significant Natural Areas associated with Marae, papakaainga and dwellings as a permitted activity.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

380.6

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d the Proposed District Plan to ensure that Low Impact Design is utilised in all new developments and to ensure best practice low impact
design is used for the management of stormwater is forced to reduce the demand and load on infrastructure.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

S y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

380.7

Add clear provisions to include precautionary policies to regulate the outdoor use of genetically modified organisms
AND

Add provisions to prohibit the release of GMOs on land and make field trials a discretionary activity with performance standards in regard to
liability and the posting of bonds.

Whanui are concerned about the potential risks posed by releasing GMOs into the environment.

It considers that the science is unproven, and the risk of biological and ecosystem harm is too great not to include precautionary
provisions for GMOs under local plans.

Equally important is the risk to social, economic, and cultural wellbeing, even if the Waikato District Council considers that GMOs pose
no biological or ecosystem risks.

This is because GMO contamination could have significant adverse effects on the economic markets, and way of life, for both organic
and non-GMO food producers, and the mauri and tikanga of tangata whenua.

The Waikato Tainui Environmental Plan takes a precautionary approach to GMOs.

It specifies that applications for new organisms and GMOs must demonstrate that there are no risks to humans, indigenous ecosystems,
indigenous species, or primary production.

Whanui takes a precautionary approach to GMOs.

It specifies that any applications for the introduction of new or GMOs into the environment must ensure that there is no risk to
indigenous flora and fauna, ecosystems, or to the health and wellbeing of Waikato Tainui Iwi.

A number of councils around New Zealand have been moving to protect their primary producers and communities by introducing
precautionary or prohibitive policies.

Auckland Council, Far North District Council, Whangarei District Council and Hastings District Council have all included provisions in
their planning documents to regulate the outdoor use of genetically modified organisms.

All four councils have prohibited the release of GMOs on land and made field trials a discretionary activity with performance standards
in regard to liability and the posting of bonds.

.

.

.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

380.8

No specific decision sought, but submission seeks that Waikato District Council resource and support Whaanui to develop and undertake
initiatives, activities and projects that improve the education, employment opportunities, health and well-being of the people and community of
Whaanui.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

380.9

No specific decision sought, but the submission generally supports the direction that the Waikato District Council has taken in the development
of the Proposed District Plan.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

380.10
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y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

No specific decision sought, but the submission supports the introduction of a specific chapter addressing Tangata Whenua concerns, issues and
opportunities.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

380.11

No specific decision sought, but the submitter seeks to work together in partnership with Waikato District Council to enhance cultural
relationships that Whaanui has with the Waikato River and including initiatives intended to address loss of erosion of mana, historical knowledge,
tikanga, tribal identity and including identifying, preserving and where appropriate protecting waahi tapu.

«  Whaanui reaffirm the passing of the legislation of the Waikato-Tainui Claims (Waikato River) Settlement Act 2010, which instigated the
Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River which provides Waikato-Tainui co-management of the Waikato River from the Karapiro Dam
to Te Puaha o Waikato (Port Waikato).

The Vision and Strategy also forms part of the operative Waikato Regional Policy Statement.

The discussion within the region now considers what “restore and protect” looks like in relation to activities and impacts on the
Waikato River and its resources.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

380.12

Retain the restricted discretionary activity status for earthworks in Maaori Sites of Significance and Maaori Areas of Significance.

Waikato-Tainui support this as early warning when such activities are being undertaken.

Submitter Number:

381 Submitter: Rawiri Bidois

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

381.1

Council shall provide rates relief for the loss of use to the private landowner where an identified Significant Natural Area is located on private
land.

The submitter considers the idea of applying restrictions to the Significant Natural Areas for environmental and aesthetic purposes is
meritorious to the council community and its ratepayers. However in doing so ignores two important points:

- Firstly, by council applying the Significant Natural Area identifier, the private landowner is being robbed of the freehold and unfettered
use of that land for ever, and for no compensation. The submitter considers this amounts to the same as was done to Maori in the
1800's (Eg: Raupatu, Public Works takings of the Tokanui land block for the Waikeria Prison at one end and Hospital at the other etc
etc), with the flick of the pen.

- Additionally it is difficult to believe and trust the machinery of Local and Central government, that they won't change the rules in the
future to accommodate new best practise thinking of the time, to the detriment of the current thinking. eg: Significant Natural

Area today turned into a highway tomorrow, or tree planting for Carbon Credits the day after.

- Secondly, the council will be socialising the gains to the community, at the expense of the private landowner.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

382 Submitter: Brent Trail

Surveying Services Ltd

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

382.1

No specific decision sought, but submission opposes Rule 24.4.1 Subdivision - General.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

3822

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d Rule 24.4.2 RDI (a) (i) Subdivision -Te Kowhai and Tuakau, by reducing the net site area from 3000m2 to 2500m?2.

« For the reasons relating to sustainability and 2500m2 being adequate for wastewater disposal.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

3823

No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Rule 24.4.4 Subdivision - Amendments to cross lease and flats plans and
conversions.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req d.

Decision Reasons:

3824

Delete Rule 24.4.5 RD1 (a)(ii) Title boundaries.
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« Submission states explanation covered in rural section containing this rule.

Point Number

d

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

3825

Delete Rule 24.4.7 Title boundaries - Maaori sites and Maaori areas of significance to Maaori.

« Submission states reasons given under rural rules.

Point Number

382.6

S y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, but submission states support for Rule 24.4.10 Subdivision - Building Platform.
Decision Reasons:
« No reason provided.
Point Number 3827
S y of Decision R ed A d Rule 24.4.11 RDI (a) Subdivision Creating Reserves, by replacing 50% with 20%.
Decision Reasons:

« This rule is not helpful to sustainable development and cost of housing unless Council is doing the development or reimbursing the
developer for additional roading requirements due to this rule.

« 205 is reasonable.

Submitter Number: 383 Submitter: Paul Arnesen
Organisation: Planning Focus Limited

Point Number 383.1

S y of Decision R ed: A d the zoning of the following properties in Ohinewai from Rural Zone to Industrial Zone:

« 52 Lumsden Road (Lot 3 Deposited Plan 474347)

« 56 Lumsden Road (Lot 2 Deposited Plan 474347)

« 58 Lumsden Road (Lot | Deposited Plan 474347)

« 109 Tahuna Road (Part Allotment 436A Parish of Whangamarino)

« 147 Ohinewai South Road(Lot -3 Deposited Plan 15270)

« Ohinewai South Road; (Part Allotment 36 Parish of Taupiri)

« 159 Ohinewai South Road; (Lot | Deposited Plan 63073)

« 181 Ohinewai South Road; (Part Allotment 36 Parish of Taupiri)

AND
Amend the zoning the following properties from Country Living Zone to Industrial Zone:

« 123 Ohinewai South Road, Ohinewai

« 101 Ohinewai South Road, Ohinewai

« 117 Ohinewai South Road, Ohinewai

« 183 Ohinewai South Road; (Part Lot | Deposited Plan 90412 and Allotment 816 Taupiri Parish and Part Allotment 817 Taupiri Parish)

See the map attached to the submission.
Decision Reasons:

« There is insufficient industrial zoned land in Huntly to provide for employment growth, and the subject land is suitably located with
regard to the residential neighbourhood of Huntly while being sufficiently distant to avoid adverse effects associated with industrial
activities.

« Both areas have access to State Highway | via the existing Tahuna Road interchange.

Submitter Number: 384 Submitter: Te Kauwhata Community Committee
Point Number 384.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d Appendix 10.5 Character Statements for Te Kauwhata Town Centre 2017, as per but not limited to the suggestions in the document

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

attached to the submission.

Some points for consideration are, but not limited to:

.

Ensure that there are fluid connections to walkways/cycleways and also to include those trails etc that are envisaged in the future;
Public transport options;

Smaller/modern retail features with more options/opportunities eg: rental/lease opportunities for small business in Te Kauwhata to have
a physical presence and to be able to contribute more fully to the local economy;

Consideration of any effect (positive or negative) of mixed zoning options ie: Residential and Retail;

Enhanced/improved cosmetic features whilst retaining the heritage features of the main street eg: better/brighter/modern
appearance/features of the retail sector; town centre feature(s)/plantings, improved parking, more park bench setting, usage of the
currently vacant land in town;

Work with Mana Whenua regarding the development and promotion of cultural features in Te Kauwhata ie: Cultural Repatriation.

.

.
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« The town character statement should more accurately reflect the village community of Te Kauwhata as it is today, in order to better
guide the future direction, yet maintaining links to the past.

Submitter Number: 385 Submitter: Peter Ward

Organisation: Ward Demolition

Point Number 385.1

S y of Decision Req ed A d the zoning of the property at 25 Island Block Road, Meremere, and the property to the east of 25 Island Block Road, Meremere with

Decision Reasons:

Legal descriptions LOT 2 DPS 14402 SECS 8 12 14 SO 459323 SEC 6 SO 41728926 SO 383114 ALLOT 679 WHANGAMARINO PSH SO 41542
and PT ALLOT 427 WHANGAMARINO PSH DP 21294 from Rural Zone to Industrial Zone and Business Zone (see map attached to the
submission).

« The change of zoning would support the following:
- Employment land, sustainable communities and economic development.
- Integrated infrastructure supply enabling sustainable economic development.
- An integrated structure planned business precinct at a scale able to provide for an evolving range of business and industrial activities.
- Sustainable environmental outcomes
- Deals with land otherwise sterilised by overhead power line corridors.
- Works in partnership with Council and iwi.

+ Refer to the supporting document: letter and maps for full rationale.

Submitter Number: 386 Submitter: Pokeno Village Holdings Limited
Point Number 386.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the Proposed Waikato District Plan to better reflect good plan drafting practice.

AND

Decision Reasons:

Any further, other or consequential relief necessary

« The Proposed District Plan does not represent good practice. For example objectives and policies are separated from methods and it is
therefore unclear which methods are intended to give effect to which objectives and policies.

« The approach of cascading to a discretionary upon non-compliance with a standard is unnecessary and inappropriate. As a matter of
good practice, the Proposed District Plan should only utilize full discretionary activity status where it is difficult to clearly identify and
define the key effects to be managed and assessed.

« The development of the Proposed District Plan does not appear to have taken account of the draft National Planning Standards in terms
of format, structure and zones.

Point Number

386.2

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d the Proposed District Plan to remove ambiguities and avoid disputes over interpretation.
AND

Any further, other or consequential relief necessary.

« For example, permitted activities are noted as having "activity specific conditions" but it is unclear what is meant by the term "condition"
as the conditions appear to be permitted standards. Permitted standards are listed elsewhere in addition to activity specific conditions.

Point Number 386.3
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the Proposed District Plan to better give effect to the Regional Policy Statement.
AND
Any further, other or consequential relief necessary.
Decision Reasons:
« The Proposed District Plan does not adequately give effect to the Waikato Regional Policy Statement.
« A number of objectives and policies have been drafted in a manner that does not adequately give effect to the Regional Policy Statement,
including but not limited to Policies 3.12, 3.2.2, 3.2.3, 4.18 and 4.5.18
Point Number 386.4
S y of Decision Req ed A d the Proposed Waikato District Plan to apply the provisions of Plan Change 24 and Plan Change 21 to the full extent of the Pokeno

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

Structure Plan Area
AND

Any consequential amendments to other parts of the Proposed District Plan to address the concerns raised in the submission.

.

The comprehensive planning approach to the development of Pokeno introduced through PC24 and PC21 and primarily implemented by
Pokeno Village Holdings Limited (PVHL) has been ignored and dismissed through the review of the WDP:FS and preparation of the
PWDP without:

a) Any specific engagement with PVHL including any discussion of the workability of the provisions; and

b) Adequate consideration of this decision through the Council's s32 analysis.

The Section 32 analysis relating to the development of Pokeno did not have regard to all relevant information such as the technical
analysis supporting the rezoning of additional land areas in Pokeno was inadequate.

The Section 32 evaluation failed to properly analyse the efficiency and effectiveness of replacing the PC24 and PC21 provisions with an
entirely new planning framework, notwithstanding the recent history of planning for Pokeno.

To disregard the planning framework introduced through PC24 and PC21 is inconsistent with the sustainable management principles of
Part 2 of the RMA.

.
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Point Number

386.5

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the zoning of the property at Lot |9, Yashili Drive, Pokeno from a split Residential / Light Industrial Zoning to Light Industrial Zone
AND

Amend the zoning of the property at Lot 30 Yashili Drive, Pokeno from a split Residential / Light Industrial Zoning to Light Industrial Zone

+ The Proposed District Plan shows lot 19 and 30 as zoned partly Residential and partly Light Industrial Zone.
« There is no good reason for this split.
« Applying two different zones to a single land parcel is efficient.

Point Number

386.6

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan to include an appropriate definition of the term "structure plan”
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide sufficient guidance (in line with recent good practice) for what is required for a structure plan
process including (but not limited to) expectations of the development of new plan provisions to give effect to structure plans

AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to include guidance for a structure plan approval process
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include confirmation that the term "structure plan” applies to existing structure plan areas, including but
not limited to the Pokeno Structure Plan Area

AND

Add a new section to the Proposed District Plan specifically for structure plans and associated plan provisions.

« A number of provisions (including but not limited to Rule 16.4.1) refer to "structure plans" and "approved structure plans”, however:
There is no definition of the term structure plan

There is no guidance as to Council's expectations as to what would be required for a structure plan

It is unclear whether the term "structure plan" applies to existing adopted structure plans (such as the Pokeno Structure Plan)
There is no guidance as to what the approval process is

o0 o0 o

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

386.7

Delete the density targets for Pokeno (as contained in Policy 4.1.5(b) Density).
OR

Amend Policy 4.1.5 Density to be "greater than 10 dwellings per hectare" in accordance with the Regional Policy Statement

+ The Proposed District Plan provides no guidance as to how density per hectare will be calculated. For example:
o ltis assumed that every hectare of residential zoned land will achieve 12-15 households per hectare;
o ltis unclear whether this includes or excludes areas of environmental protection, roads and reserves;
o For structure plan areas, it is unclear whether density per hectare will be assessed as an average over the whole area
« Given the lack of guidance it is assumed that every hectare of residential land is required to achieve 12-15 households per hectare but
this approach does not reflect the reality of environmental constraints within the residential zone or the policy direction to provide
residential choice.
« The various residential blocks in Pokeno achieve densities between 10.5-13.8 lots per hectare which are consistent with the Regional
Policy Statement requirements of greater than 10 dwellings per hectare.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed District Plan's approach to achieving housing variety by:

« Providing for the full range of housing choice;

+ Recognising the role of personal choice in housing provision;

« Recognising other constraints to achieving higher densities such as physical constraints and the provision of infrastructure; and
« Recognising that housing variety is unlikely to be achieved through a single residential zone and density targets.

« The list of housing typologies in Policy 4.2.17 is not extensive and thus does not represent housing choice.

« The list of housing typologies does not recognize that constraints such as contour or personal choice may not always allow for higher
densities.

« The physical characteristics of the remaining undeveloped land at Pokeno limits the achievable density of housing without the need for
significant earthworks, with associated adverse environmental effects.

« While the objectives and policies seek to provide for higher residential densities and a variety of housing types, it is unclear how the
methods in the Proposed District Plan will enable such variety to be delivered.

« Policies 4.2.17 and 4.1.5(b) are contradictory insofar as they seek to enable housing choice whilst requiring a fairly limited density range
to be achieved.

« The scale of higher density housing types that would be required within the Pokeno Structure Plan Area to achieve the density targets of
between 12-15 dwellings per hectare would be an inappropriate outcome for Pokeno and would likely significantly impact on the
character of Pokeno and would be inconsistent with Proposed Objective 4.2.1 of the Proposed District Plan which requires the
maintenance of the residential character of the Residential Zone.

Point Number

386.9

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d the Proposed Waikato District Plan's approach to management of the Pokeno Town Centre (including Policy 4.5.18 Pokeno Town
Centre and associated implementation methods) to reflect the need for the Pokeno Town Centre to service the surrounding community.

«  While the land surrounding Pokeno has undergone significant change from rural to urban over the last decade, the town centre has
hardly changed at all, meaning Pokeno residents need to travel to other urban areas such as Pukekohe for basic services.

« Policy 4.5.18 and associated implementation methods do not recognize the ongoing urbanisation of the Pokeno Structure Plan area and
are thus inconsistent with Part 2 of the RMA, particularly with regards to enabling people to provide for the social and economic
wellbeing.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

386.10
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Summary of Decision Requested:

Decision Reasons:

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include additional residential zone types - consistent with those proposed through the Draft National
Planning Standards - in particular a "Medium-density residential" zone

AND

Any further, other or consequential relief necessary

The objectives and policies of the "Residential Zone" (as set out in Chapter 4.2 of the Proposed District Plan) in particular Proposed Objective
4.2.16 and associated Policies 4.2.17 and 4.2.18 all seek to enable a wide development of housing types, including high density residential
development and "integrated residential development”. Rather than trying to provide for multiple housing types with a range of varying residential
densities with a single Residential Zone, the Proposed District Plan should be amended to include additional residential zone types.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

386.11

Retain Rule 16.3.5 RD | Daylight admission where non-compliance with the daylight admission standards is assessed as a restricted discretionary
activity.

Any non-compliance with Rule 16.3.5 should also be assessed as a restricted discretionary activity rather than a full discretionary activity.

Point Number

Summary of Decision Requested:

Decision Reasons:

386.12

Amend the zoning of 160ha west of Munro Road, Pokeno (known as Pokeno West) from Residential Zone to Rural Zone as it is in the
Operative District Plan.

The land at Pokeno West was deliberately excluded from the Pokeno Structure Plan Area because of limitations including the steepness
of the slope and associated erosion risk, the significant challenges associated with managing stormwater and flooding risk and the lack of
defensible visual boundary.
The Section 32 analysis is extremely limited, with notable omissions. These omissions are inconsistent with and thus do not give effect
to the RPS.
The submission identifies issues in terms of the following:

o Consultation
Stormwater management
Water and wastewater
Transport
Consistency with relevant urban growth information requirements

o National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity
The proposed residential zoning of Pokeno West is problematic for a number of reasons and has the potential to result in adverse
effects on the submitter's developments and the wider Pokeno area.

.
o0 0 0

Point Number

ed:

386.13

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d Policy 4.5.18 (a) (iv) F Pokeno Town Centre as follows:

Ensuring-Encourage built form is consistent with Waikato District Council Pokeno Town Centre Architectural Form, Materials and Signage Design Guide, and
in particular section 6 (Architectural Style, Materials and Appearance).

AND

Amend the matters of discretion in Rule 18.1.3 RD2(a)(ii) Restricted Discretionary Activities as follows:

& The extent to which the building is consistent with the relevant Town Centre Character Statement contained within Appendix 10.1-10.6 (Town

Centre Character Statements).

The use of the word "ensuring" is inappropriate in this context, as it implies that a rule may follow in the Town Centre Zone provision
which requires compliance with the 'Pokeno Town Centre Architectural Form, Materials and Signage Design Guide.'

Such an amendment recognises there is no rule requirement in the Proposed District Plan which would ensure such consistency or
compliance.

The matter of discretion is requested to be consistent with the wording of the amendments sought to Policy 4.5.18.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

386.14
Delete the proposed walkway/cycle way/bridleway that goes through 152 Hitchen Road, 201 Hitchen Road and Munro Road, Pokeno from the

planning maps.

+ The proposal for a walkway/cycle way/bridleway through |52 Hitchen Road, 201 Hitchen Road and Munro Road has never been
discussed with the landowner and it is unclear how this proposal will be achieved.

Point Number

386.15

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d Rule 14.12.1 Permitted Activities, so that the minimum parking requirement in the Residential Zone is for one car park per dwelling.

+ The requirement is unnecessary.

« Such a requirement also is likely to lead to the inefficient use of residentially zoned land, where fore instance on-site space could better
be utilized to provide for useable private outdoor space.

+ Amendment will enable locational specifics and market demand to determine whether the provision of two car parks per dwelling is
needed or desired for any given residential development proposal.

Point Number

386.16

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

d Rule 16.3.3.1 Pl Height - Building general, as follows:
PI The maximum height of any building must not exceed 75#-8m.
AND

Any consequential amendments to Rule 16.3.5 Daylight Admission such as taking the recession plane angle measurement from an elevation of 3m
(rather than the proposed 2.5m) above ground level.
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.

The Operative District Plan provides for a permitted building height of 8m. There is no compelling basis for reducing the permitted
building height by 0.5m.

The submitter has been unable to find any section 32 analysis that provides justification for this approach.

Consequential amendments may also be necessary to the daylight admission control Rule 16.3.5.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

386.17

A

Decision Reasons:

d the Proposed Waikato District Plan so that any non-compliance with the permitted building height is assessed as a restricted
discretionary activity.

« Rule 16.3.3.1 of the PWDP requires any non-compliance with the permitted building height rule to be assessed as a full discretionary
activity. This is inappropriate because the environmental effects of any such non-compliance are easily identifiable (relating to residential
amenity, privacy, overshadowing and dominance)

Submitter Number:

387 Submitter: Farm Limited Diamond Creek

Point Number

387.1

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

A d the zoning of the property on State Highway 23, Te Uku (Pt Lot | DP 23893, Lot 4 DP 437598 and Allot 218 Parish of Whaingaroa)
from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone (see map included in the submission).

The Subject Property is 43 hectares in area and forms part of the settlement of Te Uku.

The Surrounding properties within the settlement of Te Uku comprise a mixture of rural and rural-residential size allotments.

The overall size of the subject property, along with the topography of the site and the location of streams and wetland areas restricts
the use of the site as a separate and single farming unit.

The subject property would be better suited to rural lifestyle living.

Submitter requests that the site be rezoned to Country Living Zone to enable the property to be developed in a more efficient and
appropriate manner in accordance with the purpose, objectives, policies and provisions of the Country Living Zone.

The rezoning would enable a self-sufficient low density rural lifestyle development that adjoins the village of Te Uku to be developed on
the site.

Proposed allotment sizes would continue to reflect the character of the surrounding area.

The outcome of changing the subject site from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone has a number of positives such as:

- The subject property is not subject to any special character overlays and is adjacent to a modified environment that can be described
as having a rural village character to it;

- The topography of the site ensures that not all proposed buildings, and structures will be visible at the one time and therefore will
maintain the open space character to it;

- A rural lifestyle or low density residential development of the property would enable the wetland areas and adjoining stream to be
protected and therefore environmental gain can be accommodated with any development of the site;

- The subject property is of a sufficient size that will enable allotments to be created that will be self-sufficient in the provision of water,
wastewater and storm water services;

- A proposed subdivision of the subject property can be designed so that only entry point to the site will be required at a location that
will have excellent sight lines along State Highway 23.

- An efficient use of land that is unproductive, and protection of more productive rural lots.

.

Submitter Number:

Organisation:

388 Submitter: Sonny Karena

Tangata Whenua Working Group

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

388.1

Retain the introduction of Chapter 2 Tangata Whenua addressing Tangata Whenua concerns, issues and opportunities.

+ TWWG provides a Cultural Values Based Position to the Proposed Waikato District Plan.

« TWWG has an interest in a number of aspects of the Proposed Plan and how its provisions as notified will provide for current and
future interests and operations in Horotiu West.

+ The TWWG support the introduction of a specific chapter addressing Tangata Whenua concerns, issues and opportunities in the
proposed District Plan

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

3882

Retain the discussion of statutory responsibilities that are required of the Treaty of Waitangi, the Waikato River Settlement Act 2010, and the
Resource Management Act, among others.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

3883

Retain the Proposed Residential zoning of the site with legal description of part Allotment 105 Horotiu Parish, Lot 6 DP 12221 and part
Allotment 106, Horotiu Parish.

+ The TWWG have been working with Perry Group Ltd on their development proposal for this land and consider that the proposed
development will support the wider Tangata Whenua values outlined in this submission.

« The site has frontage to the Waikato River and Perry Group development proposals include sensitive development adjacent to the River,
improvements of access to the River and the Te Awa Walkway/cycleway and river edge landscaping.

« The development fits well with the local community, particularly the Horotiu School and the nearby Te Awa Lakes Development.

« Through the relationship of TWWG with Perry Group there will be opportunities to work together to achieve enhanced cultural
outcomes consistent with the Cultural Impact Assessment prepared for Te Awa Lakes.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

3884

No specific decision sought, but the submission generally supports the direction that the Waikato District Council has taken in the development
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of the Proposed District Plan.

Decision Reasons:

« No reasons provided.

Point Number 388.5

y of Decision R ed: No specific decision sought, but the submission reaffirms the passing of the legislation the Waikato-Tainui Raupatu Claims (Waikato River)
Settlement Act 2010 which instigated the Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River and provides for Waikato-Tainui co-management.

Decision Reasons:

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number 388.6

S y of Decision Req d. Retain policies that require that the overall quality of freshwater is to be maintained or improved, while protecting the significant values of
outstanding freshwater bodies and wetlands, and improving water quality in waterbodies that have been degraded to the point of being over-
allocated.

Decision Reasons:

« The innate relationship between te hauora o te wai (the health and mauri of water) and te hauora o t taio (the health and wellbeing of
the environment) and their ability to sustain tte hauora o te tangata (the health and mauri of people).

Point Number 3887

y of Decision Req ed: No specific decision sought, but the submission outlined the responsibility to protect waahi tapu/waahi tupuna and other taonga, and avoiding
inappropriate activities that have adverse effects on Paptuuaanuku.

Decision Reasons:

« The relationship with the whenua is of utmost importance to all hapu, especially maintaning customs and traditions.
« Kaitiaki have responsibilities to look after and futureproof whenua, even if mana whenua are not the 'owners' of the land.

Submitter Number: 389 Submitter: Jonathan Quigley
Organisation: Jand T Quigley Ltd
Point Number 389.1
S y of Decision Req ed: A d the zoning of the property at 25 Tamahere Drive, Tamahere from Rural Zone to Countryside Living Zone
OR

Amend the zoning of the property at 25 Tamahere Drive, Tamahere from Rural Zone to Tamahere Village Zone.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include all necessary, consequential or further relief required to give effect to the submission.

Decision Reasons:

Given, the location of the submitters site it is considered appropriate that the site be included within the Country Side Living Zone, as
opposed to the Rural Zone.

Given, the location of the submitter's site, it is considered appropriate that the site is included within the Tamahere Village Living Zone,
as opposed to the Rural Zone.

Given the size of the lot, now just under 2 hectares, the proximity to the Waikato Expressway and the adjacent properties across
Tamahere Drive, the site is no longer considered rural in nature.

The properties closest to the site are Countryside Living Zone or Residential Zone (being the new retirement area) and the Tamahere
Village Green is at the end roundabout and under 800m walking distance from this property.

Note that in the Countryside Living Zone a Retirement Village is a Non-Complying Activity yet the site (25 Tamahere Drive) has a
consented retirement village (zoned residential) across the road, identified as 650 Airport Road.

Given the location of the site and the previous reference points if the site is not to be zoned Countryside Living due to proximity of the
new retirement village at 650 Airport Road then the site should be zoned Tamahere Village Zone, given its proximity to the Tamahere
Market, church, Tamahere Country School and Tamahere Village Green.

This will allow for appropriate subdivision of the site, where there is demand, yet retain the rural character.

.

.

Point Number 389.2
S y of Decision Req ed: Retain the current extent of Countryside Living Zone and Residential Zone located to the west of the submitters' site on Tamahere Drive,
Tamahere.

Decision Reasons:

Support the current extent of the area of Residential Zone located to the west of its site on Tamahere Drive.

To ensure that the notified zones are consistent with the direction given in the objectives and policies in the proposed Waikato District
Plan relating to reverse sensitivity, it is considered appropriate for the JTQL site to become Country Side Living or Tamahere Village
Zone so the adjacent Country Side Living and Residential Zone does not cause reverse sensitivity issues.

Point Number 3893
S y of Decision Req ed: A d Policy 5.6.2 Country Living Character, to include early childcare activities
OR

Amend related Objectives and Policies to refer to early childhood activities.

OR

Amend the definition of "Rural Activity" in Chapter |13 Definitions, to include early childhood activities.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include all necessary, consequential or further relief required to give effect to the submission.
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Decision Reasons:

.

It is considered that the policy for Country Living character at it is currently written, would not clearly include JTQL activities that
occur on the site. Day-care facility with spaces for up to 114 Children

It is considered that the definition of "Rural Activity" as it is currently written, would not clearly include JTQL activities that occur on
the site.

Accordingly, it is requested that either the definition of "rural activities" is amended to clearly include JTQL's activities or the related
objectives and policies need to refer to early childhood activities.

.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

3894

Add a clause to Policy 5.6.3 Subdivision within the Country Living Zone, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include all necessary, consequential or further relief required to give effect to the submission.

Some activities are appropriate in the rural environment and the effects are to be accepted.

To specifically include urban activities in the list of features in the rural environment where a site is in close proximity to an urban village
is appropriate.

It is important to ensure consistent direction in the objectives and policies in the Proposed Waikato District Plan relating to reverse
sensitivity.

Whilst JTQL is located in the Rural Zone, it is surrounded by the Country Living Zone, Residential Zone and adjacent to the Waikato
Expressway.

The Tamahere Village Zone is within 800m of the site and is therefore no longer appropriately zoned as Rural.

It is important to also provide a policy basis to ensure that when considering applications to subdivide and develop in the Rural Zone
and Country Side Living Zone, that the location of the subdivision itself needs to be considered in terms of reverse sensitivity mitigation.
This will assist in reducing the adverse effects of reverse sensitivity instead of only mitigating them.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

389.5

No specific decision sought, but the submission supports in part Rule 23.1.3 Non-Complying Activities.

+ Notes that in the Countryside Living Zone a Retirement Village is a non-complying activity yet the JTQL site has a consented retirement
village (zoned Residential) across the road at 650 Airport Road. Therefore, the current zoning of Rural does not suit the JTQL site
anymore.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

389.6

No specific decision sought, but submission supports in part Rule 24.4.1 Subdivision - General.

« If the JTQL site is not zoned Countryside Living Zone then it should be zoned Village Zone which will allow for appropriate subdivision
of the site where there is demand, yet retain the rural character.

Point Number

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

389.7

Add a new clause (jii) to Policy 5.6.8 Non-residential activities, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include all necessary, consequential or further relief required to give effect to the submission.

+ Childcare facilities should be considered as providing for the health and well being of the community.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision R ed:

389.8

Add a new activity for childcare facility to Rule 23.1.1 Permitted Activities, as follows:

P5 Child Care Facility A child care facility established prior to notification of the District Plan and within Ikm of a Village Zone

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include all necessary, consequential or further relief required to give effect to the submission.

JTQL is concerned that JTQLs activities may not fit within the definition of Rural Activity.

There is no confirmation in the plan, that a child care facility fits within activity.

Therefore, the child care facility that has been legally established potentially is not considered as a permitted activity in the Rural Zone
or Country Side Living.

Village Living Zone appears to be the best zone for the JTQL site (25 Tamahere Drive).

Point Number

389.9

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 23.1.2(1) and D5 Discretionary Activities, as follows:

(1) The activities listed below are discretionary activities, unless in close proximity Ikm to a Village Zone

D5 An education facility, excluding a child care facility for up to 10 children and P5 above
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include all necessary, consequential or further relief required to give effect to the submission.

« Consideration for some of these activities given the proximity to the Tamahere Village Green, specifically D3, D4, D5, D7 and D9.

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Point Number

389.10

A

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

d the definition of "Rural Activities" in Chapter |3: Definitions to confirm that childcare is included or provide more examples of what
rural industry activities would be.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to include all necessary, consequential or further relief required to give effect to the submission.

« This is necessary to recognise JTQL activities.

Submitter Number: 390 Submitter: C.H.S. Enterprises Limited

Point Number 390.1

S y of Decision R ed: 2 d the zoning of the property at 219B Dominion Road, Tuakau from Rural Zone to Village Zone, as identified in Appendix A of the
submission.

Decision Reasons:

.

The additional Village Zoned land will help contribute to satisfying the current demand and strategic projected growth of Tuakau
The current size of the site does not provide many options or capacity to undertake viable rural activities

.

the same CFR. Neighbouring land that accesses Lot 7 DP | 16403 is zoned Village.

Potential future road connection may provided more connectivity and accessibility within the Village Zone and other Village Zone
properties which are restricted by access solely off Dominion Road (see sheet 3 within Appendix A).

The site is not located within any Outstanding Landscape or Natural Feature.

Connectivity and links can be provided between other properties located in the Village Zone.

See attachment to the submission for full details.

The site is accessed off an access lot which is zoned Village under the Proposed Plan, and is held together with the site (zoned Rural) in

Submitter Number:

391 Submitter: Lachie Cameron and Donna Watts

Point Number

y of Decision R

3911

Add new Rule 22.4.10 Subdivision - Country Living Hamlet, as follows (or similar wording and alternative activity status as necessary):

22.4.10 Subdivision- Country Living Hamlet

RDI (a)Subdivision to create a Country Living Hamlet within the Rural Zone must comply with the

following_conditions:

(i)_The Record of Title to be subdivided must be at least 104.5ha in area;

(ii)_The Record of Title must contain lots which are not contiguous;

(iii)_The lot to be developed must have a maximum area of 4.5 ha:

A. This lot must be subdivided in accordance with Chapter 23 Country Living Zone and is not
subject to Chapter 22 Rural Zone.

(b)_Council’s discretion is restricted to the following matters:

(i)_Subdivision layout and design including di ion, shape and orientation of the proposed lots;

(ii)_Effects on rural character and amenity values;

(iii)_Effects on landscape values;

NCI (a)_Subdivision that does not comply with Rule 22.4.10 RDI.
Decision Reasons:
« Addition of new rule will allow small land holdings physically separated from larger land holdings (held in the same title) to be better
utilised as Country Living Hamlets.
« There are already areas within the Rural Zone which feature small pockets of Country Living type development, therefore a Country
Living Hamlet will not look unfitting within the Rural Zone.
« Developments under the proposed rule will be developed in accordance with the Country Living Rules, Objectives and Policies which
will allow for components of rural living to be maintained.
« The restrictive nature of proposed Rule 22.4.10 will mean only a very limited amount of properties will be entitled to subdivide under
this rule.
+ Lot 2 DPS 2534 can no longer be used in the dairy operation due to the increase in traffic on Te Ohaki Road as it is too small to
undertake its own rural based operation.
« Further development can be supplied onsite which meets requirements of Country Living Zone and sufficient space has been provided
to all proposed lots to support onsite waste water and storm water disposal.
« The site at 821 Ohaki Road, Huntly is capable of providing high levels of amenity being adjacent to the Waikato River with views out
across the river to the Waikato-Tainui Whenua Raahui Wildlife Refuge Reserve Islands help to provided favorable conditions for
Country Living developments.
« An esplanade reserve has been proposed along the boundary adjoining the river, and a public walkway is also proposed to allow access
to the reserve and river.
« There is only a small amount of Country Living land around Huntly.
« The location of the submission site provides suitable connection to Hamilton and Auckland, which provides an opportunity to work in
larger towns whilst living in a rural setting.
Submitter Number: 392 Submitter: Hugh Green Limited
Point Number 392.1
S y of Decision R ed: A d the zoning of the following properties at Saleyard Road, Te Kauwhata from Business Town Centre to Business:
Legal Description Certificate(s) of Title
Section 59 Town of Te Kauwhata SA63B/35 and SA63B/36
Part Allotment 544, 546 Parish of Whangamarino and SA31D/969, SA31D/970 and SA31D/971

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)
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Decision Reasons:

Defined On Deposited Plan 25060
Lot 5 Deposited Plan South Auckland 18623
Lot | Deposited Plan South Auckland 17707

SAS57C/113, SA31D/972 and SA31D/973
SA31D/318, SA31D/319 and SA31D/320

Allotment 548 Parish of Whangamarino SA49D/648
Lot | Deposited Plan South Auckland 58730 SA50D/460
Lot 2 Deposited Plan South Auckland 58730 SA50D/503
Lot 2 Deposited Plan South Auckland 17707 SA16C/1076

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

.

Business Town Centre zone provisions are not considered appropriate for the subject sites.

No clear justification within PDP's supporting documentation as to why the Business Town Centre Zone was chosen for the subject site
and adjacent vacant land over the Business Zone.

Business Zone is a more appropriate zone for development in providing a supporting role to an established town centre, rather than
extending the Business Town Centre zone.

There is only a small amount of Business Zoned land in Te Kauwhata and none of it is currently vacant and proposed plan does not
enable larger scale retail that may support the town centre.

Amending the zoning of subject sites to Business Zone will provide for a greater variety of activities.

Point Number

3922

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

A d the activity-specific conditions for Rule 17.1.2 P4 Permitted activities, as follows:
Located-above-gronnd-floortevel nil.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Imposition of controls around Activities at Ground Floor Level for buildings facing the front Main Road are accepted, however for all
sites within the Business Zone the rule is unduly restrictive.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

3923

Add "Retail activity" to Rule 17.1.2 Permitted activities, as a separate activity to the wider-defined "Commercial activity" (already a permitted
activity).

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« To be consistent with approach taken in Rule 18.1.2 (for the Business Town Centre) and avoid confusion.

Point Number

ed:

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3924
Delete Rule 17.1.3 RDI condition (a)(iii) Restricted Discretionary Activities.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Imposition of controls around Activities at Ground floor level for buildings facing the front Main Road are accepted however for all sites
within the Business Zone the rule is unduly restrictive.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

3925

Delete Rule 17.1.5 NCI Non-Complying Activities.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« This requirement is unduly restrictive for the Business Zone.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

TS,
y of Decision Req

392.6

Delete Rule 17.1.5 NC2 Non-Complying Activities.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« This requirement is unduly restrictive for the Business Zone.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

y of Decision Req

3927

Delete Rule 17.3.6 Pl Condition (a)(i) Dwelling.

AND
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n Reasons:

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Restrictions are accepted for buildings that front Main Road, however the imposition of this control for all sites within the Business
Zone is considered unduly restrictive.
« Restrictions on residential activities in the Business Zone should be removed.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

ion Reasons:

3928

Delete Rule 17.3.6 NCI Dwelling

AND

Amend Rule 17.3.6 DI Dwelling, to apply to buildings not complying with Rule 17.3.6 PI.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

+ Restrictions on residential activities in the Business Zone should be removed.
« Dwellings not complying with Rule 17.3.6 P| subject instead to Rule 17.3.6 DI.

Point Number

3929

y of Decision Req ed:

ion Reasons:

A d the specific conditions for Rule 18.1.2 P2 Permitted activities, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Restrictions are accepted for buildings that front Main Road, however the imposition of this control for all sites within the Business Town
Centre Zone is considered unduly restrictive.

« Restrictions on residential activities in the Business Town Centre Zone should only apply to sites that are subject to a verandah line identified
on the planning maps.

Point Number

y of Decision R

392.10

Delete Rule 18.3.3 NCI Gross leasable floor area.
AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency

with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« No reasons provided

Point Number

392.11

y of Decision R ed:

n Reasons:

A d Rule 18.3.8 (a)(i) Dwelling, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Restrictions are accepted for buildings that front Main Road, however the imposition of this control for all sites within the Business Town
Centre Zone is considered unduly restrictive.

« Restrictions on residential activities in the Business Town Centre Zone should only apply to sites that are subject to a verandah line identified
on the planning maps.

Point Number

392.12

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the specific condition for Rule 18.1.2 P8 as follows:

Located above ground floor level if the site is subject to a verandah line identified on the planning maps.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Restrictions are accepted for buildings that front Main Road, however the imposition of this control for all sites within the Business Town
Centre Zone is considered unduly restrictive.

« Restrictions the ground floor in the Business Town Centre Zone should only apply to sites that are subject to a verandah line identified on the
planning maps.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

392.13

A d Rule 18.1.3 RDI condition (b), as follows:

n Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

The multi-unit development must be located above the ground floor level if_the site is subject to a dah line identified on the planning maps.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Restrictions are accepted for buildings that front Main Road, however the imposition of this control for all sites within the Business Town
Centre Zone is considered unduly restrictive.

« Restrictions on residential activities in the Business Town Centre Zone should only apply to sites that are subject to a verandah line identified
on the planning maps.
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Point Number

392.14

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Rule 18.1.5 NC2 Non-Complying Activities, as follows:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Restrictions are accepted for buildings that front Main Road, however the imposition of this control for all sites within the Business Town
Centre Zone is considered unduly restrictive.

« Restrictions on residential activities in the Business Town Centre Zone should only apply to sites that are subject to a verandah line identified
on the planning maps.

Point Number

392.15

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule [8.1.5 NC3 Non-Complying Activities, as follows:

A multi-unit development located on the ground floor_if the site is subject to a verandah line identified on the planning maps.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency
with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« Restrictions are accepted for buildings that front Main Road, however the imposition of this control for all sites within the Business Town
Centre Zone is considered unduly restrictive.

« Restrictions on activities in the Business Town Centre Zone should only apply to sites that are subject to a verandah line identified on the
planning maps.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

392.16

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 18.3.3 DI Gross leasable floor area, to remove the reference to "and no greater than 500m2."
AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to provide alternative, additional or consequential amendments/relief as necessary to achieve consistency

with the other submission points and to satisfy submitter's concerns or such alternative relief to satisfy the concerns of the submitter.

« No reasons provided.

Submitter Number: 393 Submitter: Bowrock Properties Limited
Organisation: PAUA Architects
Point Number 393.1

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of Lot 3 DP 325499 and Lot 32 DP 81580, Tauwhare Road, Tauwhare from Rural Zone to Country Living Zone or Village
Zone.

Subject site is located to south east of Tauwhare Village, which is designated Country Living Zone in both the Operative and Proposed
Plan, comprised of standalone dwellings on large sized residential lots.

To the west of the subject site there is a mix of smaller sized residential and larger agricultural properties, a number of which are of
similar size to those in Tauwhare village.

It is an opportunity to develop the site for residential use.

Residential development could be undertaken in a manner currently provided for by Country Living Zone.

Subject site could provide for 25-35 residential properties and account for its natural features.

Development of subject site would effectively increase size of current Country Living Zone allowing to extend to the west along
Tauwhare Road.

Development would be consistent with existing context and feel of both Tauwhare Village to the east and Tauwhare Road to the west.
If Village Zone was to be adopted, submitter would appreciate the opportunity to liaise with Council regarding suitability of the zoning
for the subject site.

Higher density zoning could enable a comprehensive residential development that provides for varying property types and subdivision
patterns whilst allowing productive use of land.

Such development would require master planning to ensure good outcomes.

.

.

.

.

.

Submitter Number:

394 Submitter: Gwenith Sophie Francis

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

394.1

Delete Section 1.4.3.1 (c) Rural activities.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

« There is no evidence of the vulnerability of rural areas in the manner suggested.

Point Number

3942

A

y of Decision Req ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

d Section 1.4.3.2 Protecting the rural environment, so that it acknowledges that the direction to protect rural activities is not absolute and
where there are limits on the potential use of high class soils due to limited land areas, lack of available water and/or nutrient controls, then new
and innovative approaches to managing and utilising rural land should be enabled.

AND
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Decision Reasons:

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

Fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

Fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including the National Policy Statement for Freshwater
Management and the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity

Fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic direction of that document; and

Fails to provide practical solutions to the challenges facing farming in the northern part of Waikato District and places undue emphasis
on the protection of versatile soils without acknowledging other limitations for farming such soils.

Fails to provide for and enable alternative and/or innovative approaches to better utilise rural land.

.

Point Number

3943

A d Section 1.5.4 Urban growth, so that it focuses on urban issues, not rural issues, and the utilisation of urban land.

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including those

for Freshwater Management and on Urban Development Capacity'

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document; and

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis, particular with respect to the extent and location of potential
countryside living.

.

Point Number

3944

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 1.5.5 Services and general infrastructure, to signal that land close to urban infrastructure (main roads, and water or wastewater
services) will be prioritised for urbanisation.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including that on Urban
Development Capacity;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document; and

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis, particular with respect to the extent and location of potential
countryside living;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to identify sufficient and appropriately located areas for countryside living - particularly where
there is good access to appropriate infrastructure.

.

Point Number

3945

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Section 1.5.7.3 Water, to recognise the cumulative effect of the "Vision and Strategy" on the potential for high class soils to be utilised
other than dry stock farming - particularly the direction to use less water and fewer nutrients.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriate identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including the National Policy
Statement for Freshwater Management and the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document; and

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to provide practical solutions to the challenges facing farming in the northern part of the
Waikato District and places undue emphasis on the protection of versatile soils without acknowledging other limitations for farming
such soils.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to recognise that farms need large water reservoirs to make irrigation feasible. Irrigation is
unlikely to occur without access to such reservoirs.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

394.6

Add a new objective to Chapter 3 Natural Environment, to encourage the restoration and/or rehabilitation of indigenous ecosystems to
encourage new significant ecological areas to be established to replace, in part, what has been lost.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to set realistic and achievable goals for subdivision reliant on the protection, enhancement or
establishment of significant ecological areas and therefore set the bar too high which then creates a disincentive for achieving good
biodiversity outcomes.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document; and

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis with respect to subdivision opportunities for ecological enhancement or
protection.

.
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Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3947

Add new policies to Chapter 3 Natural Environment to implement the additional objective requested (in submission point 394.6) which provide,
interalia, subdivision incentives for creating areas with significant indigenous biodiversity value, including the encourag blishment or
protection of:

(i) Significant linkages between large (significant) areas of native bush, wetland, scrubland and dunelands;
(ii) Significant enhancement of an area which is already significant in terms of bush or natural values;

(iii) Significant restoration or enhancement of areas which are largely depleted, highly modified or destroyed in terms of native biodiversity within
the district;

(iv) Compensation, mitigation or remediation to offset the adverse effects of subdivision or development.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to set realistic and achievable goals for subdivision reliant on the protection, enhancement or
establishment of significant ecological areas. The lack of uptake of such enhancement subdivision means that the biodiversity outcomes
envisaged are unlikely to be achieved;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriate identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document; and

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis with respect to subdivision opportunities for ecological enhancement or
protection.

Point Number

3948

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

A d Policy 3.2.8 Incentivise subdivision, as follows:

(a) Incentivise subdivision in the Rural Zone when there is the legal and physical protection of Significant Natural Areas, provided the areas are of a suitable
size and quality to achieve a funetioni material ecological benefit.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

« The submitter states that the Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to set realistic and achievable goals for subdivision reliant on the
protection, enhancement or establishment of significant ecological areas.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

3949

Add an objective to Chapter 5 Rural Environment, to encourage and enable innovative development opportunities which both provide additional
living opportunities and enhance the sustainable utilisation of the rural environment through facilitating farm parks.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

« The Proposed Waikato District Plan and the section 32 analysis fail to recognise the ability for innovative uses of countryside living and
farm parks to provide housing choice, better ecological outcomes and appropriate use of high value soils, given the constraints relating
to water abstraction and nutrient control.

Point Number

Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req ed:

394.10

Add new policies to Chapter 5 Rural Environment, to facilitate farm parks and ensure good quality outcomes by:
(i) Allowing up to | new site per 4 ha, provided that the parent title is 20 ha or larger;

(i) New sites being clustered, less than 5000m2 and the development to be lined with a Farm Management Plan to ensure long term
environmentally sustainable farming practices;

(iii) Ecological restoration of permanent watercourses and wetlands;
(iv) Reverse sensitivity covenants for farming activities;
(v) Clustering of houses where topography allows it; and

(vi) Facilitating changes of use in farming operations to land uses which are compatible and give effect to the "Vision and Strategy" and are more
sustainable through reduced water and nutrient needs.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including the National Policy
Statement for Freshwater management and the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to provide practical solutions to the challenges facing farming in the northern part of the
Waikato District and places undue emphasis on the protection of versatile soils without acknowledging other limitations for farming
such soils;

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis, particularly with respect to the extent and location of a countryside
living zone, subdivision opportunity for ecological enhancement or protection and provision of innovative subdivision developments such
as farm parks; and

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to identify sufficiently and appropriately located areas for countryside living - particularly where
there is good access to appropriate infrastructure.

.

.

Point Number

394.11

s y of Decision R ed

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

A d Section 5.2 Productive Versatility of Rural Resources by rewriting, so that:

(i) increased and efficient utilisation of the rural land resource is enabled;
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Decision Reasons:

(ii) the capacity and versatility of high class soils is maintained and enhanced where those soils are (or are likely to be) part of a farming unit that
has sufficient critical area and where the soils are located in areas which have available allocable water and nutrient capacity; and

(iii) Delete or rewrite Policy 5.2.2 - High class soils to give effect to the above and/or the protection of high class soils is limited to tracts of land
which are large enough to be commercially viable and with available water and nutrient budgets; and

(iv) Delete or rewrite Policy 5.2.3 Effects of subdivision and development on soils to give effect to the above and/or the protection of high class
soils is limited to tracts of land which are large enough to be commercially viable and with available water and nutrient budgets.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriate identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including the National Policy
Statement for Freshwater Management and the National Policy S 1t on Urban Develop Capacity;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document; and

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to provide practical solutions to the challenges facing farming in the northern part of the
Waikato District and places undue emphasis on the protection of versatile soils without acknowledging other limitations for farming
such soils.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to recognise that farms need large water reservoirs to make irrigation feasible. Irrigation is
unlikely to occur without access to such reservoirs.

.

.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

394.12
Delete Objective 5.3.1 Rural character and amenity, and replace with a new objective that enables rural activities in rural zones.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including the National Policy
Statement for Freshwater management and the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to provide practical solutions to the challenges facing farming in the northern part of the
Waikato District and places undue emphasis on the protection of versatile soils without acknowledging other limitations for farming
such soils;

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis, particularly with respect to the extent and location of a countryside
living zone, subdivision opportunity for ecological enhancement or protection and provision of innovative subdivision developments such
as farm parks; and

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to identify sufficiently and appropriately located areas for countryside living - particularly where
there is good access to appropriate infrastructure.

.

.

.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed

Decision Reasons:

394.13

Delete Policy 5.3.4 (a) Density of dwellings and buildings within the rural environment

OR

Amend Policy 5.3.4 (a) Density of dwellings and buildings within the rural environment to encourage clustering
AND/OR

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to relevant National Policy Statements including the National Policy
statement for Freshwater Management and the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to provide practical solutions to the challenges facing farming in the northern part of Waikato
District and places undue emphasis on the protection of versatile soils without acknowledging limitations for farming such soils;

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis, particularly with respect to the extent and location of countryside living
zone, subdivision opportunity for ecological enhancement or protection and provision of innovative subdivision developments such as
farm parks; and

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to identify sufficient and appropriately located areas for countryside living - particularly where
there is good access to appropriate infrastructure.

.

Point Number

394.14

y of Decision Req ed:

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.3.2 P| (a) Minor dwelling, as follows:
(b) Where there is an existing dwelling located within a lot:

(i) The minor dwelling must be located within-28m-200m of the dwelling;

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision Req ed:

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

394.15

Delete Rule 22.2.8 Indigenous vegetation clearance - outside a Significant Natural Area, and make indigenous vegetation clearance outside a
Significant Natural Area permitted in all circumstances.

AND
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Decision Reasons:

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

394.16

Delete Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision.

OR

Amend Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited Subdivision if retained, so that it only applies to the Rural Zone and does not apply to the Country Living Zone.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

« The submitter states that subdivision should not be prohibited in any circumstance.

Point Number

394.17

A

y of Decision R ed:

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision, so that this rule only applies to the Rural Zone and does not apply to the Country Living Zone.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

s y of Decision R ed

394.18

A

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.1 Prohibited subdivision, to acknowledge other allowable forms of subdivision such as Conservation Lot Subdivision and
farm parks.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

394.19

llowable forms of subdivision such as Conservation Lot Subdivision and farm

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.4.1.2 General subdivision, to ack
parks.

ledge other

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

394.20

A

y of Decision Req

Decision Reasons:

d Rule 22.4.1.6 Conservation lot subdivision, by incorporating the provisions from the Auckland Council District Plan (Rodney Section)
2011 and any directly linked 1t criteria and appendices referred to in those provisions to enable subdivision for protection of Significant
Natural Areas. Refer to the submission which sets out these Rodney Section provisions in full.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to set realistic and achievable goals for subdivision reliant on the protection, enhancement or
establishment of significant ecological areas;

Allowing greater lot yields would provide an incentive for this type of subdivision; and

Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis with respect to subdivision opportunities for ecological enhancement.

.

.

Point Number

394.21

A

y of Decision R ed

Decision Reasons:

d the number of lots to be created per area of ecological enhancement, restoration or protection to be calculated from the date that the
Proposed District Plan was notified.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

+ No reasons provided.

Point Number

Proposed Waikato District Plan (Stage 1)

394.22
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Decision Reasons:

y of Decision Req

Add a new rule to Section 22.4 Subdivision for farm park subdivision, that provides for:

(i) | new site per 4 ha from a parent title that is at least 20 ha, provided that the new sites are clustered, less than 5000m2 and;
(i) Development is lined with a farm management plan to ensure long term environmentally sustainable farming practices.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

.

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to appropriately identify the issues and challenges facing Waikato District;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to have appropriate regard to the Regional Policy Statement and/or misapplies the strategic
direction of that document;

The Proposed Waikato District Plan fails to provide practical solutions to the challenges facing farming in the northern part of Waikato
District and places undue emphasis on the protection of versatile soils without acknowledging other limitations for farming such soils;
Council has failed to undertake an adequate section 32 analysis with respect to innovative subdivision developments such as farm parks.

Point Number

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

394.23

Delete Rule 23.2.9 Indigenous vegetation clearance - outside a Significant Natural Area, to make indigenous vegetation clearance outside of a
Significant Natural Area permitted in all circumstances.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

« Indigenous vegetation clearance outside of Significant Natural Area should be permitted in all circumstances but no reasons have been
provided.

Point Number

394.24

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d Rule 22.3.2 P| Minor dwelling, as follows:

(b) Where there is an existing dwelling located within a site:
(i) The minor dwelling must be located within 28m 200m of the dwelling;
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

« No reasons provided.

Point Number

394.25

y of Decision R

Decision Reasons:

A d the zoning of various properties in the vicinity of Parker Lane and Cameron Town Road, Buckland, so that they are zoned in a Country
Living Zone. Refer to maps in submission for details of the extent of this requested. The submission states that the requested zone boundaries
follow roads or streams as far as reasonably practicable.

OR

Amend the planning maps by applying an overlay to properties on Parker Lane, Buckland that provides for farm park subdivisions in this location
on the basis of | additional lot per 4 ha of parent title, unless farm park subdivisions are enabled across the Waikato District.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make consequential or further additional relief, as is appropriate to give effect to the intent of the
submission.

« Recognise the existence of areas of land such as (but not limited to) the land around Parker Land an