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Wairarapa Combined District Plan Review - Conflict of Interest Register of the Wairarapa Combined District Plan Review Joint Committee Members — As

at 14 March 2024

Conflicts of interest exist when a person’s duties or responsibilities to Council could be, or could perceived to be, affected by some other separate interest or

duty.

Conflicts of interest can arise from a wide range of circumstances including but not limited to:

e Being an advisor, director, partner, trustee, or beneficiary of another business or organisation;

e Being a member of a club, society, or association;

e Holding or expressing strong political or personal views that might indicate prejudice or predetermination for or against a person or issue;
e Being a close friend or relative of someone who holds these interests (or who could otherwise be personally affected by a decision of the

Council).

The register below is a record of potential conflicts of interest and the mitigation measures for managing this conflict or record of no conflict.

Committee Member
Brian Jephson

Potential Conflict

Sites and Areas of Significance
to Maori — Chapter, Schedule
and Mapping

Discussion

A property owner where a Site/Area
of Significance to Maori has been
identified on this property.

Mitigation/Outcome

Brian will not participate in any discussions or
hearings relating to Sites and Areas of
Significance to Maori Chapter, Schedule or
Mapping.

Brian Jephson

Coastal Environment and
General Rural Zone

A property owner (Palliser Bay
Farming Ltd — pastoral farming)
where land is within the Coastal
Environment and General Rural Zone
identified in the District Plan.

Interest noted. No further action required as
the Coastal Environment provisions and General
Rural Zone provisions apply district-wide with
no location specific provisions or specifically
identified areas.

Brian Jephson

Various provisions

Memberships:
Martinborough Golf Club
Ngawi Ratepayers Assn

If the Martinborough Golf Club or the Ngawi
Ratepayers Assn make a submission, Brian will
not participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

Councillor Alistair Plimmer

General Rural Zone

Owner of a family property in the
South Wairarapa located in the
General Rural Zone.

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Rural Zone provisions apply district-




Committee Member

Potential Conflict
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Discussion

Mitigation/Outcome
wide with no location specific provisions or
specifically identified areas.

Councillor Alistair Plimmer

General Residential Zone,
General Rural Zone and Sites
and Areas of Significance to
Maori

Chair of Board of Trustees for St
Matthews School. Includes link with
Trinity Schools and Rathkeale
College.

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Residential Zone and General Rural
Zone provisions apply district-wide with no
location specific provisions or specifically
identified areas.

Regarding the Site and Area of Significance to
Maori, if Rathkeale College make a submission,
Alistair will not participate in hearing or
deliberating on submissions on matters raised in
this submission.

Councillor Alistair Plimmer

Various provisions

District Licensing Committee — Chair
of South Wairarapa DLC, Wairarapa
list member

If the DLC make a submission, Alistair will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

Councillor Alistair Plimmer

Various provisions

Shareholdings - Fisher and Paykel
Healthcare; Infratil Ltd; Mercury NZ
Ltd; Smartshare group NZ Top 50
(actual companies unknown):
International shares - BHP Group Ltd;
Westpac Banking Group

Interest noted. If any of these companies make
a submission, Alistair will not participate in
hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in this submission.

Jo Hayes

Rangitane Tu Mai Ra Trust
PSGE (RTMRT)

Custodian Trustee of RTMRT the post
settlement governance entity for
Rangitane lwi Wairarapa and Tamaki
Nui A Rua. Through its Deed of
Settlement the Trust received a
number of land areas identified in
the Deed in the Wairarapa and
Tararua Regions including sites of

If RTMRT make a submission, Jo will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.




Committee Member

Potential Conflict

Discussion
significance of which most have been
declared and published.

Mitigation/Outcome

Jo Hayes

Various provisions

Membership:
Wairarapa Chamber of Commerce

If the Wairarapa Chamber make a submission,
Jo will not participate in hearing or deliberating
on submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

Councillor Craig Bowyer

General Residential Zone

Owner of two residential properties
in urban Masterton

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Residential Zone provisions apply
district-wide with no location specific provisions
or specifically identified areas.

Councillor Craig Bowyer

Various provisions

Memberships:
Automobile Association Wairarapa

Interest noted. If AA Wairarapa Chamber make
a submission, Craig will not participate in
hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in this submission.

Councillor Craig Bowyer

Hood Aerodrome provisions,
including Air Noise Boundaries

Owner of a hangar at Hood
Aerodrome, Masterton

Interest noted. If any submissions made in
relation to Hood Aerodrome, Craig will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

Councillor Craig Bowyer

Various provisions

Masterton District Licensing
Committee Deputy Chair and
Wairarapa List Member

If the DLC make a submission, Craig will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

Frazer Mailman

Change of Zone (Rural to
Urban)

Friends with a landowner who wants
to subdivide

Interest noted. If the landowner makes a
submission, Frazer will not participate in hearing
or deliberating on submissions on matters
raised in this submission.

Frazer Mailman

Various provisions

District Licensing Committee — Chair
of Masterton DLC, Wairarapa list
member

If the DLC make a submission, Frazer will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.




Committee Member
Frazer Mailman

Potential Conflict
Various provisions

i

Discussion

Memberships:

Mahunga Golf Club, Masterton
Masterton Racing Club

Mitigation/Outcome

If the Mahunga Golf Club, or Masterton Racing
Club, make a submission, Frazer will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

Frazer Mailman

Various provisions

Other memberships

Wairarapa Road Safety Council,
Board member

Interim Chair Netball Wairarapa

If the Wairarapa Road Safety Council, or Netball
Wairarapa, make a submission, Frazer will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

Frazer Mailman

General Residential Zone

Residential property owner in
Masterton

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Residential Zone provisions apply
district-wide with no location specific provisions
or specifically identified areas.

Councillor Robyn Cherry
Campbell

General Residential Zone

Property owner in Carterton

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Residential Zone provisions apply
district-wide with no location specific provisions
or specifically identified areas.

Councillor Robyn Cherry
Campbell

Various provisions

Chair Life Ed Trust Wairarapa,
Tararua & Central Hawkes Bay

If the Life Ed Trust Wairarapa, make a
submission, Robyn will not participate in
hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in this submission.

Councillor Robyn Cherry
Campbell

Various provisions

Committee member, Wairarapa
Wahine Toa Rugby Club Inc

If the Wairarapa Wahine Toa Rugby Club, make
a submission, Robyn will not participate in
hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in this submission.

Councillor Robyn Cherry
Campbell

Various provision

Board Member Wairarapa Bush
Rugby Football Union

If the Wairarapa Bush Rugby Football Union,
make a submission, Robyn will not participate in
hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in this submission.

Councillor Robyn Cherry
Campbell

Various provisions

Board Member, Rotary Club of
Carterton

If the Rotary Club of Carterton, make a
submission, Robyn will not participate in




Committee Member

Potential Conflict
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Discussion

Mitigation/Outcome
hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in this submission.

Councillor Robyn Cherry
Campbell

Various provisions

Shareholdings — Port of Tauranga;
Smartpay

Interest noted. If any of these companies make
a submission, Robyn will not participate in
hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in this submission.

Councillor Brian Deller

General Rural Zone

Property Owner — Lifestyle block
Carterton

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Rural Zone provisions apply district-
wide with no location specific provisions or
specifically identified areas.

Councillor Brian Deller

Settlement Zone

Property Owner - Ngawi

Interest noted. No further action required as
the Settlement Zone provisions apply district-
wide with no location specific provisions or
specifically identified areas.

Councillor Brian Deller

Various provisions

Memberships:

Ngawi Sports Fishing Club

Ngawi Ratepayers and Residents
Association

Carterton Lions Club (Past President)

If the any of these clubs or associations make a
submission, Brian will not participate in hearing
or deliberating on submissions on matters
raised in this submission.

Councillor Brian Deller

Various provisions

Wairarapa District Licensing
Committee List Member

If the DLC make a submission, Brian will not
participate in hearing or deliberating on
submissions on matters raised in this
submission.

David McMahon

No property ownership within
the Wairarapa region

NA

NA

David McMahon

District wide

David is on the register of
independent RMA commissioners for
WDC, MDC and SWDC and GWRC on
plans, plan changes, resource
consents and designations. Previous
examples —

1. No specific upcoming appointments

2. Will screen/manage future appointments
during Combined plan submission , hearings
and deliberations to ensure to ensure no
perceived conflicts.




Committee Member

Potential Conflict

Discussion

Mitigation/Outcome

e Martinborough and Greytown
wastewater consents from
GWRC, Private Plan 1 for MDC
(Welhom Developments Limited
retirement village)

e March 2023, GWRC NRRP
hearings 2016 -18)

David McMahon

District wide

David’s firm (RMG) has clients who
have previously, and may from

time to time in the future, seek
consents from MDC, CDC and SWDC
e.g. NPD Ltd, SoHo Group .

No specific projects of relevance. Any such
future projects during the plan hearing process
will be recorded on the register and an
appropriate strategy adopted including no
involvement in relevant Plan deliberations and
decision making.

Kereana Sims

General Rural Zone

Owner of a family property in the
South Wairarapa located in the
General Rural Zone.

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Rural Zone provisions apply district-
wide with no location specific provisions or
specifically identified areas.

Kereana Sims

Maori Purpose Zone

Shareholder in a number of Ahu
Whenua trusts in the districts of
Masterton, Carterton and South
Wairarapa - some the trust land is in
the proposed Maori Purpose zone.

If any submissions are made by any of these
Ahu Whenua Trusts, Kereana will not participate
in hearing or deliberating on submissions on
matters raised in these submissions.




Committee Member
Kereana Sims

Potential Conflict
General Residential Zone
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Discussion
Residential property owner in
Masterton

Mitigation/Outcome

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Residential Zone provisions apply
district-wide with no location specific provisions
or specifically identified areas.

Kereana Sims

General Rural Zone

Property owner Lifestyle block in
Masterton

Interest noted. No further action required as
the General Rural Zone provisions apply district-
wide with no location specific provisions or
specifically identified areas.
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005/23

WAIRARAPA COMBINED DISTRICT PLAN JOINT COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD AT THE HURUNUI O RANGI MEETING ROOM, CARTERTON DISTRICT COUNCIL, ON
THURSDAY 5 OCTOBER 2023 AT 10.00am

PRESENT

David McMahon (Chair), Councillors Craig Bowyer (MDC), Robyn Cherry-Campbell (CDC), Brian Deller
(CDC), Alistair Plimmer (SWDC)(by Teams) and Brian Jephson (SWDC), Frazer Mailman (MDC) and
Ngati Kahungunu iwi representative Ra Smith.

IN ATTENDANCE

South Wairarapa District Council: Planning Manager (Kendyll Hammond), Group Manager Planning
and Environment (Russell O’Leary),

Carterton District Council: Planner (Becca Adams)

Masterton District Council: Planning and Consents Manager (Christine Chong), Planner (Alice
Falloon), Consultant Planner (Sue Southey) Cat White (Communications Advisor)

Boffa Miskell: Hamish Wesney, on Teams - Alia Cederman, Charles Horrell, Sinead Lynch, and Erica
Wheatley.

APOLOGIES
The Chair advised that he had received an apology from iwi representative Jo Hayes.

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

The Register of Interests was provided. No additions were recorded.
The Chair noted that the item would be a standing item on the agenda for all subsequent meetings.

APPROVAL OF PROPOSED WAIRARAPA COMBINED DISTRICT PLAN FOR PUBLIC NOTIFICATION

The report seeking Joint Committee approval to publicly notify the Proposed Wairarapa Combined
District Plan (the Proposed District Plan)(see Attachment 1) under Clause 5 of Schedule 1 of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (‘RMA’ or ‘the Act’) was presented by the Masterton District Council
Planning and Consents Manager.

The input of Sue Southey in the process was acknowledged.

Members discussed the report and thanked council staff and Boffa Miskell for producing a clear,
readable and user-friendly Plan.

Members also acknowledged the Chair for his knowledge and experience throughout the process.

The Chair gave a statement — he believed that the Plan was fit for purpose as it met the national
planning standards and recognised the direction the government had set in various policy statements.
There had been robust analysis as outlined in the Section 32 reports and robust consultation through
a number of forums, including stakeholder involvement and the draft plan submission process, the
feedback from which had informed and changed the provisions in the Plan. He felt that the Committee
could endorse the Plan with confidence and noted that the next step in the process was generous in
terms of the timeframes allowed for the wider public to provide feedback.



Moved Frazer Mailman
Seconded by Brian Jephson
That the Joint Committee:
1) Receives the information.

CARRIED

Moved Councillor Craig Bowyer
Seconded Councillor Robyn Cherry-Campbell
That the Joint Committee

2) Approves the Proposed Wairarapa Combined District Plan (the Proposed District Plan)
(Attachment 1) for public notification pursuant to Clause 5 of Schedule 1 of the Resource
Management Act 1991.

CARRIED

Moved Councillor Brian Deller
Seconded Frazer Mailman
That the Joint Committee

3) Endorses the content of the Section 32 Evaluation Reports (Attachment 2) for the Proposed
District Plan.

CARRIED
Moved Councillor Robyn Cherry-Campbell
Seconded Councillor Craig Bowyer
That the Joint Committee

4) Agrees that the date for public notification of the Proposed District Plan is 11 October 2023
and the date for close of submissions on the Proposed District Plan is 19 December 2023.

CARRIED
Moved Brian Jephson
Seconded Councillor Brian Deller
That the Joint Committee

5) Approves the Chair of the Joint Committee to be able to make any minor changes and edits
to the Proposed District Plan and associated Section 32 Evaluation Reports, as required,
prior to public notification of the Proposed District Plan.

CARRIED
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Moved Councillor Alistair Plimmer
Seconded Ra Smith
That the Joint Committee

6) Notes that under Section 86B of the Resource Management Act 1991, rules relating to the
following matters have immediate legal effect on public notification of the Proposed District
Plan: Any rule that: protects or relates to water, air or soil; protects areas of significant
indigenous vegetation; protects areas of significant habitats of indigenous fauna; or protects
historic heritage.

CARRIED
Moved Councillor Robyn Cherry-Campbell
Seconded Councillor Alistair Plimmer
That the Joint Committee

7) Notes that under Section 86D of the Resource Management Act 1991, the Environment
Court has granted an order that rules relating to subdivision and associated land use
activities in the General Rural Zone and Rural Lifestyle Zone will have legal effect from the
date the Proposed District Plan is publicly notified (Attachment 3).

CARRIED

The meeting closed at 10.43am
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001/24
To: Joint Committee for the Wairarapa Combined District Plan
Nick Eagle, Acting Planning Manager, South Wairarapa District Council
From: Solitaire Robertson, Manager, Planning and Regulatory, Carterton District Council

Christine Chong, Planning Manager, Masterton District Council

Endorsed by:

Russell O’Leary, Group Manager Planning and Environment, South Wairarapa District
Council

Geoff Hamilton, Chief Executive, Carterton District Council

Karen Yates, General Manager — Strategy and Development, Masterton District Council

Date: 6 March 2024
. Acceptance of Late Submissions and Approval of Summary of Decisions Requested on
Subject: . . -
Proposed Wairarapa Combined District Plan
DECISION
Recommendation:

That the Wairarapa Combined District Plan Joint Committee:

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

Receives the information.

Accepts the late submissions as listed in Attachment 1 of this report into the Proposed District
Plan process.

Approves the Summary of Decisions Requested on the Proposed Wairarapa Combined District Plan
as contained in Attachment 2 for public notification pursuant to Clause 7 of Schedule 1 of the
Resource Management Act 1991.

Approves the Chair of the Joint Committee to be able to make any minor changes and edits to the
Summary of Decisions Requested, as required, prior to public notification of the Summary.

Agrees that the date for public notification of the Summary of Decisions Requested is 22 March
2024 and the date for close of further submissions on the Proposed District Plan is 23 April 2024.

Purpose

This report:

1.

Identifies the late submissions (received after the closing date and time) and assesses and
recommends whether these late submissions should be accepted as submissions on the Proposed
Wairarapa Combined District Plan (the ‘Proposed District Plan’), including inclusion of them in the
Summary of Decisions Requested; and

Seeks the Joint Committee approval to publicly notify the Summary of Decisions Requested
(submissions received) on the Proposed District Plan under Clause 7 of Schedule 1 of the Resource
Management Act 1991 (‘RMA’ or ‘the Act’).
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Context

The statutory process for preparing a District Plan is set out in Schedule 1 of the RMA.

The Councils have delegated to the Wairarapa Combined District Plan Joint Committee all functions,
powers, and duties under Schedule 1 of the RMA. The Terms of Reference for the Joint Committee
states the responsibilities of the Joint Committee include (emphasis added with underline):

The Committee will act as the governance advisory through the review period of the District
Plan project and in preparing a new plan and act as the hearings panel for the submissions to

the formal notification process.

The Proposed District Plan was publicly notified on 11 October 2023 and open for submissions.
Submissions closed on 19 December 2023.

241 submissions were received on the Proposed District Plan. Of these submissions, nine were
received after the closing date and time.

Having received submissions, the Councils are required to summarise the decisions requested in the
submissions (referred to as a Summary of Decisions Requested) and then to publicly notify the
availability of the summary. This notification also commences the further submission process.

Legal Requirement — Late Submissions

The Joint Committee has delegation to determine whether late submissions should be accepted into
the Proposed District Plan process and be included in the Summary of Decisions Requested.

When publicly notifying a Proposed District Plan under Clause 5 of Schedule 1 of the RMA, Councils
are required to state the closing date for submissions in the public notice. Clause 5 also includes the
minimum time for the submission period. The Joint Committee determined 19 December 2023 as
the closing date for submissions on the Proposed District Plan which was slightly longer the
minimum submission period under clause 5.

Sections 37 and 37A of the RMA provide Councils with the power to waive or extend timeframes set
in the RMA. In this case, this power relates to waiving the requirement to make submissions by the
closing date of 19 December 2023. In making its decision to waive this requirement, Section 37A of
the RMA requires the Councils to take into account:

e The interests of any person who, in its opinion, may be directly affected by the extension or
waiver; and

e The interests of the community in achieving adequate assessment of the effects of the
Proposed District Plan; and

e |ts duty under section 21 to avoid unreasonable delay.

Analysis and Advice — Late Submissions

The next step in the Schedule 1 process for the Proposed District Plan is to publicly notify a summary
of decisions requested in submissions (discussed further in the next section of this report). The
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summary is provided in Attachment 2. The summary comprises all submissions lodged, including

those received late.

Nine submissions listed in Attachment 1 were received late and can be split into two groups:

1.

Submissions received immediately after closing of submissions: Submission numbered (5233,
$240, 5259, 5281, S282, S283, 5286, 5288) were received within 24 hours of the closing date
and time (5pm 19*" December 2023).

One submission (numbered s67) was received 1 working day after the closing date and time.
The reason given for this late submission was difficulty in using the online submission portal
— the submitter tried to make the submission before the closing date via the online portal
but was unsuccessful. The submitter subsequently lodged their submission via email.

Taking into account the matters in Section 37A of the RMA (listed above) to waive the requirement

to comply with the submission closing date timeframe, it is considered:

The only persons directly affected by waiving the compliance with this requirement are the
late submitters themselves. If this requirement is not waived, then these late submitters
would be excluded from the Proposed District Plan process, meaning their submissions
would not be considered, they could not speak to their submission at the hearing, and could
not appeal the decision on their submission to the Environment Court. If this requirement is
waived, then these late submissions would be included in the Proposed District Plan process
and be treated the same as all other submissions. No other persons have been identified as
directly affected by waiving the requirement to comply with the timeframe, particularly as
these submissions would be included in the Summary of Decisions Requested and available
for further submissions;

The late submissions can be included in the Summary of Decisions Requested and available

for further submissions, which would enable the community to be aware of and understand
the matters raised in the late submissions in relation to the effects of the Proposed District

Plan;

As the late submissions can be included in the Summary of Decisions Requested it does not
cause any delay in the process.

Recommendation — Late Submissions

For these reasons, it is recommended that all late submissions listed in Attachment 1 be accepted as

submissions on the Proposed District Plan.
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Legal Requirement — Notifying Summary of Decisions Requested and inviting
Further Submissions

Following the closing of submissions on the Proposed District Plan, the next step in the process
under Schedule 1 of the RMA is to summarise the decisions requested in the submissions, and to
publicly notify the availability of this summary and invite further submissions.

The public notice for advertising the availability of the decisions requested must include:

e Where the summary of the decisions requested and the submissions themselves can be
inspected;

e The fact that no later than 10 working days after the day on which the public notice is given,
certain persons may make a further submission on the Proposed District Plan; and

e The date of the last day for making further submissions (as calculated under the above point);
and

e The limitations on the content and form of a further submission.

The public notice must also be sent to all persons who made a submission on the Proposed District
Plan.

On notification of the Summary of Decisions Requested, there is then an opportunity for the
following persons to make further submissions (in accordance with Clause 8 of Schedule 1 of the
RMA 1991):

a) Any person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest;

b) Any person that has an interest in the Proposed District Plan greater than the interest that
the general public has;

c¢) The Wairarapa District Councils.

Further submissions must be limited to supporting or opposing matters raised in a submission made
on the Proposed District Plan. A further submission cannot raise or address any new matters not
covered in submissions. The further submission must be made in a form prescribed in the RMA
(referred to as Form 6).

The person making the further submission must send a copy to the Councils and also the person who
made the submission their further submission relates to.

As set out above, the period for making further submissions is no more than 10 working days. Similar
to waiving the timeframe for late submissions above, the Councils have discretion under Section 37
of the RMA to extend the period for making further submissions. In applying this discretion, the
Councils must take into account the matters listed above for late submissions.

Analysis and Advice — Notifying Summary of Decisions Requested and inviting
Further Submissions

A summary of decisions requested, as the name suggests, summarises the decisions requested by
persons who have made a submission on the Proposed District Plan. The submission form (Form 5),
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that is prescribed in the RMA for a submission, includes a section for the decision sought from the
Council. Generally, this text is used to complete the main content for the summary. In some
instances additional wording from the submission is added to provide context. In instances where
the submission is unclear, the Councils may also have had to infer a decision requested by the
submitter when preparing the summary.

The Summary of Decisions Requested for the Proposed District Plan is attached in Attachment 2. The
Summary of Decisions Requested attached to this report is ordered by submitter name (in
alphabetical order).

A second version of the Summary of Decisions Requested ordered by District Plan chapter will also
be released. Readers of the summarises can find two versions helpful as they can see other
submissions made on the same provisions (version 2), as well as seeing all submission points made
by specific submissions (version 1). It is noted final checking of the two versions of the Summaries is
still underway, such as correcting formatting and numbering. A resolution is recommended for the
Chair of the Joint Committee be delegated authority to make minor edits and confirm the final
versions of the Summaries.

To progress the Proposed District Plan, the Councils are required to publicly notify the summary
along with the submissions themselves and invite further submissions.

As outlined in the previous section of this report, the RMA prescribes the process and requirements
for publicly notifying the summary and inviting further submissions.

All submitters on the Proposed District Plan will be sent an email notifying them of the availability of
the summary. In addition, the public notice will be placed in the local newspaper (Wairarapa Times-
Age), and posts will be made on the three Council websites and social media.

The summary documents and submissions themselves will be made available on the District Plan
Review website (www.wairarapaplan.co.nz) and a hard copy of the summary and submissions will be

available for viewing at the three Council offices and libraries.

In terms of the date for public notification of the summary and closing of further submissions, the
only statutory requirement is the maximum period of 10 working days between the notification and
further submissions closing. The Council has discretion under Section 37 of the RMA to extend the
period for making further submissions but must take into account the same matters listed above for
late submissions. The timeframe can be extended by no more than twice the period (i.e. no more
than 20 working days in total for the further submission period).

Given the number of submissions received, as well as the detailed nature of some submissions,
Council officers consider a longer further submission period is appropriate. This longer further
submission period would provide persons who can make further submissions additional time to read
the submissions received and determine if they will make a further submission, and if so, the
content of the further submission.

The earliest the summary could be notified following the Committee meeting is one week after the
meeting to confirm placement of the public notice in the local newspaper. It is suggested 22 March
2024 is the earliest notification date for the summary. It is also noted Easter is the following week
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(29 March is Good Friday, 31 March is Easter Sunday). While the definition of ‘working days’ under
the RMA excludes statutory holidays, some people may consider it inappropriate or unhelpful for the
further submission period to cover Easter. If the Committee does not consider a longer further
submission period is appropriate, it is suggested the public notification of the summary occurs after
Easter.

Options Considered — Notifying Summary of Decisions Requested and inviting

Further Submissions
A summary of the options considered is included in the table below.
Option

Advantages Disadvantages

1

10 Working Day
Further Submission
Period (no time
extension)

- Notified:
Wednesday 3™
April

- Further
Submissions
Closed:
Wednesday 17t
April

20 Working Day
Further Submission
Period (use time
extension)

- Notified: Friday

Follows the standard time
period under the RMA.

Avoids further submission

period extending over Easter.

Longer further submission
period provides more time
for people to read
submissions and prepare
further submissions.

Some persons may consider
the 10 working day period
too short to read submissions
and prepare further
submissions.

Slightly later closing date for
further submissions may
influence the timing for the
commencement of the
hearings. However, this delay
is likely to be low risk and
potentially inconsequential in

22" March _
the context of the entire
- Further ;
. plan-making process.
Submissions

Closed: Tuesday
23" April

Suggested further submission
period includes Easter.
Potential implications of
Easter when some people
may be unavailable is
reduced with the extended
period. Notifying after Easter
with an extended further
submission would likely result
in delaying the
commencement of the
hearings (i.e. further
submissions would close on
2" May).
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Recommended Option — Notifying Summary of Decisions Requested and inviting Further
Submissions
Option 2 is recommended. The extended further submission period provides greater opportunity

for persons who are able to make further submissions to have sufficient time to provide feedback.

Summary of Considerations — all matters

Strategic, Policy and Legislative Implications

The District Plan Review is a statutory requirement and the RMA requires that the District Plan is
reviewed every 10 years.

The Proposed District Plan broadly supports the objectives of Masterton District Council’s Parks &
Open Space Strategy, Climate Action Plan, He Hiringa Tangata, He Hiringa Whenua, and the South
Wairarapa Spatial Plan. It also supports the objectives of the Wairarapa Economic Development
Strategy, and GWRC's Regional Policy Statement and Natural Resources Plan.

Significance, Engagement and Consultation

Developing the Proposed District Plan has been assessed as Significant under the Councils’
Significance and Engagement Policies.

If the Committee accepts the recommendations set out in this report, the persons who are able to
make further submissions will be invited to make further submissions on the original submissions on
the Proposed District Plan from 22 March to 23 April 2024.

A summary of the public notification and communication methods are described earlier in this
report.

Communications/Engagement
Refer above.

Financial Considerations

Public notification of the summary of decisions requested and invitation for further submissions
involves staff time in preparing the publicity material and responding to enquiries. Other costs
include placing the public notice in local newspaper and printing the summary and submissions.
Funding for the Proposed District Plan phase is budgeted for in the Councils’ Long Term Plans as part
of the District Plan Review.

Implications for Maori
The District Plan Review and Proposed District Plan have been developed working collaboratively

with representatives from Rangitane o Wairarapa and Ngati Kahungtnu ki Wairarapa. This includes
hui to understand what needs to change in the District Plan and how the provisions can better
integrate consideration of mana whenua values.

This supports the Councils’ statutory obligations in relation to Te Tiriti o Waitangi and the Resource
Management Act 1991.
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Submitters on the Proposed District Plan include iwi entities and representatives of Maori land.
Environmental/Climate Change Impact and Considerations

The Proposed District Plan recognises climate change in its strategic objectives, and plan provisions
have been developed in a way that seeks to reduce the impacts of climate change and the effects of
activities on climate change.

Next Steps

If the Joint Committee agree with the options recommended, the Summary of decisions requested
and invitation for further submissions on the Proposed District Plan will be publicly notified on 22
March 2024. The further submission period is recommended to close on 23 April 2024. Following
closing of further submissions, the Joint Committee will issue directions for hearings to enable
submitters to speak to their submissions.
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Submitter | Submitter Name Date Submission Reasoning
Number Received

S67 Alistair and Jenny Boyne 22/12/2023 Issue with the online portal
S233 Scott Anstis 19/12/2023 (after 5pm)

S240 Ryan Malone 19/12/2023 (after 5pm)

S259 Russell Hooper 20/12/2023

S281 Richard Schofield 19/12/2023 (after 5pm)

S282 Frank van Steensel 19/12/2023 (after 5pm)

S283 Josje Neerincx 19/12/2023 (after 5pm)

$286 Vida McDonald 20/12/2023

S288 Radio New Zealand Limited (RNZ) 20/12/2023

ATTACHMENT 1
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ATTACHMENT 2

WAIRARAPA
COMBINED
DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed
Wairarapa Combined District Plan

Summary of Decisions Requested
Ordered by Submitter

MARCH 2024
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Proposed Wairarapa Combined District Plan
Summary of Decisions Requested Report Ordered by Submitter

Reader’s guide to the Summary of Decisions Requested

The Proposed Wairarapa Combined District Plan (‘Proposed District Plan’) was publicly
notified on 11 October 2023. The period for making submissions on the Proposed District
Plan closed on 19 December 2023. In total, 241 submissions were received, some seeking
specific provisions be retained while others sought a wide range of amendments to the
Proposed District Plan.

Clause 7(1)(a) of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991 (‘RMA’) requires the
Wairarapa District Councils to make available a summary of decisions requested by
persons who made submissions on the Proposed District Plan. This report is that
summary.

Purpose of the Summary of Decisions Requested report

The purpose of this report is to provide concise summaries of the decisions requested by
submitters in their submissions. This report is not intended to be a summary of
submissions in their entirety, and the original submission should always be referred
to if you are seeking to make a further submission, or fully understand the matters
raised by a submitter.

This report also includes a list of submitters who made a submission on the Proposed
District Plan and provides their address for service. This means that, if you make a further
submission you are required to provide this further submission to both the Council and the
submitter on whose submission you are making a further submission (under clause 8A of
Schedule 1 of the RMA). The address for service for each submitter identified in this report
can be used for this purpose.

Content of the Summary of Decisions Requested report

There are two versions of the Summary of Decisions Requested report which contain the
same information. The difference between the two versions is the order of the summarised
decisions requested as below:

1. Summary of Decisions Requested Ordered by Submitter (this version)

2. Summary of Decisions Requested Ordered by Plan Chapter

This version of the Summary of Decisions Requested is ordered based on submitters name
in alphabetical order.

The Summary of Decisions Requested is presented as a table, where each row in the table
(also referred to as a ‘submission point’) represents a decision requested by a submitter.
The table includes the following information:
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Proposed Wairarapa Combined District Plan
Summary of Decisions Requested Report Ordered by Submitter

Column heading

Description

Submission Point
Number

Identifies a unique number given to each submission. Submission
numbers have been randomly assigned.

The order in which submissions have been presented in this report
follows the submission numbering.

Plan provision

Provides a description of the matter to which the submission point
relates. If the submission refers to a specific Proposed District Plan
provision, or this can be reasonably inferred, then the provision
reference is noted in this column.

Support/Oppose

Notes the position on the relevant matter or specific provision stated
in the submission. Generally, this will be noted as “support”, “support
in part”, “oppose in part”, “oppose”, or “amend”. Where a position is
not stated in the submission, the position will generally be noted as

“not stated”.

Reasons (may be
summary only,
refer to original
submission)

Provides a summary of the reasons stated in the submission for the
decision requested.

This is intended to provide context to the reader about the decision
requested only. It is not an exhaustive statement of the reasons
given in the submission. The original submission must always be
referred to for the full reasoning provided by the submitter.

Decision
Requested

Provides a summary of the decision requested by the submitter in
their submission.

Where a submission requests amendments to the text of the Proposed District Plan, this
report identifies the requested amendments using the following text formatting conventions:

Convention Description

Text Existing text in the Proposed District Plan

Bold text Text sought to be added to the Proposed District Plan by a submitter
TFextstruckthrough | Text sought to be deleted from the Proposed District Plan by a

submitter
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DRAFT SUMMARY OF DECISIONS REQUESTED

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Planning Zones S48.001 Aburn Popova Support The predominant character of these Retain General Rural Zone where it applies to
Maps Trust properties is rural and this character should Vintners Lane, Martinborough.

be recognised and retained.
Planning Natural S48.002 Aburn Popova Support The Vintners Lane properties, which are Retain the Martinborough Soils Overlay as it
Maps Environmen Trust proven to be suitable for viticulture, are applies to the properties in Vintners Lane.

t Values appropriately included within the

Martinborough Soils Overlay. The soils

covered by the overlay are well suited to

viticulture and should be protected and in

particular protected from other urban activities

including residential activities other than

residential activities permitted under GRUZ-

R8.1.
GRUZ - GRUZ-0O1 S48.003 Aburn Popova Supportin | Given that the definition of primary production | Amend GRUZ-O1: "... and other activities,
General Trust part does not cover "viticulture" and viticulture is . . . . "
Rural Zone not "horticulture" (which is covered by the including viticulture, which have a ...".

definition of primary production), viticulture

should be specifically referred to in the

objective.
GRUZ - GRUZ-02 S48.004 Aburn Popova Support Retain GRUZ-02 as notified.
General Trust
Rural Zone
GRUZ - GRUZ-O7 S48.005 Aburn Popova Support Viticulture and associated activities around Retain GRUZ-O7 as notified.
General Trust 'wine tourism' re essential to Martinborough's
Rural Zone future economic and social wellbeing; and

soils suitable for viticulture (i.e. "land with

special characteristics") should be recognized

(as intended by the Martinborough Soils

Overlay) and protected.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P2 S48.006 Aburn Popova Supportin | Clause c should be amended to specifically Amend GRUZ-P2(c): "...activities in the
General Trust part reference viticulture. General Rural Zone including primary
Rural Zone

production, viticulture and ancillary
activities".
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
GRUZ - GRUZ-P3 S48.007 Aburn Popova Support in | Both clauses should specifically reference Amend GRUZ-P3(c) and (d):
General Trust part viticulture. c. enabling primary production, viticulture,
Rural Zone and ancillary activities;
d. structures associated with primary
production activities, including
viticulture;
GRUZ - GRUZ-P4 S48.008 Aburn Popova Supportin | To specifically include reference to viticulture. | Amend GRUZ-P4(a): "a. ...it does not
General Trust part compromise the use of land for primary
Rural Zone production activities, including viticulture;
and..."
GRUZ - GRUZ-P7 S48.009 Aburn Popova Support Support the specific reference to "including Retain GRUZ-P7 as notified.
General Trust viticulture".
Rural Zone
GRUZ - GRUZ-P8 S48.010 Aburn Popova Support Support the specific refence to "in particular Retain GRUZ-P8 as notified.
General Trust viticulture".
Rural Zone
GRUZ - GRUZ-R8 S48.011 Aburn Popova Support Protection of sites within the Martinborough Retain GRUZ-R8 as notified.
General Trust Soils Overlay from intensive residential
Rural Zone development is essential to the future viability
of viticulture. There is sufficient appropriately
zoned land for a full range of residential
activities within the General Residential Zone
and the Future Urban Zone.
GRUZ - GRUZ-S4 S48.012 Aburn Popova Support The General Rural Zone should not be Retain GRUZ-S4 as notified.
General Trust regarded as an opportunity for general and, in
Rural Zone particular, intensive residential development,
including retirement villages which are
separately defined in Part 1 Interpretation -
"Definitions".
SUB - SUB-P5 S48.013 Aburn Popova Supportin | Include specific reference to viticulture, and a | Amend SUB-P5:
Subdivisio Trust part clear delineation between rural and urban c. enabling primary production and ancillary
n areas (clause g) is retained.

activities, including viticultured.
...structures associated with primary
production activities, including
viticulture
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
SUB - SUB-P6 S48.014 Aburn Popova Support in | Subdivision of land suitable for viticulture Amend SUB-P6: "...is not located on highly
Subdivisio Trust part (Martinborough Soils Overlay) into parcels too | productive land, and it does not comprise the
n small to enable viable viticulture should be use of land for primary production activities
avoided. including viticulture; and"
SUB - SUB-R4 S48.015 Aburn Popova Support In particular we support the inclusion of Rule Retain SUB-R4.1 as notified.
Subdivisio Trust SUB-R4.1(b), "b. The allotment is not located
n in highly productive land or within the
Martinborough Soils Overlay".
SUB - SUB-R4 S48.016 Aburn Popova Support Supports SUB-R4.4 Retain SUB-R4.4 as notified.
Subdivisio Trust
n
SUB - SUB-R4 S48.017 Aburn Popova Support Support SUB-R4.5 Retain SUB-R4.5 as notified
Subdivisio Trust
n
SCHED3 - | Notable S3.001 Adam Lee Oppose The tree listings at 9 Mole Street were Delete TSG48a from SCHED3 Notable Trees
Schedule Trees voluntarily added to the register in 2019, and
of Notable the new owner would like to see them
Trees removed. The tree roots are impacting the

driveway and lifting up concrete, creating a
trip hazard from uneven surface. Needles
from the trees block gutters (requiring weekly
cleaning), and water during heavy rainfall
events is not discharged off the roof
effectively. The trees are located close to the
house, resulting in concerns they will fall.
Limbs have previously fallen during windy
periods. The trees restrict natural light from
entering the house, resulting in it being much
cooler and requiring more energy to keep
warm. An arborist has assessed two of the
three trees, and raised concerns regarding
poor form, minor decay, limbs pressing and
rubbing, side branches being overextended,
and rubbing branches resulting in loss of
strength and decay. The water line to the
house has already been replaced, after
impact from the roots of these trees. These
trees are exotic species, and are a health and
safety risk to the residents of the house.
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

SCHED3 -
Schedule
of Notable
Trees

SCHED3 -
Schedule
of Notable
Trees

Notable S3.002
Trees

Notable
Trees

§3.003

Adam Lee

Adam Lee

Oppose

Oppose

The tree listings at 9 Mole Street were
voluntarily added to the register in 2019, and
the new owner would like to see them
removed. The tree roots are impacting the
driveway and lifting up concrete, creating a
trip hazard from uneven surface. Needles
from the trees block gutters (requiring weekly
cleaning), and water during heavy rainfall
events is not discharged off the roof
effectively. The trees are located close to the
house, resulting in concerns they will fall.
Limbs have previously fallen during windy
periods. The trees restrict natural light from
entering the house, resulting in it being much
cooler and requiring more energy to keep
warm. An arborist has assessed two of the
three trees, and raised concerns regarding
poor form, minor decay, limbs pressing and
rubbing, side branches being overextended,
and rubbing branches resulting in loss of
strength and decay. The water line to the
house has already been replaced, after
impact from the roots of these trees. These
trees are exotic species, and are a health and
safety risk to the residents of the house.

The tree listings on 9 Mole Street were
voluntarily added to the register in 2019, and
the new owner would like to see them
removed. The tree roots are impacting the
driveway and lifting up concrete, creating a
trip hazard from uneven surface. Needles
from the trees block gutters (requiring weekly
cleaning), and water during heavy rainfall
events is not discharged off the roof
effectively. The trees are located close to the
house, resulting in concerns they will fall.
Limbs have previously fallen during windy
periods. The trees restrict natural light from
entering the house, resulting in it being much
cooler and requiring more energy to keep
warm. An arborist has assessed two of the
three trees, and raised concerns regarding

Delete TSG48b from SCHED3 Notable Trees

Delete TSG48c from SCHED3 Notable Trees
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Interpretati
on

Whole

Plan

Strategic
Direction

TR -
Transport

TR -
Transport

TR -
Transport

Definitions

RE-O2

TR-S8

TR-S10

TR-S6

$152.001

$152.002

$152.003

$152.004

§$152.005

$152.006

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

Oppose in
part

Amend

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

poor form, minor decay, limbs pressing and
rubbing, side branches being overextended,
and rubbing branches resulting in loss of
strength and decay. The water line to the
house has already been replaced, after
impact from the roots of these trees. These
trees are exotic species, and are a health and
safety risk to the residents of the house.

This definition is internally inconsistent. What
is "shown in planning maps" may be different
to what is defined in the NPS-HPL. In a
situation where land is within the mapped
HPL overlay but doesn't meet the NPS-HPL
definition, it would be ambiguous whether that
land meets the definition.

The Engineering Development Standard
should apply to all districts. There is no
geographic reason for engineering standards
to differ across the region.

Objective is too broad and not necessary
given the inclusion of RE-O3.

Land with low productive capacity within the
GRUZ do not need to remain available for
primary production.

These standards require a minimum distance
of 30m of surfacing from the edge of the road
carriageway. This adds unnecessary cost to
the process. To reduce tracking from a metal
accessway onto a public road the submitter
suggests a 10m distance is sufficient to
manage any adverse effects.

The submitter considers minimum 9.0m
radius plus widening of 6m wide is large and
excessive for a single crossing.

The transport chapter includes
figures/diagrams that are inconsistent/conflict
with similar diagrams in the Engineering
Development Standards e.g. sight line
measurements. The figures should be in one
document, either the Plan or the Engineering
Development Standards.

Delete or Amend the definition of 'Highly
Productive Land'.

Amend Council's Engineering Development
Standards.

Delete or Amend this Objective.

Amend TR-S8 (2) and (4) from 30m to 10m.

Amend TR-S10 (1), Table TR-8 & Figures TR-
7 and TR-8, to reduce width of vehicle
crossing.

Delete Table TR-5
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
SUB - SUB-P6 $152.007 AdamsonShaw Oppose in | This policy is too broad - specifically (a). Delete or Amend the policy.
Subdivisio Ltd part While the submitter supports the protection of
n highly productive land (particularly LUC 1 and
2) - there are areas in the GRUZ, with low
productive capacity, that are not fragmented
but that are appropriate for small lot
subdivision.
SUB - SUB-R1 S$152.008 AdamsonShaw Amend This rule needs to be re-formatted so thatitis | Amend ii-x to be seperate list under i.
Subdivisio Ltd clear. Bullet points ii.-x. should be further Where:
n bullet pointed separately under i. a. The minimum lot size of any lot created by
the boundary adjustment is 0.5ha; and
i. The boundary adjustment complies with, or
does not increase any existing or previously
approved non-compliance with:
a. SUB-S2
b. SUB-S3
c. SUB-54
d. SUB-S5
e. SUB-S6
f. SUB-S7
g. SUB-S8
h. SUB-S9; and
i. SUB-S10; and
b. The boundary adjustment complies with, or
does not increase any existing or previously
approved non-compliance with the relevant
standards of the underlying zone.
SUB - SUB-R2 S152.009 AdamsonShaw Support in | Support the minimum lot size standard SUB- Delete average lot size requirements for 3 or
Subdivisio Ltd part S1 referenced in this rule in respect of all more lots in the Residential Zone.
n Residential Zones as it allows additional infill
development. The submitter does not support
average lot size requirements for the
residential zone when creating 3 or more lots.
SUB - SUB-S1 S152.010 AdamsonShaw Oppose in | The submitter does not support (b)(i) of SUB- | Delete or amend lot size standards.
Subdivisio Ltd part S1 which references lot size standards for the
n General Rural Zone (GRUZ). The submitter

does support the protection of highly
productive land in line with the NPS-HPL
(particularly LUC 1 and 2), however, there is
no justification for 40ha minimum on land not
HPL. 40ha is too small for conventional farm
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
and too large for intensive horticultural
development and use.
SUB - SUB-S1 S152.011 AdamsonShaw Amend The submitter supports increased lot size, Amend to include rules for small lot
Subdivisio Ltd however they believe there should be subdivision.
n provision for smaller lots in the rural zone on | This could be achieved by allowing a limited
non-HPL. number of small-clustered lots per title (0.5ha
for example with a date provision to also to
Smaller lot subdivision in the rural zone limit subdivision of new titles) and setting a
supports the economic and social well-being minimum lot size for the balance lot to protect
of rural communities and is an integral part in | and maintain rural character and amenity.
the further development of farms providing
capital, succession planning and housing
family members.
SUB - SUB-R2 $152.012 AdamsonShaw Oppose in | This rule should be re-worded so that it Amend wording to SUB-R2(10) as per below:
Subdivisio Ltd part references highly productive land, and only Activity Status: Discretionary
n triggers non-complying status where the land | Where:
is highly productive and does not meet the a. Compliance is not achieved with SUB-S1;
requirements of the NPS-HPL. and b. Where the subdivision is located
on highly productive land, the
subdivision shall be directly related to
land based primary production and
evidence should be provided that the
subdivision will meet clause 3.8 or 3.10
of the National Policy Statement for
Highly Productive Land; or c. Where the
subdivision is not located on Highly
Productive Land, two additional
allotments are created and the balance
area remaining from the record of title
subject to subdivision is no less than
40ha;
SUB - SUB-R4 S$152.013 AdamsonShaw Oppose in | Masterton should be included in (a) for Delete or amend. It is inferred that any
Subdivisio Ltd part consistency across the region and given the amendment to this rule shall include
n characteristics of the Masterton Rural Zone Masterton District.

are no different than Carterton and South
Wairarapa Districts. The exclusion of
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

Appendix
3 - Centres
Design
Guide

SUB-R5

SUB-R5

SUB-R10

SUB-R12

Centres
Design
Guide

$152.014

$152.015

§152.016

S$152.017

$152.018

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

AdamsonShaw
Ltd

Oppose

Oppose

Amend

Oppose in
part

Support

Masterton will have significant effect on
property values.

It is not clear what the term 'vacant' means in
respect of (e). Given this rule addresses
surplus residential units, is a lot that contains
any building considered to meet this rule? Or
is the term vacant used in reference to any lot
that doesn't' contain a residential unit? Further
clarity is required.

Many farms do not need a house, in which
case the house is better utilized by someone
else, releasing the capital and allowing it to be
re-invested into the farm.

The submitter sees no justification for any
subdivision that creates new vested roads
needs to be assessed as a restricted
discretionary activity. Given appropriate
standards can be met around standard,
formation etc., it should be assessed as a
Controlled activity as matters of discretion can
address these matters appropriately.
Submitter does not support a minimum lot
size of 40ha for subdivision within the coastal
environment, including the non-complying
status for any subdivision that does not
comply with SUB-R12. Submitter supports a
provision for limited small lot subdivision with
larger balance lots but with additional matters
of consideration around design/development
in the coastal environment.

The matters of discretion don't recognise the
Wairarapa Coastal Strategy or the 'Caring for
your Coast' guidelines which are existing non-
statutory documents that guide development
in the Coastal Environment. The submitter
would support a Coastal Design Guide.
Supports the Multi-Unit Design Guide which
will improve design outcomes for multi-unit
developments.

Amend to clarify the meaning of vacant.

Insert a rule to subdivide an existing house
from a farm even if the balance lot is vacant.

Amend activity status from Restricted
Discretionary to a Controlled Activity.

Delete/Amend and insert rules for small lot
subdivision in Coastal Environment with
additional matters of consideration around
design/development in the coastal
environment.

Retain the Multi-Unit Design Guide
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Appendix Residential | $152.019 AdamsonShaw Support Supports the Multi-Unit Design Guide which Retain the Multi-Unit Design Guide
4- Design Ltd will improve design outcomes for multi-unit
Residential | Guide developments.
Design
Guide
RLZ - S$152.020 AdamsonShaw Oppose The submitter has concerns around Amend for clarification and further
Rural Ltd identification of Rural Lifestyle Zone in investigations required.
Lifestyle Masterton and in particular current and future
Zone capacity of storm/wastewater disposal. As
well as lack of consistency with no such
zones identified in Carterton and South
Wairarapa.
Definitions S152.021 AdamsonShaw Amend The term "planning maps" are not defined. It Amend to include definition of 'planning
Interpretati Ltd is not clear whether this means the WCDP maps'.
on planning maps or other planning maps in
other (non-statutory) documents.
Planning General S210.001 Adrian and Julie Oppose in | The Coastal Environment goes over the Amend the planning maps to remove Coastal
Maps District- Denniston part Settlement Zones near the coast such as Environment and Special Amenity Landscape
Wide Riversdale and Castlepoint. It is believed that | overlays from the areas within a Settlement
Matters this is an oversight. The consequence of the Zone.
Settlement Zone and the Coastal
Environment overlapping is that development
complies with the Settlement Zone permitted
standards is captured as needing resource
consent by the more onerous Coastal
Environment rules (which apply to all zones).
Similarly, the Special Amenity Landscape
layer falls on the Settlement Zones near the
coast. This is also believed to be unintended
as the Settlement Zones have a residential
amenity.
SCHED3 - | Notable S147.001 Adrienne Young- Amend Notes the Martinborough Golf Club (MGC) is Amend SCHED3 - Schedule of Notable Trees
Schedule Trees Cooper a Recreation Reserve under the Reserve to include groups of large gums, groups of
of Notable Management Act. MGC holds a lease for the large oak trees and other trees located on the
Trees land and public access is permitted. The land | Recreation Reserve on Todds Road (also

has been held in trust for over 100 years for
various community uses and the tree planting
therefore reflects community effort over that
time. Considers the stand of large gum trees,
oak groves, and other mature specimens in
the interior of the site reflect community effort

known as the Martinborough Golf Course),
subject to an assessment of the trees.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point

and values. Considers an assessment of the

trees is warranted to determine whether they

should be listed on the Notable Tree

Schedule.
Strategic New S$182.001 Aggregate and Support Considers quarrying is important and should Insert a new Strategic Direction Objective in
Direction provision Quarry be better supported. Notes that RE-O2 and the RE - Rural Environment section to support

request Association RE-O3 and Rural Environment objectives quarrying activities.

should be referring to quarrying, but considers

references elsewhere in the Plan suggests

this is not the case. Seeks a new or amended

Strategic Direction Objective - Rural

Environment to this effect.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P5 S$182.002 Aggregate and Amend Considers that the provisions in GRUZ-P5 (b) | Amend GRUZ-P5 to recognise the benefits of
General Quarry are reasonable when read individually, as an quarrying activities.
Rural Zone Association overall package the submitter believes they

fail to project a positive impression of

quarrying.
GRUZ - GRUZ-R12 | S182.003 Aggregate and Oppose in | Considers GRUZ-R12(2) currently Amend GRUZ-R12 to better provide for land-
General Quarry part discriminates against land-based quarrying based quarrying and on-site processing
Rural Zone Association where processing activities usually occur on activities

site. Notes that available supply of river-based
aggregates are likely to reduce over time,
requiring more land-based quarrying. With
river extraction, gravel is usually transported
away for processing elsewhere, which is not
the case with land-based quarrying where
processing occurs at the same site. This
provision is a barrier to land-based quarrying
as it becomes more necessary in the
Wairarapa. Considers it is also inconsistent
with the definition of quarrying and quarrying
activities in the Proposed Plan, as well as the
National Planning Standards. These
nationally consistent definitions include
ancillary activities associated with extraction
including processing. Other instruments and
court decisions also recognise processing as
an ancillary activity with a functional and
operational need to be located where the
extraction occurs (although recognises co-
location is not appropriate in the case of river
extraction). This needs to be remedied to

10
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

MPZ -
Maori
Purpose
Zone

Whole
Plan

MPZ-R15

Whole Plan

$182.004

$182.006

Aggregate and
Quarry
Association

Aggregate and
Quarry
Association

Not Stated

Amend

avoid uncertainty and to allow land-based
quarrying, particularly as the Wairarapa is
likely to move towards land-based quarrying.
Considers MPZ-R15(2) currently
discriminates against land-based quarrying
where processing activities usually occur on
site. Notes that available supply of river-based
aggregates are likely to reduce over time,
requiring more land-based quarrying. With
river extraction, gravel is usually transported
away for processing elsewhere, which is not
the case with land-based quarrying where
processing occurs at the same site. This
provision is a barrier to land-based quarrying
as it becomes more necessary in the
Wairarapa. Considers it is also inconsistent
with the definition of quarrying and quarrying
activities in the Proposed Plan, as well as the
National Planning Standards. These
nationally consistent definitions include
ancillary activities associated with extraction
including processing. Other instruments and
court decisions also recognise processing as
an ancillary activity with a functional and
operational need to be located where the
extraction occurs (although recognises co-
location is not appropriate in the case of river
extraction). This needs to be remedied to
avoid uncertainty and to allow land-based
quarrying, particularly as the Wairarapa is
likely to move towards land-based quarrying.
Considers that like highly productive soils,
aggregate deposits can only be sourced from
where they are physically located and where
the industry is able to access them. The
original intent of the NPS-HPL was to protect
highly productive land for future primary
production. Considers this would include
quarrying, recognising that other factors in
addition to soil determine the productive
capacity of land. Notes that land containing
quarry materials is also highly productive, and

Amend MPZ-R15 to better provide for land-
based quarrying and on-site processing
activities

Amend the Plan where it refers to highly
productive land, to recognise that land
containing quarrying materials is also highly
productive.
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Plan
Section

Plan
Provision

Submissio
n Point

Submitter

Position

34

Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Interpretati
on

Whole
Plan

Interpretati
on

GRZ -
General
Residential
Zone

Whole
Plan

Whole
Plan

Definitions

Whole Plan

Definitions

GRZ-S8

Whole Plan

Whole Plan

$182.007

$182.008

$182.009

$188.001

$188.002

$188.003

Aggregate and
Quarry
Association

Aggregate and
Quarry
Association

Aggregate and
Quarry
Association

Aidan Ellims

Aidan Ellims

Aidan Ellims

Support

Amend

Oppose in
part

Amend

Not Stated

Not Stated

considers it is significantly more productive
than soils used for agriculture because of the
value and scarcity of the aggregates
produced relative to the value of agricultural
commodities.

Supports the definition of "primary production”
as it aligns with the National Planning
Standards, as the definition incorporates
quarrying as a primary industry.

Notes that provisions relating to primary
production throughout the Plan exclude
quarrying, and therefore support for primary
production throughout the plan does not
extend to quarrying activities.

Notes the definition of 'highly productive land'
comes from the National Policy Statement for
Highly Productive Land rather than the
National Planning Standards. Notes the NPS-
HPL focuses on land-based agriculture and
reliance on use of the soil resource.
Considers land-based quarrying is also highly
productive, considering the value and scarcity
of aggregates relative to the value of
agricultural commodities.

The submitter does not support requirement
for 5000 litre rainwater collection tank on each
new residential dwelling . Will make little
difference in water conservation or decreasing
the demand for potable water from Council
network.

Targeting and promoting water conservation.
Councils face increasing costs for water
infrastructure networks, with a growing
population and demand for treated potable
water.

Kapiti Coast District Council published a
"Rainwater and Greywater Code of Practice
Guidelines which records that in 2008 in their
District Plan, they required that all new
residential dwellings connected to the town
water supply system must reduce peak
reticulated water used by households by 30%.

Retain the definition of "Primary Production”
as notified.

Amend the Plan where it refers to 'primary
production', to recognise that quarrying
activities are also a primary industry.

No specific relief sought.

Amend provision require a minimum 25,000
litre water tank be installed on all new
dwellings in residential zones with 2 stage UV
and membrane filtration units so that the
rainwater is potable.

Amend Plan to implement a District wide
Water Conservation Plan.

Amend to create a Combined Wairarapa
District wide Rainwater and Greywater Code
of Practice.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
GRZ - New S$188.004 Aidan Ellims Not Stated | Retention/detention systems for grey water Amend to require that all new residential
General provision household systems that treated potable water | dwellings within the WairarapaDistrict be
Residential | request from reticulated water supply is not being required to install Waste Water
Zone used for flushing toilets or irrigation, again Retention/Detention systems.

reducing demand on treated, potable water

supply.
GRZ - New S$188.005 Aidan Ellims Not Stated | Reduce reliance on the struggling reticulated Amend to require all new residential dwellings
General provision town water supply network. within the Wairarapa District, that are already
Residential | request connected to the towns water supply networks
Zone be required to reduce peak reticulated water

use by 30%.

ENG - S276.001 Ainsley Kelly Oppose Supports the submission made by the South Amend provisions as requested in the
Energy Wairarapa Whenua Advisory Group submission by SWWAG (Submission number

(SWWAGQG). 207).
GRUZ - New S$131.001 Aircraft Owners Amend There is no provision within the General Rural | Insert new provision within GRUZ for the
General provision and Pilots Zone for non-commercial rural airstrips not permitted use of rural airstrips for non-
Rural Zone | request Association NZ associated with Primary commercial general aviation:GRUZ-RX: Use

Production/Agricultural Aviation. Compliance A .

is required through NOISE-R1 and NOISE- | ©f rural airstrips for non-commercial

S1, which would severely limit the ability of a = 8eneral aviation1. Activity status:

rural airstrip to be used by aircraft, especially Permitted.

were multiple aircraft were to visit a rural

airstrip on a 'fly-in". District Councils are

required to uphold the long standing and

existing use of private airstrips pre-existing in

the General Rural Zone, under Section 139A.
NOISE - NOISE-S1 S$131.002 Aircraft Owners Amend LAeq (15min) Noise controls applied in <p>Amend NOISE-S1 to use LAeq (day) or
Noise and Pilots District Plan Noise Chapters are not an LAeq (>8hrs) rather than LAeq(15min) as it

Association NZ appropriate assessment criteria for aircraft, relates to non-commercial rural airstrips.

given the very short period of noise (< 30

seconds) an aircraft generates and if that was

to occur within the 15 minutes a noise sample

was taken. Ldn is the metric applied to aircraft

landing areas i.e. airports, and if LAeq is

used, LAeq (day), LAeq (>8hrs) is more

appropriate.
NOISE - NOISE-R1 S131.003 Aircraft Owners Amend LAeq (15min) Noise controls applied in <p>Amend NOISE-S1 to use LAeq (day) or
Noise and Pilots District Plan Noise Chapters are not an LAeq (>8hrs) rather than LAeq(15min) as it

Association NZ

appropriate assessment criteria for aircraft,
given the very short period of noise (< 30
seconds) an aircraft generates and if that was

relates to non-commercial rural airstrips.

13



Plan
Section

Plan Submissio
Provision | n Point

Submitter

Position

36

Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Planning
Maps

RLZ -
Rural
Lifestyle
Zone

NOISE -
Noise

General S243.001
District-

Wide

Matters

$243.002

NOISE-S4 $243.003

Alan Flynn

Alan Flynn

Alan Flynn

Oppose

Oppose

Amend

to occur within the 15 minutes a noise sample
was taken. Ldn is the metric applied to aircraft
landing areas i.e. airports, and if LAeq is
used, LAeq (day), LAeq (>8hrs) is more
appropriate.

Considers the variance from the New Zealand
standards adds unnecessary controls and
cost to an additional 668ha of rural and urban
land, including 69 residential dwellings in the
Masterton and Carterton districts. Considers
these properties should not have reverse
sensitivity controls applied as they are outside
the area specified in NZS 6805:1992 Airport
Noise Management and Land Use Planning
Standard. The requested amendments align
with this New Zealand Standard.

Opposes Rural Lifestyle Zone in the
Masterton District. Notes the location and size
of the zone has fault lines, high natural water
seepage, and is subject to liquefaction risk.
Considers there are different areas around
the Masterton urban boundary that are more
suitable. Considers restricting rural lifestyle
subdivision to one zone limits Masterton's
growth. Considers rural lifestyle sections
under 4ha in size are desirable and an
efficient way of creating a green belt buffer
around the more densely populated urban
areas, while still providing access to urban
amenities to those wishing to live on a rural
lifestyle section. Note Masterton urban
boundary is already fragmented and
considers there is nothing to be gained from
limiting further rural lifestyle subdivision to one
zone. Considers there is no reason why rural
lifestyle subdivision should be treated
differently in Masterton compared to Carterton
or South Wairarapa in a Combined District
Plan.

Considers the variance from the New Zealand
standards adds unnecessary controls and
cost to an additional 668ha of rural and urban

Amend the planning maps:

Amend the Outer Air Noise Boundaries be set
to 55Ldn, and the Air Noise Boundaries be
set at 65 Ldn for Chester Road Helicopters
and Hood Aerodrome

Amend the Outer Air Noise and Air Noise
Boundaries to factor in additional modelling
based on reasonable forecasted growth of
fixed wing and helicopter movements.

Delete the Rural Lifestyle Zone, enable rural
lifestyle subdivision in the same manner as
that proposed for Carterton and South
Wairarapa districts.

Amend NOISE-S4 (consequential
amendments for the following):
Amend the Outer Air Noise Boundaries be set
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
land, including 69 residential dwellings in the to 55Ldn, and the Air Noise Boundaries be
Masterton and Carterton districts. Considers set at 65 Ldn for Chester Road Helicopters
these properties should not have reverse and Hood Aerodrome
sensitivity controls applied as they are outside | Amend the Outer Air Noise and Air Noise
the area specified in NZS 6805:1992 Airport Boundaries to factor in additional modelling
Noise Management and Land Use Planning based on reasonable forecasted growth of
Standard. The requested amendments align fixed wing and helicopter movements.
with this New Zealand Standard. Insert a noise management plan for Chester
Road Helicopters and Hood Aerodrome
enabling measurements of aircraft noise be
undertaken in accordance with NZS
6805:1992.
SUB - SUB-R4 S$89.001 Alastair Oppose in | Submitter seeks to allow the subdivision of a Delete reference to highly productive land in
Subdivisio MacKenzie part 2-3ha block of land that contains a highly SUB-R4(1)(b) as follows: "b. the allotment is
n productive soil overlay, to be able to not located en-highly-productivetand-or
f“bdi"ide land into 2 lots and separate off the | |+ the Martinborough Soils Overlay;"
arger dwelling and build an appropriately
sized dwelling and shed for own use.
Submitter is opposed to the current proposal,
specifically the Rule 4 variation, and believes
that subdividing this property will not
significantly enhance agricultural productivity.
Instead, the submitter proposes that the rates
generated from the subdivision would be
more beneficial to the council and contribute
to the overall development of the local area.
NU - NU-R9 S67.001 Alistair and Jenny | Amend Telecommunications providers are critical to Amend NU-R9 to remove any restrictions on
Network Boyne the wellbeing of the local community and telecommunication companies and their
Utilities remote rural users. sources being able to upgrade their systems.
SASM - Introduction | S67.002 Alistair and Jenny | Oppose in | Concerns around the blanketing of large Delete the blanket covering on properties,
Sites and Boyne part areas of land with multiple landowners and define specific sites.
Areas of the subsequent restrictions placed on
Significanc property. Subdivision has been occurring on
e to Maori land identified as SASM, and the Rangitane
website does not identify significant sites
where the District Plan has.
Planning Natural S67.003 Alistair and Jenny | Amend Map naming/ labels are inaccurate. The Tora | Amend map references and naming.
Maps Environmen Boyne Coastal bush is referred to as Waimoana
t Values wetland and the wetland on Te Oroi to the

south is called Glen burn Coastal strip. There
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
are several others that also appear to be
incorrect.
Whole Whole Plan | S200.001 Allan Fahey Oppose Considers the opt-in/opt-out process for the Amend submissions deadline to afford
Plan Maori Purpose Zone was contentious, tangata whenua o Wairapapa time to consult
speculative, and unclear as to the wider with their whanau and beneficiaries that
involvement of the Maori Land Court (MLC) in | reside within and outside of Wairarapa,
relation to opting in of all lands under their engage with both the Maori Land Court o
jurisdiction. Considers that representatives of | Takitimu, and the Combined Wairarapa
MLC should have been involved in District Council representatives.
consultation and needed to seek permission
with Maori o Wairarapa. Considers that the
Councils breached Te Tiriti (i.e. Article 2 - not
enabling tangata whenua to participate in
decision making and solely relying on advice
of MLC & Article 3 equitable opportunity to
opt-in or out of Maori Purpose Zone opposed
to determining just the opt-in advice from
MLC).
NOISE - NOISE-R9 S$38.001 Amalgamated Support Update of information to the current rapid Amend the specificed address from the old
Noise Helicopters NZ number rapid number of 145 to the new rapid number
LTD 625 Chester road RD1 Carterton 5791 for
Amalgamated helicopters base of operations
in NOISE-R9
NOISE - NOISE-R15 | S38.002 Amalgamated Support To update the rapid number to the new Amend the specified address from the old
Noise Helicopters NZ number. rapid number 145 to the new rapid number
LTD 625 Chester road RD1 Carterton 5791 for
Amalgamated helicopters operations base.
NOISE - NOISE-S2 S38.003 Amalgamated Support To update information on addressing In NOISE-S2 (6)
Noise Helicopters NZ specified. Amend the specified address from the old
LTD rapid number 145 to the new rapid number
625 Chester road RD1 Carterton 5791 for
Amalgamated helicopters operations base.
Planning S59.001 Andrew Duncan Oppose in | Submitter notes their professional experience | Delete liquefaction and fault risk maps until
Maps part with liquefaction studies and reporting and they have all been validated.

suggests the data used for liquefaction and
fault hazards can be inaccurate. Considers all
data should be certified on the ground before
correlating to District Plan rules. Notes that
the maps could alternatively be used as an
advisory layer while this work is undertaken.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
MPZ - S$179.001 Anne Jessie Te Support in | The Maori Purpose Zone has merit, however, | Amend MPZ - Maori Purpose Zone Provisions
Maori Aroha Carter part the logic of it application to all M&ori land to remove the default opt-in status for all
Purpose under the Maori Land Court, and the Maori Land it is applied to. Furthermore,
Zone implications of this approach has not been amend MPZ to be the choice of the
clearly analysed by Council staff. landowners whether or not to opt in on their
The proposal for a Maori Purpose Zone has land being zoned as MPZ.
not been sufficiently consulted on with a large
number of Maori landowners.
Tangata $179.002 Anne Jessie Te Supportin | The Tangata Whenua section of the WCDP Amend to reflect the full range of Maori rights
Whenua Aroha Carter part should be amended to be more inclusive of all | and interest holders at place;
Maori with rights and interests at place e.g., acknowledgement of the role of Maori land
marae and Maori landowners. lwi are not owners as kaitiaki in relation to sites and
mandated to speak on behalf of Maori areas of cultural significance on their whenua.
landowners, Ahuwhenua Trusts and
Incorporations. Owners of Maori land
exercise kaitiakitanga in relation to the sites
and areas of cultural significance. The WCDP
should include a specific requirement to
engage with Maori landowners in this respect.
SWDC - S168.001 Anne-Marie and Oppose The submission details concerns with the Amend the designation for the Pain Farm
Designatio | South David Clements designation change for Pain Farm including Martinborough Wastewater Treatment facility,
ns Wairarapa health and wellbeing, property damage from and reconsider the use of this site.
District overflow, noise, traffic, and property value.
Council
Planning Zones S148.001 Antilles Ltd Amend Considers that the property at 34 Vintners Amend the planning maps to rezone the land
Maps Lane and surrounding properties that are at 34 Vintners Lane and nearby sites less
smaller than 40ha are already fragmented, than 40ha from General Rural Zone to
which limits viable rural production. General Residential Zone.
Planning Specific S148.002 Antilles Ltd Oppose Submits that a recent soil analysis confirms Amend the planning maps to remove 34
Maps Controls the absence of any Class 3 soils at 24 Vintners Lane from the Martinborough Soils
Vintners Lane, and also found the soil type is | Overlay.
not suitable for viticulture.
Planning Zones S148.003 Antilles Ltd Amend Considers that the property at 34 Vintners Amend the planning maps to rezone the land
Maps Lane and surrounding properties that are at 34 Vintners Lane and nearby sites less

smaller than 40ha are already fragmented,
which limits viable rural production. The
Future Urban Zone is a transitional zone and
any future subdivision and development
would require further rezoning and
consideration of specific matters. This would

than 40ha from General Rural Zone to Future
Urban Zone (alternative relief).
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Submitter
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40

Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Definitions

Definitions

Definitions

$167.001

$167.002

$167.003

Ara Poutama
Aotearoa the
Department of
Corrections

Ara Poutama
Aotearoa the
Department of
Corrections

Ara Poutama
Aotearoa the
Department of
Corrections

Amend

Amend

Support

allow for further assessments and ensure
development at an appropriate level.

The PDP currently does not include a
definition for "community corrections activity".
The submitter seeks that a new definition be
added in line with the National Planning
Standards. It is important the National
Planning standards definition is implemented
so that non-custodial community corrections
sites / facilities are appropriately provided for.

The National Planning Standards include a
definition for residential activity and residential
unit. The PDP has both of these. However the
definition of residential unit refers to a
household which is not defined in the PDP
and should be added to provide clarity, that a
household is not necessarily limited to a
family unit or a flatting arrangement.

The definition is consistent with the wording
provided for in the National Planning
Standards. This definition applies to
supported and transitional accommodation
activities including people living in a
residential situation, who are subject to
support and/or supervision. Providing

Insert a definition of "community corrections
activity" as follows:

"Community corrections activity - Has
the same meaning as in the National
PlanningStandards (as set out
below):Means the use of land and
buildings for noncustodial services for
safety, welfare and
communitypurposes, including
probation, rehabilitation
andreintegration services, assessments,
reporting,workshops and programmes,
administration, and ameeting point for
community works groups. "

Insert new definition for Household as
follows:Household: Means a person or
group of people who live together as a
unit whether or not: a. any or all of
them are members of the same family;
or b. one or more members of the
group receives care, support and/or
supervision (whether or not that care,
support and/or supervision is provided
by someone paid to do so).

Retain the definition of "residential activity" as
notified.
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Plan
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Submitter
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41

Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Strategic
Direction

Strategic
Direction

Definitions

Definitions

UFD-0O2

New
provision
request

S$167.004

§$167.005

$167.006

$167.007

Ara Poutama
Aotearoa the
Department of
Corrections
Ara Poutama
Aotearoa the
Department of
Corrections

Ara Poutama
Aotearoa the
Department of
Corrections

Ara Poutama
Aotearoa the
Department of
Corrections

Support

Amend

Support

Oppose in
part

reintegration and rehabilitation support is an
important component of the reintegration
process for people under supervision. It
enables people and communities to provide
for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety.

The definition is consistent with National
Planning Standards. It also applies to units
used for supported and transitional
accommodation activities.

The definition of "residential activity" entirely
captures supported and transitional
accommodation activities, i.e. people living in
a residential situation, who are subject to
support and/or supervision. That is, supported
and transitional accommodation activities use
"land and building(s) for people's living
accommodation" (as per the definition of
"residential activity"). As such, there is no
need for a separate and standalone definition
of "supported residential care facility" and the
associated provisions applying to such
throughout the PDP. However, should Council
see it as being absolutely necessary to
implement the separate definition of
"supported residential care facility", and the
associated provisions throughout the PDP,
then the wording of the definition should be
retained as notified.

This objective enables housing types that
respond to the needs of the South Wairarapa,
Masterton, and Carterton communities, such
as supported and transitional residential
activities.

There is no strategic objective which enables
social and community facilities, which are
essential for the health, social and cultural
wellbeing of the community. Social and
community facilities encompass community
corrections facilities. These are important as
they enable people and communities to
provide for their wellbeing, health and safety.

Retain the definition of "residential unit" as
notified.

1. Delete the definition of "supported
residential care facility" and the associated
provisions applying to such throgughout the
PDP; but

2. If Council are to retain the "supported
residnetial care facility" definition and the
associated PDP provisions, then the wording
of the definition should be retained as notified.

Retain UFD-O2 as naotified.

Insert new Strategic Direction Objective UFD-
OX as follows:UFD-OX - Social and

community facilitiesSocial and
community facilities are enabled to
support the wellbeing of all members of
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
the community.
GRZ - GRZ-R4 S167.008 Ara Poutama Support Permitted activity rules applying to "residential | Retain GRZ-R4 as notified.
General Aotearoa the units" and "residential activities" are
Residential Department of appropriate in the context of establishing and
Zone Corrections operating supported and transitional
accommodation activities i.e. people living in
a residential situation within a unit, who are
subject to support and/or supervision.
GRZ - GRZ-R9 S167.009 Ara Poutama Neutral The definition of "residential activity" entirely 1. Delete rule GRZ-R9 relating to "supported
General Aotearoa the captures supported and transitional residential care facility" from the General
Residential Department of accommodation activities, no need for a Residential Zone; but
Zone Corrections separate definition for "supported residential 2. If Council are to retain the "supported
care facility". residential care facility" definition, then retain
as notified the land use activity rule applying
to "supported residential care facility" in the
General Residential Zone (rule GRZ-R9).
SETZ - SETZ-R4 S$167.010 Ara Poutama Support The permitted activity status is appropriate in Retain SETZ-R4 as notified.
Settlement Aotearoa the the context of the establishment and
Zone Department of operation of supported and transitional
Corrections accommodation activities, i.e. people living in
a residential situation within a unit, who are
subject to support and/or supervision.
SETZ - New S$167.011 Ara Poutama Amend The definition of "residential activity" entirely 1. Retain the zone rule framework as notified
Settlement | provision Aotearoa the captures supported and transitional if the definition of "supported residential care
Zone request Department of accommodation activities. facility" is deleted from the PDP; but

Corrections

However, should Council see it as being
absolutely necessary to implement the
separate definition of "supported residential
care facility", then the submitter requests that
the rules applying to supported and
transitional accommodation activities in the
Settlement Zone are amended.

The zone framework would not otherwise
enable supported residential care facilities
and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in accordance with the default
"Any activity not otherwise listed in this
chapter"” rule (SETZ-R15). It is considered

2. If the definition is retained, then insert a
new permitted activity rule SETZ-RX as

follows:SETZ-RX: Supported Residential
care facilityl. Activity status:
PermittedWhere:a. Compliance is
achieved with:i. SETZ-S1;ii. SETZ-S2;iii.
SETZ-S3;iv. SETZ-S4;v. SETZ-S5;vi. SETZ-
S6;vii. SETZ-S7;viii. SETZ-S8;ix. SETZ-
S9;x. SETZ-S10;xi. SETZ-S11;xii. SETZ-
$12; andb. The maximum occupancy
does not exceed 10 residents
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
transitional accommodation activities are 2. Activity status: Restricted
compatible and appropriate in the settlement Discretionary
zone and any effects can be managed . . .
through restrictions on the number of Where:a. Compliance is not achieved
residents (as is the case in the General with SETZ-RX(1).Matters of discretion:1.
Residential Zone). The effect of non-compliance with the
relevant standard that and the matters
of discretion of any standard that is not
met.2. Whether the activity is
compatible with the character of the
surrounding neighbourhood.3. The
intensity and scale of the activity and
adverse effects on the amenity of
neighbouring properties and the
surrounding neighbourhood,
particularly visual, noise, and privacy
effects.4. The effects on the safe,
effective, and efficient functioning of
the transport network, site access,
parking, servicing, and traffic
generation, including safety for
pedestrians, cyclists, and other road
users.5. Whether the activity is
appropriately located in the Settlement
Zone or other more appropriate zone.
NCZ - NCZ-R4 S167.012 Ara Poutama Support The permitted activity status is appropriate in Retain permitted activity Rule NCZ-R4
Neighbour Aotearoa the the context of the establishment and applying to "residential activities" and
hood Department of operation of supported and transitional "residnetial units" as notified.
Centre Corrections accommodation activities, i.e. people living in
Zone a residential situation within a unit, who are
subject to support and/or supervision.
NCZ - New S167.013 Ara Poutama Neutral The submitters position is that the definition of | 1. Retain the zone rule framework as notified
Neighbour | provision Aotearoa the "residential activity" entirely captures if the definition of "supported residential care
hood request supported and transitional accommodation facility" is removed from the PDP; but

21



44

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point

Centre Department of activities. 2. If the definition is retained, then insert a
Zone Corrections new permitted activity rule SETZ-RX as

However, should Council see it as being
absolutely necessary to implement the
separate definition of "supported residential
care facility", then the submitter requests that
the rules applying to supported and
transitional accommodation activities in the
Neighbourhood Centre Zone are amended.
The zone framework would not otherwise
enable supported residential care facilities
and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in accordance with the default
"Any activity not otherwise listed in this
chapter” rule (NCZ-R16).

Supported and transitional accommodation
activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for
people under supervision and the effects of
such can be managed through the imposition
of a restriction on the maximum number of
residents (10), as is the case in the General
Residential Zone

follows:NCZ-RX - Supported residential
care facilityl. Activity status:
PermittedWhere:a. Compliance is
achieved with:i. NCZ-S1;ii. NCZ-S2;iii.
NCZ-S3;iv. NCZ-S4;v. NCZ-S5;vi. NCZ-
S6;vii. NCZ-S7;viii. NCZ-S8;ix. NCZ-S9;x.
NCZ-510; andb. The maximum
occupancy does not exceed 10
residents.2. Activity status: Restricted
discretionaryWhere:a. Compliance is
not achieved with NCZ-RX(1).Matters of
discretion:1.The effect of non-
compliance with the relevant standard
that and the matters of discretion of
any standard that is not met.2.
Whether the activity is compatible with
the character of the surrounding
neighbourhood.3. The intensity and
scale of the activity and adverse effects
on the amenity of neighbouring
properties and the surrounding
neighbourhood, particularly visual,
noise, and privacy effects.4. The effects
on the safe, effective, and efficient
functioning of the transport network,
site access, parking, servicing, and
traffic generation, including safety for
pedestrians, cyclists, and other road
users.5. Whether the activity is
appropriately located in the
Neighbourhood Centre Zone or other
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
more appropriate zone.
MUZ - MUZ-R4 S167.014 Ara Poutama Support The permitted activity status is appropriate in Retain MUZ-R4 as notified, as it applies to
Mixed Use Aotearoa the the context of the establishment and "residential actiities" and "residential units".
Zone Department of operation of supported and transitional
Corrections accommodation activities, i.e. people living in

a residential situation within a unit, who are

subject to support and/or supervision.
MUZ - New S167.015 Ara Poutama Oppose The submitters position is that the definition of | 1. Retain the zone framework as notified if the
Mixed Use provision Aotearoa the "residential activity" entirely captures definition of "supported residential care
Zone request Department of supported and transitional accommodation facility" is removed from the PDP; but

Corrections activities. A separate definition for "supported | 2. If the definition is retained, then insert a
residential care facility" is unnecessary. new permitted activity rule MUZ-RX as
. ' . follows:MUZ-RX - Supported residential

However, should COUhCI'| see it as being care facility1. Activity status:

absolutely necessary to implement the )

separate definition of "supported residential PermittedWhere:a. The supported

care facility", then the submitter requests that | residential care facility is within a

B o o e FeSidentialunit that comlies with

Mixed Use Zone are amended. The activity MUZ-R1(1) or MUZ-R3; andb. The

would otherwise be discretionary under MUZ- | maximum occupancy does not exceed

R17. 10 residents.2. Activity status:

Supported and transitional accommodation DiscretionaryWhere:a. Compliance is

activities are important for the rehabilitation not achieved with MUZ-RX(1).

and reintegration process for people under

supervision. They are consistent with the

character and amenity of such zone, and the

effects of such can be managed through the

imposition of a restriction on the maximum

number of residents (10), as is the case in the

General Residential Zone.
MUZ - New S167.016 Ara Poutama Oppose The submitter requests that the activity rules, 1. Insert a new permitted activity rule for
Mixed Use | provision Aotearoa the as they would apply to community corrections | "community corrections activity" in the Mixed
Zone request Department of activity in the Mixed Use Zone, are amended. | Use Zone, as follows:MUZ-RX -

Corrections

The zone rules do not enable community
corrections activities, and provides
discretionary activity status for these activities
in the zone, in accordance with the default
"Any activity not otherwise listed in this
chapter" rule (MUZR17). Community

Community corrections activity not
including buildings and structuresl.
Activity status: PermittedWhere:a.
Compliance is achieved with:i. MUZ-
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
corrections activities are essential social $6.2. Activity status: Restricted
mfrast.ructure and.play a valuable role in discretionaryWhere:a. Compliance is
reducing reoffending.
not achieved with MUZ-RX(1).Matters
The Mixed Use Zone provides appropriate of discretion:1. The effect of non-
Iocatlor)s W|th|n which to establish community compliance with any relevant standard
corrections sites. The proposed rule adopts a A .
similar framework to that for community and the matters of discretion of any
facilities in the Mixed use Zone (rule MUZ- standard that is not met.
R8).
TCZ - TCZ-R12 S167.017 Ara Poutama Support The permitted activity status is appropriate in Retain the permitted activity rule TCZ-R12
Town Aotearoa the the context of the establishment and applying to "residential activities" and
Centre Department of operation of supported and transitional "residential units" in the Town Centre Zone.
Zone Corrections accommodation activities, i.e. people living in
a residential situation within a unit, who are
subject to support and/or supervision.
TCZ - New S167.018 Ara Poutama Oppose The definition of "residential activity" entirely 1. Retain the zone framework as notified if the
Town provision Aotearoa the captures supported and transitional definition of "supported residential care
Centre request Department of accommodation activities. If the rule for facility" is removed from the PDP; but
Zone Corrections "supported residential care facility" is to 2. If the definition is retained, then insert a
remain then supported and transitional new permitted activity rule TCZ-RX as
accommodation activities would then be by follows:TCZ-RX - Supported residential
defg@eCretionary activity. care facilityl. Activity status:
Supported and transitional accommodation PermittedWhere:a. The supported
activities are an important component of the residential care facility is within a
rehabilitation and reintegration process for residential unit that complies with TCZ-
people under supervision. Supported and .
transitional accommodation activities are R1 or TCZ-R3; andb. The maximum
compatible and appropriate in the Town occupancy does not exceed 10
Centre Zone, noting that residential activities | resjdents.2. Activity status:
are enabled as of right in the zone. They are Di . Where:a. C li .
consistent with the character and amenity of IscretionaryWhere:a. Compliance Is
such zones, and the effects of such can be not achieved with TCZ-RX(1).
managed through the imposition of a
restriction on the maximum number of
residents (10), as is the case in the General
Residential Zone.
TCZ - New S167.019 Ara Poutama Oppose The zone rules do not enable community 1. Insert a new permitted activity rule for
Town provision Aotearoa the corrections activities, and provides "community corrections activity"in the Town
Centre request Department of discretionary activity status for these activities | Centre Zone, as follows:TCZ-RX -
Zone Corrections in the zone, in accordance with the default
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
"Any activity not otherwise listed in this COmmunity corrections activityl.
chapter” rule (TCZ-R16)ggommunity Activity status: PermittedWhere:a.
corrections activities are essential social h . . o
infrastructure and play a valuable role in Compliance is achieved with:i. TCZ-S6.2.
reducing reoffending. Activity status: Restricted
The Town Centre Zone provides appropriate dlscretlf)naryW.here.a. Compliance is
locations within which to establish community = NOt achieved with TCZ-RX(1).Matters of
corrections sites, in that the zones are in discretion:1. The effect of non-
areas that are easily accessible to individuals, | compliance with the relevant standard
and is a zone within which community . .
facilities, business and other similar activities and the matters of discretion for any
are enabled as of right. infringed standard(s).
GIZ - New S$167.020 Ara Poutama Oppose in | The submitter requests that the activity rules, 1. Insert a new permitted activity rule for
General provision Aotearoa the part as they would apply to "community "community corrections activity" in the
Industrial request Department of corrections activity" in the General Industrial General Industrial Zone, as follows:GIZ-RX -
Zone Corrections Zone, are amended. The zone rulgg. .dO not Community corrections activityl.
enable community corrections activities and L. i
provides discretionary activity status for these | Activity status: PermittedWhere:a.
activities in the zone, in accordance with the Compliance is achieved with:i. GIZ-S5;ii.
default "Any activity not otherwise listed in this _CG- - ivi .
chapter” rule (GIZ-R14). Community G!Z 56,'and|||. Glz-S7.2. Actwn?y stat.us.
corrections activities are essential social DiscretionaryWhere:a. Compliance is
infrastructure and play a valuable role in not achieved with GIZ-RX(1).
reducing reoffending. Industrial areas provide
suitable sites for community corrections
activities (like community work components,
yard based activities etc.)
Community corrections activities are a
compatible and appropriate activity in
industrial zones. They are consistent with the
character and amenity of such zones.
Furthermore, as community corrections
facilities are not sensitive to the effects of
commercial and industrial environments (e.g.
noise, high traffic movements, etc), they are
not prone to reverse sensitivity.
Whole Whole Plan | $16.001 Arya Franklyn Support Considers Councils should explore provisions | Amend the District Plan to enable use of
Plan for using recycled aggregates from a local recycled aggregates from local sources

25



Plan
Section

Plan
Provision

Submissio
n Point

Submitter

Position

48

Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Whole
Plan
Planning
Maps

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

Whole Plan

Zones

SUB - Table
1

SUB-R2

$16.002

§52.001

$257.002

$257.003

Arya Franklyn

Audrey Rendle

Audrey Sebire

Audrey Sebire

Support

Oppose

Oppose in
part

Oppose in
part

source which will cut down on carbon
emissions.

Generally supports the Proposed District Plan

Properties to the west of Chamberlain Road
are lifestyle blocks that meet criteria for Rural
Lifestyle Zone.

Considers 40ha blocks will only be affordable
to existing, large-scale farmers and large
corporations. Consequently, existing small
blocks will become more scarce will become
less affordable. Considers the rules need to
better distinguish between rural residential
use and small-block farms, considering
different productive uses are possible on
smaller blocks such as gardens, horses,
sheep, cattle, orchards, native nurseries.
Considers more research is needed to
understand productivity of small blocks.
Considers large lot size does not necessarily
correlate with productivity. Considers there
are alternative ways to reduce land
fragmentation other than a large minimum lot
size. Notes smaller farms can contribute to
food resilience and provide economic
benefits, encourages diversity of productive
land use, enable smaller-scale farmers
equitable access to land, burden of rural land
rates.

Seeks to make rural subdivision a restricted
discretionary activity in which discretion can
be exercised and should be limited to
satisfying clause 3.8 of NPS-HPL) and all
subdivision applicants (under and over the
minimum lot size) are required to demonstrate
that the proposed lots and the remaining lot
will retain the overall productive capacity of
the subject land over the long term (satisfy
clause 3.8/3.10 of the NPS-HPL). Considers
other measures can avoid or discourage

None requested

Amend zoning of properties west of
Chamberlain Road, Upper Plain, Masterton
from General Rural Zone to Rural Lifestyle
Zone.

Amend SUB-Table 1 to change the minimum
lot size in the General Rural Zone to 3ha.

Amend SUB-R2 to make all subdivision in the
General Rural Zone a Restricted
Discretionary activity with matters of
discretion relating to clauses 3.8 and 3.10 of
the National Policy Statement for Highly
Productive Land.
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GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone
GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

GRUZ-R8

New
provision
request
Definitions

Definitions

$257.004

§257.005

§72.001

§72.002

Audrey Sebire Amend

Audrey Sebire Support

Aviation New Neutral
Zealand - New

Zealand

Helicopter

Association

Aviation New
Zealand - New
Zealand
Helicopter
Association

Support in
part

cumulative fragmentation and loss of
productivity, such as limiting the number of
lots in a single subdivision, only allowing
frontage of new lots on existing roads,
requiring all houses on new lots relocatable,
restricting new hard infrastructure e.g. roads,
footpaths, streets, and encouraging unsealed
driveways.

Considers the rules need to better distinguish
between rural residential use and small-block
farms

Considers pine plantations affect the visual
character of the rural environment, adverse
effects of monoculture

Helicopter Aviation is often combined into one
category, but considers this is better split into
recreational and commercial. NZHA supports
most of the provisions in this plan for
recreational aviation. However Commercial
Helicopter Aviation has many positive benefits
which if the single category is applied are
restricted, substantially reducing their
effectiveness and significantly reducing the
ability to positively benefit the social,
economic and culture of the public in the
District. Commercial helicopter operations are
used in a wide range of public good activities
such as (but not limited to), aerial spotting,
asset management, construction and
maintenance (including powerlines and
telecommunications), disaster relief work,
flight training, frost protection, gravelling
tracks, infrastructure repairs and
development, science and research, search
and rescue, surveillance, survey operations,
tourism, transportation of people, TV and film.
Commercial Helicopter Aviation operations
are often required for a small timeframe and
then that site is often not used again or used
infrequently. This definition would allow the
Plan to allow the operation of Commercial
Helicopter Aviation Operations.

Amend GRUZ-RS8 to limit dwelling size to
180m2

Insert a new provision to limit pine plantation
forestry in the district.

Insert a new definition for "Commercial
Helicopter Aviation" (specific wording not
provided)

Insert an additional Definition for "Temporary
Commercial Helicopter Aviation Landing
Area" (specific wording not provided)
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ASW -
Activities
on the
Surface of
Water

NOISE -
Noise

NOISE -
Noise

ASW-P1

Introduction

NOISE-R2

§72.003

§72.004

§72.005

Aviation New
Zealand - New
Zealand
Helicopter
Association

Aviation New
Zealand - New
Zealand
Helicopter
Association

Aviation New
Zealand - New
Zealand
Helicopter
Association

Support

Support in
part

Support in
part

Commercial Helicopter Aviation provides
access for activities that happen on and in
waterways in New Zealand for recreation (by
people) and for scientific, research and
monitoring activities as often access by
helicopter is the only means of safe transport
to and from these areas.

Seeks that Council recognises that the rule
does not consider the full range of temporary
and infrequent commercial operations
necessary for positive social, economic, and
cultural outcomes for the district. Commercial
helicopter operations are used in a wide
range of public good activities such as (but
not limited to), aerial spotting, asset
management, construction and maintenance
(including powerlines and
telecommunications), disaster relief work,
flight training, frost protection, gravelling
tracks, infrastructure repairs and
development, science and research, search
and rescue, surveillance, survey operations,
tourism, transportation of people, TV and film.
If these activities are restricted, considers
there would be job and economic losses in
the region. Some simple operations such as
moving plant and equipment onto sites would
require large setbacks often rendering them
non-compliant with either R3 or R3a and
therefore unable to be completed. The two
return flights per day would also be exceeded
(example of three return flights needed to lift a
water tank into place, or frost protection
requiring 15).

The NZHA supports this rule as a variety of
construction, maintenance and demolition
activities are replied on through the use of
helicopters where cranes are not suitable for
a variety of reasons. Construction noise

Retain ASW-P1 as notified.

Amend the introductory text under the 'Rules'
heading to except commercial helicopter
aviation from the rules and standards of the
NOISE chapter: "d. Agriculture, horticulture,
pastoral farming, and conservation, activities
undertaken for a limited duration, including
using agricultural vehicles, agricultural

aviation, commercial helicopter aviation,
helicopter landing areas..."

Amend NOISE-R2 to exempt aircraft noise
while conducting construction activities.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
therefore should be the limiting factor for
aircraft noise in this instance. Considers
aircraft noise should be exempt from NOISE-
R2 due to the temporary and infrequent take
offs and landings.
NOISE - NOISE-R8 S72.006 Aviation New Oppose in | The NZHA supports the rule above in respect | Amend NOISE-RS8 to allow for Commercial
Noise Zealand - New part to providing for Private Operations from a Aviation as a permitted activity where the
Zealand fixed location Heliport such as at a private activity is no more than 315 hours or 30 days,
Helicopter residence. However, considers this rule does | whichever is greater in a calendar year of
Association not consider the full range of temporary and helicopter operations on the same site.
infrequent commercial operations necessary
for positive social, economic, and cultural
outcomes for the district.
NOISE - NOISE-S2 S72.007 Aviation New Support in | Considers it is correct for other Emergency Amend NOISE-S2 to separate section 6d
Noise Zealand - New part Helicopter Activities to be separated into its (under Helicopters at Chester Road) into its
Zealand own subsection of NOISE-S2. Considers as own standard for the operation of helicopter
Helicopter written, it could be confusing if other activities | activities that are exempt from complying with
Association would or would not be acceptable in NOISE- NOISE-S2.
S2 as it is defined in relation to 145 Chester
Road.
NOISE - NOISE-S2 S72.008 Aviation New Support Placing this limitation into this section could Amend NOISE-S2 to provide for
Noise Zealand - New be a suitable place for commercial aviationto | Commercial Helicopter Aviation
Zealand become permitted leaving NOISE-R8 mostly . .
Helicopter intact with the addition similar to NOISE-Rg | Activities subject to the standard that
Association that the activity is Permitted providing "no more than 315 flight hours or 30
compliance is achieved with NOISE-S2 (and | days which ever is greater in a calendar
proposed decision limitation above) year of helicopter operations on the
same site."
NOISE - NOISE-P7 S72.009 Aviation New Supportin | Commercial aviation varies in its activity, and Amend NOISE-P7 to include reference to
Noise Zealand - New part is a noisy activity which is of limited duration Commercial Aviation.
Zealand and frequency.
Helicopter
Association
NOISE - NOISE-P8 S72.010 Aviation New Supportin | Helicopters are widely used for Frost Amend NOISE-P8 to provide for helicopters
Noise Zealand - New part Protection as not all sites are able to use used for frost protection purposes.
Zealand other frost devices. These activities are time-
Helicopter limited, and limits produce lost to frost which
Association provides economic benefits to the region.

Seeks that helicopters are provided for in
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
NOISE-P8 providing the other noise
requirements on temperature and use are
met.
NOISE - NOISE-P1 S72.011 Aviation New Support Many helicopter operations are essential to Retain NOISE-P1 as notified.
Noise Zealand - New the wellbeing of the public in the district and if
Zealand restricted would remove jobs, economic
Helicopter benefits and could seriously affect Helicopter
Association operators ability to thrive in the region. NZHA
generally supports this Policy providing
existing Commercial Helicopter Activities are
permitted.
NOISE - NOISE-P2 S72.012 Aviation New Support Many helicopter operations are essential to Retain NOISE-P2 as notified.
Noise Zealand - New the wellbeing of the public in the district and if
Zealand restricted would remove jobs, economic
Helicopter benefits and could seriously affect Helicopter
Association operators ability to thrive in the region. NZHA
suports in part the Policy where it allows for
the use of Helicopters to positively benefit the
region.
NOISE - NOISE-P3 S72.013 Aviation New Support NZHA supports NOISE-P3. Retain NOISE-P3 as notified.
Noise Zealand - New
Zealand
Helicopter
Association
NOISE - NOISE-P5 S72.014 Aviation New Support NZHA supports P5 Retain NOISE-P5 as notified.
Noise Zealand - New
Zealand
Helicopter
Association
NOISE - NOISE-R8 S72.015 Aviation New Oppose in | Seeks that Council recognises that the rule Amend NOISE-R8 to remove setback
Noise Zealand - New part does not consider the full range of temporary | limitations for Commercial Helicopter
Zealand and infrequent commercial operations operations that are temporary and infrequent
Helicopter necessary for positive social, economic, and and abide by the permitted activity standard.
Association cultural outcomes for the district.
Definitions S208.001 Ballance Agri- Support The definition covers the appropriate scope of | Retain the definition for agricultural aviation
Interpretati Nutrients agricultural aviation activities.
on
Definitions S208.002 Ballance Agri- Support Ballance supports the use of the NPS Retain the definition of primary production
Interpretati Nutrients definition of primary production.
on
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Definitions S208.003 Ballance Agri- Support The definition clearly defines rural airstrips Retain the definition for rural airstrip.

Interpretati Nutrients and their use in support of primary production

on

Strategic RE-O2 S208.004 Ballance Agri- Support This objective highlights the importance of Retain the objective RE-O2

Direction Nutrients primary production to the economic and social
wellbeing of the region and the need for
primary production to be protected

SUB - SUB-P5 S208.005 Ballance Agri- Support The policy provides protection for primary Retain the policy SUB-P5

Subdivisio Nutrients production and ancillary activities, and

n provides for protection from reverse sensitivity
effects

NOISE - NOISE-O1 S208.006 Ballance Agri- Support It is important for the benefits of noise Retain the objective NOISE-O1

Noise Nutrients generating activities that align with the
character and amenity values of a zone, to be
recognized as being important for the
economy of the region. Agricultural aviation is
one such noise generating activity.

NOISE - NOISE-02 S208.007 Ballance Agri- Support It is important for noise generating activities, Retain the objective NOISE-O2

Noise Nutrients such as agricultural aviation, which support
the regional economy, are protected from
reverse sensitivity effects.

NOISE - NOISE-P8 S208.008 Ballance Agri- Supportin | Itis important to recognize that noisy Amend NOISE-P8:

Noise Nutrients part equipment should include agricultural aviation | The use of noisy equipment that has a limited
as an ancillary activity supporting primary duration and frequency (in particular, audible
production bird scaring devices, agricultural aviation

activities and frost protection devices,
and harvesters) that supports
agriewttural-primary production in the
rural environment is enabled by
exempting these activities from noise
limits, subject to reasonable use.

GRUZ - GRUZ-O1 S208.009 Ballance Agri- Support It is important to recognize the importance of Retain the objective GRUZ-O1

General Nutrients primary production and ancillary activities to

Rural Zone the region, and that activities that support

primary production and have a functional
need to be located in the GRUZ are provided
for.
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interpretation is sufficient data to create a
hazard in this area and the subsequent issues
for current and prospective landowners. The
map aligns with the known river terraces
which are boulder strewn with well rounded
rocks, hence waterborne in their opinion.

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
GRUZ - GRUZ-05 S208.010 Ballance Agri- Support It is important for primary production to be Retain the objective GRUZ-O5
General Nutrients protected against the effects of reverse
Rural Zone sensitivity.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P1 S208.011 Ballance Agri- Supportin | It is important for ancillary activities that Amend GRUZ-P1
General Nutrients part support primary production to be recognized. a. Enable primary production activities and
Rural Zone ancillary activities to primary
production, that are compatible with the
purpose, character, and amenity values
of the General Rural Zone.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P6 S208.012 Ballance Agri- Support The policy provides protection for primary Retain the policy GRUZ-P6
General Nutrients production and ancillary activities and
Rural Zone provides for protection from reverse sensitivity
effects.
GRUZ - GRUZ-R6 S208.013 Ballance Agri- Support A rule providing for agricultural aviation Retain the rule GRUZ-R6
General Nutrients activities in the GRUZ chapter provides
Rural Zone clarity.
Planning Natural S37.001 Barbie Barton Oppose in | The site 156 Underhill Road has QEII Amend the extent of ONFL1
Maps Environmen part covenants and the owners have invested in Tararua/Rimutaka Forest Parks to exclude the
t Values maintaining this area. The submitter believes property at 156 Underhill Road.
it is unnecessary to have an ONFL overlay on
the property when existing covenants protect
it.
SWDC - S133.001 Beverley Clark Oppose Oppose use of Pains Farm for wastewater Amend designation SWDC-S-26
Designatio | South disposal purposes, as it would preclude the Martinborough wastewater land based
ns Wairarapa land being used and/or rented out for disposal - Pains Farm to change its use from
District livestock or crops, and will degrade the soil for | wastewater disposal to productive use.
Council any future productive use.
Planning Hazards S217.001 Bob Tosswill Oppose in | Submitter does not believe that a LIDAR Amend the planning maps to remove the
Maps and Risks part based assessment with a desktop Woodside fault, subject to further testing to

determine whether the mapping is accurate or
not.
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Section Provision | n Point
SCHED2 - | Heritage S$33.001 Bosch Property Support in | Seeks further clarification surrounding a Amend provisions to provide clarity as to
Schedule Precincts Management Co part Queen Street Heritage Precinct. Clarification whether or not there will be a Queen Street
of Heritage Ltd as to if there is to be one, what this would Heritage Precinct.
Precincts mean for building owners and what
restrictions would be in place regarding
changes to the fagcade/ whole building.
SCHED2 - | Heritage S$33.002 Bosch Property Support Supports SCHED2 - Heritage Precincts in the | Retain SCHED2.
Schedule Precincts Management Co Proposed District Plan.
of Heritage Ltd
Precincts
Definitions S238.001 bp Oil New Support The 'accessory building' definition is Retain the 'accessory building' definition as
Interpretati Zealand Limited, supported, on the basis that includes proposed.
on Mobil Oil New detached buildings that are ancillary to
Zealand Limited buildings or activities that are or could be
and Z Energy lawfully established (e.g., permitted activities
Limited ('the Fuel or via resource consent) on the site.
Companies')
Definitions S238.002 bp Oil New Support The 'addition’ definition is supported. Retain the 'addition’ definition as proposed.
Interpretati Zealand Limited,
on Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
Definitions S238.003 bp Oil New Support The 'alteration’ definition is supported. Retain the 'alteration' definition as proposed.
Interpretati Zealand Limited,
on Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
Definitions S238.004 bp Oil New Support The 'commercial activity' definition is Retain the 'commercial activity' definition as
Interpretati Zealand Limited, supported. proposed.
on Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
Definitions S$238.005 bp Oil New Support The 'contaminated land' definition is Retain the 'contaminated land' definition as
Interpretati Zealand Limited, supported. proposed.
on Mobil Oil New

Zealand Limited
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Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Definitions

Definitions

Definitions

Definitions

Definitions

Definitions

$238.006

$§238.007

$238.008

$238.009

$§238.010

$238.011

and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

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

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

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

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

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

bp Oil New
Zealand Limited,
Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support in
part

The 'drive-through activities' definition is
supported.

The 'earthworks' definition is supported.

The 'hazard sensitive activities' definition is
supported on the basis that it does not include
service stations or truck stops. This
submission is related to the Fuel Companies
submissions on the 'potentially hazardous
sensitive activities' definition and Natural
Hazards chapter.

The 'hazardous substance' definition is
supported.

The 'land disturbance' definition is supported.

The 'less hazard sensitive activities' definition
is supported in principle and its inclusion of
accessory buildings used for non-habitable
purposes. It is, however, unclear as to the

Retain the 'drive-through activities' definition
as proposed.

Retain the 'earthworks' definition as proposed.

Retain the 'hazard sensitive activities'
definition as proposed.

Retain the 'hazardous substance' definition as
proposed.

Retain the 'land disturbance' definition as
proposed.

Amend the 'less hazard sensitive activities'
definition as follows:

Less hazard sensitive activities: Means
activities that are less sensitive to natural
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Section Provision | n Point
and Z Energy classification of activities that are not listed hazards, which are:
Limited ('the Fuel under this definition, the 'hazard sensitive a. Accessory buildings used for non-habitable
Companies') activities' definition or the 'potentially hazard purposes;
sensitive activities' definition. HOWeVer, the b. Park management act|v|ty, a.n.d.
natural hazards chapter introduction does 1 ¢ ‘g, /idings and structures associated
state that all other activities not listed as being . o
hazard sensitive or potentially hazard with temporary activities:; and d. Any
sensitive is considered less hazard sensitive. other activities which are not hazard
Adoptigfegs approach, an drggigment is. sensitive activities or potentially hazard
sought to classify that activities not otherwise .. .
defined as being hazard sensitive or sensitive activities.
potentially hazard sensitive are less hazard
sensitive.
Definitions S238.012 bp Oil New Support The 'potentially hazard sensitive activities' Retain the 'potentially hazard sensitive
Interpretati Zealand Limited, definition is supported on the basis that activities' definition as proposed.
on Mobil Oil New service stations and truck stops are captured
Zealand Limited by this definition as they are 'commercial
and Z Energy activities'. This submission is related to the
Limited ('the Fuel Fuel Companies submissions on the
Companies') 'potentially hazard sensitive activities'
definition and Natural Hazards chapter.
Definitions S238.013 bp Oil New Support The 'retail activities' definition is supported. Retain the 'retail activities' definition as
Interpretati Zealand Limited, proposed.
on Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited (‘the Fuel
Companies')
Definitions S238.014 bp Oil New Support The 'service station' definition is supported on | Retain 'service station' definition as proposed.
Interpretati Zealand Limited, the basis that it applies to service stations and
on Mobil Oil New truck stops.
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
Definitions S238.015 bp Oil New Support in | The significant hazardous facility definition is Amend the 'significant hazardous facility'
Interpretati Zealand Limited, part supported in principle however, there appears | definition as follows:
on Mobil Oil New to be a formatting error that has resulted in all | "Means the use of land and/or buildings for

Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

other activities being nested under (a). An
amendment is sought to correct this apparent
error.

one or more of the following activities:a.
Manufacturing of hazardous substances
and associated storage (including
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industries manufacturing agrochemicals,
fertilisers, acids/ alkalis, or paints);b. &
Oil and gas exploration and extraction
facilities;c.-4+ Purpose built bulk storage
facilities for the storage of hazardous
substances (other than petrol, diesel, or
LPG);d. iii= The storage. use of more than
100,000L of petrol;e. i The storage/use
of 100,000L of diesel;f. v The
storage/use of more than 6 tonnes of
LPG; g. v Galvanising plants; h. v
Electroplating and metal treatment
facilities;i. v Tanneries;j. ix Timber
treatment k. - Freezing works and
rendering plants;l. xi- Wastewater
treatment plants;m. xi- Metal smelting
and refining (including batter refining or
recycling);n. xi= Milk treatment plants;o.
xiv—Fibreglass manufacturing;p. xw
Polymer foam manufacturing; and q. »wi-
Landfills.

For the avoidance of doubt, the
following activities are not considered to
be significant hazardous facilities:

a. the incidental use and storage of
hazardous...

f. £The underground storage of petrol
and diesel at service stations undertaken
in accordance with HSNOCOP 44 Below
Ground Stationary Container Systems for
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Petroleum - Design and Installation and
HSNOCOP 45 Below Ground Container
Systems for Petroleum - Operation;
NU - NU-R10 S238.016 bp Oil New Supportin | The Fuel Companies support a permitted Amend Rule NU-R10 as follows:
Network Zealand Limited, part activity pathway for electric vehicle charging NU-R10 Communications kiosk or minor utility
Utilities Mobil Oil New stations (EVCS). The permitted activity structures and cabinets, and electric vehicle

Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

pathway for ECVS under Rule NU-R10 in all
zones is supported but it is unclear if this rule
also applies to EVCS installed and operated
by those who are not network utility operators
(as defined under the RMA and PDP), such
as service station operators. This is due to the
rule's location in the Network Utility chapter,
the rule's matters of discretion referring to
network utilities, and the absence of an EVCS
rule in the Transport chapter.

charging stations

All zones

1. Activity Status: Permitted

Where:

a. the structure does not exceed :

i. A height of 3.5m and an area of 1.5m2; or
ii. A height of 2m and an area of 5m2; and

b. Compliance is achieved with

i NU-S4; and

ii. NU-S5.Note: For the purpose of this
rule, electric vehicle charging station
installers and/ or operators do not need
to be a Network Utility Operator.

2. Activity status: Restricted
discretionary

Where:

a. Compliance is not achieved with NU-
R10(1)(a).

Matters of discretion:

1. The functional need and operational
need of, and benefits from, the aetweork
wtility activity, including the potential
impact on the levels of service or health
and safety if the work is not undertaken.
2. The bulk, height, location, and design
of the network utility activity, including
any associated buildings or structures.
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3. The amenity values of the respective
zone and the extent to which any
adverse amenity effects can be avoided,
remedied or mitigated.

4. The effects of non-compliance with
any relevant Network Utilities Standards.
5. The location of the retwerk-utilities
activity, including the need for
connections to existing networks and
services.

6. Effects on areas of outstanding natural
features and landscapes, waterbodies,
indigenous vegetation, historic heritage,
and sites and areas of significance to
Maori.

All zones

3. Activity status: Non-complying
Where:

a. Compliance is not achieved with NU-
S4 or NU-S5.

AND/ OR

Insert a new Rule TR-RXX under the
Transport chapter as follows:

TR-RXX Electric charging stationsAll
zonesl. Activity status: Permitted
Where:a. The structure does not
exceed:i. A height of 3.5m and an area
of 1.5m2: orii. A height of 2m and an
area of 5m2All zones2. Activity status:
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Restricted discretionaryWhere:a.
Compliance is not achieved with TR-
RXX(1)(a).Matters of discretion:1. The
functional need and operational need
of, and benefits from, the activity.2. The
extent and effect of non-compliance on
the streetscape, pedestrian safety and
the amenity of the area.3. The effects
on areas of outstanding natural
features and landscapes, waterbodies,
indigenous vegetation, historic
heritage, and sites and areas of
significance to Maori.
TR - TR-O3 S238.017 bp Oil New Support Objective TR-O3 is supported Retain Objective TR-O3 as proposed.
Transport Zealand Limited,
Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
TR - TR-P7 S238.018 bp Oil New Supportin | Policy TR-P7 is supported in principle Amend Policy TR-P7 as follows:
Transport Zealand Limited, part however, an amendment is sought to apply TR-P7 High Traffic Generating Activities
Mobil Oil New the Policy to new high traffic generation

Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

activities or existing high traffic generating
activities exceeding the specified traffic
generation thresholds. This is so the Policy
does not curtail or require an Integrated
Transport Assessment (ITA) for upgrades or
development to existing high traffic generating
activities, such as existing service stations,
that does not change the overall character
and intensity of use nor results in additional
traffic volumes which the PDP seeks to
manage.

This submission relates to the submission on
Rule TR-R5.

Require new high traffic generating
activities, or expansions of existing high
traffic generating activities that exceed
traffic generation thresholds, which
propose to access and utilise the
districts' roads to be assessed in an
integrated Transport Assessment
prepared by a suitably qualified traffic
specialist that demonstrates how any
adverse effects on the road transport
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TR -
Transport

TR-R5

§238.019

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

Support in
part

As it reads, Rule TR-R5 requires restricted
discretionary activity resource consent for
activities which exceed the thresholds in
Table TR-16 of Standard TR-S29. This rule
also requires the application to be supported
by an Integrated Transport Assessment (ITA),
the comprehensiveness of which is
determined by Table TR-18 based on the
highest activity status of the resource consent
application. The Fuel Companies supports
this approach in principle; however, they seek
clarification that the thresholds (and therefore
Rule TR-R5 and Standard TR-S29) only apply
to a new activity or the expansion of an
existing activity that increases its character
and intensity. For example, the establishment

network will be avoided, remedied,
mitigated, and assesses:

a. the road's capacity and the likely
effect of the proposed use on the road
and its users;

b. effects on the amenity values and the
need for road maintenance agreements;
c. the effect on ongoing maintenance of
the road and the need for road
maintenance agreements;

d. whether opportunities for alternative
access and/ or routes exist;

e. appropriate traffic management and
travel demand management
mechanisms;

f. whether it is appropriate to stage the
activity and/or undertake improvements
to the transport network; and

g. cumulative effects.

Amend Rule TR-R5 as follows:

TR-R5 High Traffic Generating Activities
All zones

1. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
Where:

a. Any new activity or expansion of an
exiting activity that generates an
average daily traffic volume or peak hour
traffic volume that exceeds the
thresholds in Standard TR-S29.

[...]
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of a new service station or the expansion of
an existing service station where that
expansion exceeds the thresholds of Table
TR-16. The Fuel Companies seek this to
ensure that the rule and standard are not
triggered by upgrades or development to
existing service stations that does not change
the overall character and intensity of use nor
results in additional traffic volumes which the
PDP seeks to manage.
CL- Introduction | S238.020 bp Oil New Support The amendments to the Contaminated Land Retain the Contaminated Land chapter
Contamina Zealand Limited, chapter introduction since the DDP is introduction as notified.
ted Land Mobil Oil New supported.
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
CL- CL-O1 S238.021 bp Oil New Support Objective CL-O1 is supported. Retain Objective CL-O1 as notified.
Contamina Zealand Limited,
ted Land Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
CL - CL-P2 S238.022 bp Oil New Support in | Policy CL-P2 is supported in principle, Amend Policy CL-P2 as follows:
Contamina Zealand Limited, part however, an amendment is sought to change | Manage the subdivision, change of use, or
ted Land Mobil Oil New "sites" under clause (2) to "land" so that it is disturbance of contaminated land to ensure it
Zealand Limited consistent with the rest of the policy and its is safe for human health by:
and Z Energy references to contaminated land and 1. Encouraging a best practice approach to
Limited ('the Fuel potentially contaminated land. site management for sites land with
Companies') elevated contaminant levels, which may
include remediation, containment,
and/or disposal of contaminated soil;
and
2. eEnsuring the land is suitable for its
intended use.
HAZ - Introduction | S238.023 bp Oil New Support The Hazardous Substances chapter Retain the Hazardous Substances chapter
Hazardous Zealand Limited, introduction is supported. introduction as notified.
Mobil Oil New
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Substance Zealand Limited
s and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
HAZ - HAZ-O1 S238.024 bp Oil New Support Objective HAZ-O1 is supported. Retain Objecitve HAZ-O1 as notified.
Hazardous Zealand Limited,
Substance Mobil Oil New
s Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
HAZ - HAZ-O2 S238.025 bp Oil New Support Objective HAZ-O2 is supported. Retain Objective HAZ-O2 as notified.
Hazardous Zealand Limited,
Substance Mobil Oil New
s Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
HAZ - HAZ-P1 S238.026 bp Oil New Support Policy HAZ-P1 is supported. Retain Policy HAZ-P1
Hazardous Zealand Limited,
Substance Mobil Oil New
s Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
HAZ - HAZ-P2 S238.027 bp Oil New Support Policy HAZ-P2 is supported. Retain Policy HAZ-P2 as notified.
Hazardous Zealand Limited,
Substance Mobil Oil New
s Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
HAZ - HAZ-R1 S238.028 bp Oil New Support Rule HAZ-R1 is supported. Retain Rule HAZ-R1 as notified.
Hazardous Zealand Limited,
Substance Mobil Oil New
s Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
HAZ - HAZ-R2 S238.029 bp Oil New Support Rule HAZ-R2 is supported. Retain Rule HAZ-R2 as notified.
Hazardous Zealand Limited,
Mobil Oil New
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Substance Zealand Limited
s and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
NH - Introduction | S238.030 bp Oil New Oppose in | Under the notified definitions, service stations | Amend the Natural Hazards chapter
Natural Zealand Limited, part are captured as "commercial activities" and introduction as follows:
Hazards Mobil Oil New are therefore, "potentially hazard sensitive [...]

Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

activities". Service stations are not listed
under the notified "hazard sensitive activities"
definition. The activity classifications in the
Natural Hazards chapter introduction,
however, contradict the definitions, as service
stations are included in the "hazard sensitive
activities" list on page 2. It is inappropriate to
list service stations as "hazard sensitive
activities". Additionally, doing so would be
contradictory to the PDP's definitions and
inconsistent with the classification of all other
commercial and industrial activities
(irrespective of the quantity of hazardous
substances involved, where they are stored
and how they are used) as being "potentially
hazard sensitive activities".

To assist with determining the consequences
associated with natural hazards, buildings
and activities have been categorised
according to the potential consequences to
life and property as a result of those activities

occurring within a natural hazard area. Ary
ity thati ficall b

belowd dered alass | I

sensitive-activity—Activities are

categorised as hazard sensitive activities,

potentially hazard sensitive activities or

less hazard sensitive activities. Hazare
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fare ; | Buildi I
. il ivities.

NH - NH-P4 S$238.031 bp Oil New Support Policy NH-P4 is supported. Retain Policy NH-P4 as notified.
Natural Zealand Limited,
Hazards Mobil Oil New

Zealand Limited

and Z Energy

Limited ('the Fuel

Companies')
NH - NH-P6 S238.032 bp Oil New Support Policy NH-P6 is supported. Retain Policy NH-P6 as notified.
Natural Zealand Limited,
Hazards Mobil Oil New

Zealand Limited

and Z Energy

Limited ('the Fuel

Companies')
NH - NH-P9 S238.033 bp Oil New Support Policy NH-P9 is supported. Retain Policy NH-P9 as notified.
Natural Zealand Limited,
Hazards Mobil Oil New

Zealand Limited

and Z Energy

Limited ('the Fuel

Companies')
NH - NH-R2 S238.034 bp Oil New Support Rule NH-R2 is supported. Considers it Retain Rule NH-R2 as notified.
Natural Zealand Limited, appropriate that less hazard sensitive
Hazards Mobil Oil New activities are afforded a general permitted

Zealand Limited activity status in all hazard areas.

and Z Energy

Limited ('the Fuel

Companies')
NH - NH-R3 S238.035 bp Oil New Supportin | Support the Rule NH-R3 in principle, on the Amend Rule NH-R3 as follows:
Natural Zealand Limited, part basis that it only applied to new activities and | "NH-R3 | Any potentially hazard sensitive
Hazards Mobil Oil New associated buildings but associated buildings, | activity and associated buildings within

Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

but seek some amendments.

moderate hazard areas and low hazard areas
All zones 1. Activity Status: Permitted

Where:

a. The activity or building is located within the

possible liquefaction-prone area-; or b. The
building is located within a flood hazard
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NH -
Natural
Hazards

NH -
Natural
Hazards

NH-R4

NH-R5

$238.036

$238.037

bp Oil New Support
Zealand Limited,

Mobil Oil New

Zealand Limited

and Z Energy

Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

bp Oil New Support
Zealand Limited,

Mobil Oil New

Zealand Limited

Rule NH-R4 is supported.

Rule NH-R5 is supported.

overlay and does not have a footprint
greater than 10m2.

All zones 2. Activity status: Restricted
discretionary

Where a—any-buidinglocatedinaflood
hazard-everly-hasafinished Hoorlevel
above the 1% AEP level: and-a. The
building is located within a flood hazard
overlay and has:i. a footprint greater
than 10m2; and ii. a finished floor level
above the 1% AEP level.

b. The activity is not located within a lew
to-moderate fault hazard areas.
Matters of discretion:

1. For activities in the moderate hazard
area, the matters in Policy NH-P3.

2. For activities in the low hazard area,
the matter in Policy NH-P4.

All zones 3. Activity status:
Discretionary

Where:

a. Compliance is not achieved with NH-
R3(2)."

Retain Rule NH-R4 as notified.

Retain Rule NH-R5 as notified
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and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
GRZ - GRZ-R1 S238.038 bp Oil New Support Rule GRZ-R1 is supported on the basis that it | Retain Rule GRZ-R1 as notified.
General Zealand Limited, applies to building and structures (including
Residential Mobil Oil New construction, additions and alterations) at
Zone Zealand Limited existing service stations (and thus such
and Z Energy activities are not a discretionary activity under
Limited ('the Fuel Rules GRZ-R15 (commercial activities) or
Companies') GRZ-R16 (any activity not otherwise listed in
this chapter)).
NCZ - NCZ-R1 S238.039 bp Oil New Support Rule NCZ-R1 is supported on the basis that it | Retain Rule NCZ-R1 as notified.
Neighbour Zealand Limited, applies to buildings and structures (including
hood Mobil Oil New construction, additions and alterations) at
Centre Zealand Limited existing service stations (and thus such
Zone and Z Energy activities are not a discretionary or non-
Limited ('the Fuel complying activity under Rules TCZ-R15
Companies') (drive through activities) or TCZ-R16 (any
activity not otherwise listed in this chapter)).
TCZ - TCZ-R1 S238.040 bp Oil New Support Rule TCZ is supported on the basis that it Retain Rule TCZ-R1 as notified.
Town Zealand Limited, applies to buildings and structures (including
Centre Mobil Oil New construction, additions and alterations) at
Zone Zealand Limited existing service stations (and thus such
and Z Energy activities are not a discretionary or non-
Limited ('the Fuel complying activity under Rules TCZ-R15
Companies') (drive-through activities) or TCZ-R16 (any
activity not otherwise listed in this chapter)).
MUZ - MUZ-01 S238.041 bp Oil New Support Objective MUZ-01 is supported. Considers Retain Objective MUZ-O1 as notified.
Mixed Use Zealand Limited, that service stations are appropriate to, and
Zone Mobil Oil New support the role and functions of, the range of
Zealand Limited commercial, light industrial, residential,
and Z Energy recreational and community activities in the
Limited ('the Fuel Mixed Use Zone.
Companies')
MUZ - MUZ-03 S238.042 bp Oil New Support Objective MUZ-03 is supported. Considers Retain Objective MUZ-03 as notified.
Mixed Use Zealand Limited, that service stations and truck stops are an
Zone Mobil Oil New appropriate commercial activity in the zone

Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

and will not compromise the viability and
vibrancy of the Town Centre Zone.
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MUZ - MUZ-P1 S238.043 bp Oil New Supportin | Policy MUZ-P1 is supported in principle but Amend Policy MUZ-P1 as follows:
Mixed Use Zealand Limited, part the Fuel Companies consider that service MUZ-P1 Compatible use and development
Zone Mobil Oil New stations are an appropriate activity in the Allow use and development that is compatible
Zealand Limited Mixed Use Zone for the reasons outlined in with the purpose, character, and amenity
and Z Energy the submissions on Objectives MUZ-O1 and values of the Mixed Use Zone, where:
Limited ('the Fuel MUZ-03, and nothing that the policy still a. the design and scale of any buildings is
Companies') retains the clear qualifier of "where they can compatible with the surrounding area;
meet the above criteria" under (a) to (c). b. there is an adequate existing and/or
planned infrastructure to the service the
activity; and
c. the activity is not of a scale and nature it
would undermine the purpose, function, and
amenity values of the Town Centre Zone.
Compatible activities may include the
following (where they can meet the above
criteria):
a. residential acitivities consistent with MUZ-
P3;
b. healthcare activities;
c. visitor accommodation;
d. industrial activities (excluding noxious or
offensive industry);
e. community facilities;
f. service stations;
g. trade suppliers; and
h. recreation activities.
MUZ - MUZ-P2 S238.044 bp Oil New Support Policy MUZ-P2 is supported. Retain Policy MUZ-P2 as notified.
Mixed Use Zealand Limited,
Zone Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
MUZ - MUZ-P3 S238.045 bp Oil New Support Policy MUZ-P3 is supported. Retain Policy MUZ-P3 as notified.
Mixed Use Zealand Limited,
Zone Mobil Oil New

Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
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MUZ - MUZ-R1 S238.046 bp Oil New Support Rule MUZ-R1 is supported on the basis thatit | Retain Rule MUZ-R1 as notified.
Mixed Use Zealand Limited, applies to buildings and structures (including
Zone Mobil Oil New constructions, additions and alterations) at
Zealand Limited existing service stations (and thus such
and Z Energy activities are not a discretionary activity under
Limited ('the Fuel MUZ-R12 (drive-through activities) or MUZ-
Companies') R17 (any activity not otherwise listed in this
chapter)).
MUZ - New S238.047 bp Oil New Support Submitters consider that service stations are Insert a new Rule MUZ-RXX as follows:MUZ-
;Ihxed Use | provision Zeal_and_ Limited, apprc_)pnate to, and support the rol_e ar)d RXX | Service Stationl. Activity status:
one request Mobil Oil New function of, the range of commercial, light h X .
Zealand Limited industrial, residential, recreational and PermittedWhere:a. Compliance is
and Z Energy community activities in the Mixed Use Zone. achieved with:i. MUZ-S6.2 Activity
Limited (l‘the Fuel The "service .statlons" Qeflnltlop does not status: Restricted
Companies') currently assist as service stations are not . . . .
specifically provided for within the zone's discretionaryWhere:a. Compliance is
rules or other provisions (i.e., they are not achieved with MUZ-
assessed as "drive-through activities" and it is RXX(1)(a).Matters of discretion:1. The
inappropriate that they are treated the same . . .o
as say new drive-through restaurants in mixed matters of discretion for any infringed
use areas). Existing and new service stations, | standard(s).2. The operational need and
including any additions or alterations, should functional need of the activity.
be provided for within the zone, otherwise
these activities would require resource
consent and be unduly restricted despite
service stations being activities that are
appropriate in the zone. The approach taken
in the proposed new service station rule is
similar to other permitted activity rules in the
zone in terms of requiring compliance with
Standard MUZ-S6, the restricted discretionary
activity status if this is not met, and the
matters of discretion (noting that we consider
that operational and functional needs should
be recognised and has been added). New
buildings2, structures, additions and
alterations to the service station are managed
under Rule MUZ-R1.
GlIZ - GIZ-03 S238.048 bp Oil New Support Objective G1Z-O3 is supported. While service | Retain Objective GIZ-O3 as notified.
General Zealand Limited, stations and truck stops are not industrial
Industrial Mobil Oil New activities, the Fuel Companies consider that
Zone Zealand Limited
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and Z Energy they support the role and function of industrial

Limited ('the Fuel activities in the zone.

Companies')
GIZ - Glz-04 S238.049 bp Oil New Support Objective GIZ-0O4 is supported. Considers Retain Objective GIZ-O4 as notified.
General Zealand Limited, that service stations and truck stops are an
Industrial Mobil Oil New appropriate commercial activity in the zone
Zone Zealand Limited and will not compromise the viability and

and Z Energy vibrancy of the Commercial and Mixed Use

Limited ('the Fuel Zones.

Companies')
GIZ - Glz-P2 S238.050 bp Oil New Support Policy GIZ-P2 is supported. Retain Policy GIZ-P2 as notified.
General Zealand Limited,
Industrial Mobil Oil New
Zone Zealand Limited

and Z Energy

Limited ('the Fuel

Companies')
GIZ - Glz-P3 S238.051 bp Oil New Support Objective GIZ-P3 is supported. Considers that | Retain Policy GIZ-P3 as notified.
General Zealand Limited, service stations and truck stops are an
Industrial Mobil Oil New appropriate commercial activity in the zone
Zone Zealand Limited that supports the role and function of

and Z Energy industrial activities in the zone and will not

Limited ('the Fuel compromise the viability and vibrancy of the

Companies') Commercial and Mixed Use Zones.
GIZ - GIZ-R1 S238.052 bp Oil New Support Rule GIZ-R1 is supported on the basis that it Retain Rule GIZ-R1 as notified.
General Zealand Limited, applies to buildings and structures (including
Industrial Mobil Oil New construction, additions and alterations) at
Zone Zealand Limited existing service stations and truck stops (and

and Z Energy thus such activities are not a restricted

Limited ('the Fuel discretionary activity under GI1Z-R8 (drive-

Companies') through activities) or GIZ-R14 (any activity not

otherwise listed in this chapter)).

GIZ - New S238.053 bp Oil New Support While service stations and truck stops are not | |nsert a new Rule GIZ-RXX as follows:GlZ-
General provision Zealand Limited, industrial activities, the submitters state that . . .. .
Industrial request Mobil Oil New they are appropriate to, and support the role RXX 'Sen"ce stationl. ACt“_"ty St_atus'
Zone Zealand Limited and function of, industrial activities in the Permitted Where:b. Compliance is

and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')

General Industrial Zone. The "service
stations" definition does not currently assist
as service stations are not specifically
provided for within the zone's rules or other
provisions (i.e. they are assessed as "drive-
through activities", and it is inappropriate that

achieved with:i. GIZ-56.2. Activity
status: Restricted discretionary
Where:a. Compliance is not achieved
with GIZ-RXX(1)(a).Matters of
discretion:1. The matters of discretion
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CL -
Contamina
ted Land

Planning
Maps

Planning
Maps

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

CL-P1

Zones

Specific
Controls

SUB-R2

$238.058

$226.001

$226.002

$226.003

bp Oil New
Zealand Limited,
Mobil Oil New
Zealand Limited
and Z Energy
Limited ('the Fuel
Companies')
Brian John
McGuinness

Brian John
McGuinness

Brian John
McGuinness

Support in
part

Support

Neutral

Oppose in
part

they are treated the same as say new drive-
through restaurants in industrial areas).
Existing and new service stations, including
any additions or alterations, should be
provided for within the zone, otherwise these
activities would require resource consent and
be unduly restricted despite service stations
and truck stops being activities that are
appropriate in the zone. The approach taken
in the proposed new service station rule is
similar to other permitted activity rules in the
zone in terms of requiring compliance with
Standard GIZ-S6, the restricted discretionary
activity status if this is not met, and the
matters of discretion (considers that
operational and functional needs should be
recognised and has been added). New
buildings, structures, additions and alterations
to the service station are managed under
Rule GIZ-R1.

Policy CL-P1 is supported in principle
however an amendment is sought to change
"sites" under clause (b) to "land" so that it is
consistent with the rest of the policy and its
references to contaminated land and
potentially contaminated land.

The proposed zoning reflects the sites
location within the existing Riversdale
Settlement.

Notes that the Coastal Environment chapter
as a whole (with specific reference to CE-O1,
CE-05, and CE-P5) requires consideration of
potential subdivision, use, and development
while recognizing that these activities can
occur within the coastal environment where
identified values are not compromised.

It does not appear to be the intention of the
plan to support the non-complying activity
status for subdivision within the Coastal
Environment Overlay within the Settlement
Zone.

for any infringed standard(s).2. The
operational need and the functional
need of the activity.

Policy CL-P1 is supported in principle
however an amendment is sought to change
"sites" under clause (b) to "land" so that it is
consistent with the rest of the policy and its
references to contaminated land and
potentially contaminated land.

Retain the proposed Settlement Zone at 288
Riversdale Road.

No specific decision requested.

Amend SUB-R2 to include a new matter of
control as follows "19. In Settlement Zones
located in the Coastal Environment
Overlay, effects on the coastal
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environment." (secondary relief)
CE - CE-P7 S$226.004 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
CE - CE-P4 S226.005 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
CE - CE-P1 S$226.006 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
CE - CE-0O5 S226.007 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
CE - CE-O4 S226.008 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
CE - CE-O3 S226.009 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
CE - CE-02 S226.010 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
CE - CE-O1 S$226.011 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Coastal McGuinness
Environme
nt
SUB - SUB-P4 S226.012 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness
n
SUB - SUB-P2 S$226.013 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness
n
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SUB - SUB-P1 S$226.014 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

SUB - SUB-03 S226.015 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

SUB - SUB-02 S$226.016 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

SUB - SUB-01 S226.017 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

NFL - NFL-P2 S226.018 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Features

and

Landscape

s

NFL - NFL-O2 S226.019 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Features

and

Landscape

s

NH - NH-P13 S226.020 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-P12 S226.021 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-P11 S226.022 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-P4 S226.023 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-P1 S226.024 Brian John Support Support intention of Policy. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-02 S226.025 Brian John Support Support intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Hazards
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
SUB - SUB-R12 S226.026 Brian John Oppose in | Submitter states that SUB-R12 requires that Amend Rule SUB-R12 as follows:
Subdivisio McGuinness part subdivision in the Coastal Environment 1. Activity status: Restricted discretionary
n Overlay achieves a minimum lot side of 40ha. Where:(a) The site is not located in the
The application of SUB-R12 is inconsistent e
with SUB-R2. A controlled activity status for Settlem.ent Zone (Where asite is
subdivision in the Settlement Zone, where the | located in the Settlement Zone See Rule
Coastal Environment Overlay applies would SUB-02)'
be more appropriate. Amendment to SUB- OR
R12 could be made to exclude the application .
of this rule to sites that are in the Settlement . (i) Any allotment created must have a
Zone. Alternatively an amendment to SUB- minimum allotment size of 40haor(ii) In
R12 to provide for subdivision in the coastal the Settlement Zones located in the
environment as a restricted discretionary .
activity, where the allotments would comply Coastal Environment any allotment
with SUB-S1 would also be appropriate. created shall have a minimum
allotment size that complies with SUB-
S1...
SUB - SUB-S9 S226.027 Brian John Oppose Whilst a Financial Contribution chapter has Amend Standard SUB-S9 to include a
Subdivisio McGuinness been provided in the Plan. Standard SUB-S9 standard for development contributions within
n needs to be redrafted to include an SUB-S9.
appropriate standard for development
contributions for subdivision.
FC - S226.028 Brian John Oppose LGA requires annual review under the LTP Delete FC - Financial Contributions chapter in
Financial McGuinness and Annual Plan process. This is the most its entirety.
Contributio appropriate method outside of the Plan, and
ns leaves contributions outside the Plan.
Financial contributions timings are conditional
on resource consent being granted, and can
be secured by way of consenting conditions,
they do not need to be included in the plan as
there are other methods for this being
achieved.
CE - CE-P5 S226.029 Brian John Oppose in | Submitter supports the intention of the Policy. | Amend Policy CE-P5:
Coastal McGuinness part However an amendment is needed to improve | ... Providing for residential units within
Environme the interpretation of the Policy by Plan users existing coastal settlement zones to
nt identifying that the areas of the coastal

settlements are identified as settlement zone.
The Policy refers to the special qualities of
each settlement however, the plan does not

ensure the special qualities of each
settlement are maintained.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
identify what these are or how they are
achieved.
NH - NH-O1 S226.030 Brian John Support Supports the intention of Objective. Retain as notified.
Natural McGuinness
Hazards
SETZ - SETZ-S1 S$226.031 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S1 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R1 S226.032 Brian John Support Supports Rule as proposed. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R7 S226.033 Brian John Support Supports Rule as proposed. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R4 S226.034 Brian John Support Supports Rule as proposed. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R3 S226.035 Brian John Support Supports Rule as proposed. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R2 S226.036 Brian John Support Supports Rule as proposed. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R13 S226.037 Brian John Support Supports Rule as notified. Retain SETZ-R13 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-P2 S226.038 Brian John Support Supports the intention of the Policy. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-P1 S226.039 Brian John Support Supports the intention of the Policy. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-O1 S226.040 Brian John Support Supports the intention of the Objective. Retain as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SUB - SUB-R12 S226.041 Brian John Oppose in | It does not appear to be the intention of the Amend SUB-R12 to allow for subdivision
Subdivisio McGuinness part plan to support the non-complying activity within the Settlement Zone affected by a
n status for subdivision within the Coastal Coastal Environment overlay to be

Environment Overlay within the Settlement
Zone.

undertaken as a Controlled activity.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
SETZ - SETZ-S2 S$226.042 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S2 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S3 S226.043 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S3 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S4 S$226.044 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S4 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S5 S226.045 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S5 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S6 S226.046 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S6 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S7 S226.047 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S7 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S8 S226.048 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S8 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S9 S$226.049 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S9 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S10 S226.050 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S10 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - GRZ-S11 S$226.051 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S11 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S12 S226.052 Brian John Support Supports Standards in Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S12 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
NH - NH-R7 S95.001 Brookside Oppose Rules applying to Flood Alert Areas should be | Delete NH-R7 until Flood Alert Areas can be
Natural Developments - removed until more detailed research has fully justified.
Hazards Featherston been done to justify the Flood Hazard Areas

Linited shown on the planning maps. This

"regulatory" tool directly contradicts the claim
on page 19 of the S32 report that the Flood
Alert information is only used for "information
purposes only".
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
NH - NH-P13 $95.002 Brookside Oppose Policy should be removed until more detailed | Delete NH-P13 until Flood Alert Areas can be
Natural Developments - research has been done to justify the Flood fully justified with robust, evidence-
Hazards Featherston Alert Areas shown on the planning maps, basedmapping data.
Linited using all the information available to SWDC,
including modelling and preventative
measures already in place for site specific,
approved subdivisions.
NH - NH-P12 S$95.003 Brookside Oppose Policy should be removed until more detailed | Delete NH-P12 until Flood Alert Areas can be
Natural Developments - research has been done to justify the Flood fully justified with robust,evidence-based
Hazards Featherston Alert Areas shown on the planning maps, mapping data.
Linited using all the information available to SWDC,
including modelling and preventative
measures already in place for site specific,
approved subdivisions.
Planning Hazards S95.004 Brookside Oppose There is lack of evidence and data to justify Delete the Flood Alert Area from Brookside's
Maps and Risks Developments - mapping of Flood Alert Areas on the land at 114Aand 116A Harrison St
Featherston Brookside site. Brookside constructed flood East/Community Green and the 18 lots
Linited mitigation swales and have provided SWDC already created instages 2-4A.
with accurate mapping of the site. The 'High
Hazard' area does not accurately represent
any flood risk on the site post-mitigation
development. There is concern for the
ramifications outside of the planning process
including saleability, insurance premiums,
reputational damage, and stress and anxiety
to landowners.
NH - NH-P1 S95.005 Brookside Oppose The submitter notes that there is a lack of Delete the Flood Alert Areas from Proposed
Natural Developments - technical evidence to justify having Flood District Plan until sufficient robust and
Hazards Featherston Alert Areas. Section 32 report states "For evidence-based data is available.
Linited some hazards (eg. Flood Alert Areas) a non-
regulatory approach is taken, and the hazard
is mapped for information only purposes. The
mapped data was not considered robust
enough to apply rules to these areas."
Therefore, there is no current justification for
rules to apply to these areas.
Planning Designation | S118.001 Bruce Sollitt Oppose Opposed to proposed Designation SWDC-S- Delete proposed Designation SWDC-S-26.
Maps s 26. States that there is inadequate notification

and consultation. The resource consent was
non notified.

The proposal for the site is not compliant with
gifting criteria.
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Tangata Te Tiriti o

Whenua Waitangi/Th
e Treaty of
Waitangi

Planning Zones
Maps

$195.001

$91.001

Bryon Mudgway

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Oppose

Significant health risks relating to smell,
toxicity and effect on groundwater for
surrounding residents and community. There
is a disregard for large investments in small
holdings and the effects on their values.

Despite the fact that consultation hui were
held (thank you) the information provided on
how lands owned or administered by
individuals, whanau, marae, land trusts etc,
the process of opt-in and opt-out was very
contentious and speculative. The involvement
of the Maori Land Court (MLC) in relation to
opting in of all lands under their jurisdiction
was not made clear until the last consultation
hui held on 10 December 2023.
Representatives of MLC should have been
involved with the series of consultation and
more so, needed to seek permission direct
with Maori o Wairarapa in regard to the Maori
Purpose Zone opt -in or out, kaupapa. The
combined Wairarapa Councils breached Te
Tiriti i.e. Article 2 - not enabling tangata
whenua to participate in decision making and
solely relying on advice of MLC & Article 3
equitable opportunity to opt-in or out of Maori
Purpose Zone opposed to determining just
the opt-in advice from MLC.

Submitter intends to develop the site for
residential use in the future. Considers
rezoning is consistent with and efficiently and
effectively achieves the proposed objectives.
The proposed rezoning respects
Martinborough's development pattern,
contributes to meeting housing demand,
would not result in fragmentation of highly
productive land given existing fragmentation.
It would support release of land for
subdivision and development concurrently
with the delivery of critical infrastructure, and
enable subdivision and development of the

Amend consultation period to afford tangata
whenua o Wairapapa time to comminucate
with their whanau and beneficiaries that
reside within and outside of Wairarapa. To
enable this process to occur, extending the
submission date for tangata whenua and to
engage with both the Maori Land Court o
Takitimu and Combined Wairarapa District
Council representatives is requested.

Amend the maps to rezone 3 Roberts Street,
Martinborough from Future Urban Zone to
General Residential Zone.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
site to be restricted until infrastructure
capacity is available.
Planning Precincts S91.002 Canoe Wines Oppose To ensure that future development of 3 Amend planning maps to include 3 Roberts
Maps Limited Roberts Street, Martinborough is consistent Street, Martinborough in the Low-Density
Partnership with the existing pattern of development in Residential Overlay.
Martinborough.
Planning Zones S91.003 Canoe Wines Oppose To accurately reflect the current land use of Amend planning maps to rezone properties at
Maps Limited these properties. To ensure that the 'Roberts 5 - 19 Roberts Street, Martinborough from
Partnership Street' block has a consistent zoning. General Future Urban Zone to Residential
Zone.
Strategic TW-O1 S91.004 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain TW-0O1 as notified.
Direction Limited
Partnership
Strategic TW-02 S91.005 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain TW-0O2 as notified.
Direction Limited
Partnership
Strategic TW-04 S91.006 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain TW-04 as notified.
Direction Limited
Partnership
Strategic UFD-02 S91.007 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain UFD-02 as notified.
Direction Limited
Partnership
Strategic UFD-03 S91.008 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain UFD-03 as notified.
Direction Limited
Partnership
Strategic UFD-04 S91.009 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain UFD-04 as notified.
Direction Limited
Partnership
TR - TR-02 S91.010 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain TR-O2 as notified.
Transport Limited
Partnership
TR - TR-0O3 S91.011 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain TR-O3 as notified.
Transport Limited
Partnership
TR - TR-P1 S91.012 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain TR-P1 as notified.
Transport Limited
Partnership
TR - TR-P2 S91.013 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain TR-P2 as notified.
Transport Limited
Partnership
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TR - TR-P3 S91.014 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain TR-P3 as notified.
Transport Limited

Partnership
TR - TR-P4 S91.015 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain TR-P4 as notified.
Transport Limited

Partnership
TR - TR-P5 S91.016 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain TR-P5 as notified.
Transport Limited

Partnership
TR - TR-P7 S91.017 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain TR-P7 as notified.
Transport Limited

Partnership
CL- CL-0O1 S91.018 Canoe Wines Support Support the intention of Objective. Retain CL-O1 as notified.
Contamina Limited
ted Land Partnership
CL- CL-P1 S91.019 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain CL-P1 as notified.
Contamina Limited
ted Land Partnership
CL- CL-P2 S91.020 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain CL-P2 as notified.
Contamina Limited
ted Land Partnership
NH - NH-O1 S91.021 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain NH-O1 as notified.
Natural Limited
Hazards Partnership
NH - NH-P4 S91.022 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain NH-P4 as notified.
Natural Limited
Hazards Partnership
NH - NH-P12 S$91.023 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain NH-P12 as notified.
Natural Limited
Hazards Partnership
NH - NH-P13 S91.024 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain NH-P13 as notified.
Natural Limited
Hazards Partnership
SUB - SUB-01 S91.025 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain SUB-O1 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited
n Partnership
SUB - SUB-02 S91.026 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain SUB-02 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited
n Partnership
SUB - SUB-03 S91.027 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain SUB-03 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited
n Partnership
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
SUB - SUB-P1 S$91.028 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain SUB-P1 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited
n Partnership
SUB - SUB-P2 S91.029 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain SUB-P2 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited
n Partnership
SUB - SUB-P7 S$91.030 Canoe Wines Neutral Support intention of Policy. Retain SUB-P7 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited
n Partnership
SUB - SUB-P8 S91.031 Canoe Wines Neutral Support intention of Policy. Retain SUB-P8 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited
n Partnership
SUB - SUB-R2 S91.032 Canoe Wines Support Support in respect of standard applying to the | Retain SUB-R2 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited residential zone and future urban zone
n Partnership (subject to rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to
Residential Zone).
SUB - SUB-S1 S91.033 Canoe Wines Support Support in respect of standard applying to the | Retain SUB-S1 as notified.
Subdivisio Limited residential zone and future urban zone
n Partnership (subject to rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to
Residential Zone)
GRZ - GRZ-01 S91.034 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain GRZ-O1 as notified.
General Limited
Residential Partnership
Zone
GRZ - GRZ-02 S91.035 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain GRZ-0O2 as notified.
General Limited
Residential Partnership
Zone
GRZ - GRZ-04 S91.036 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Objective. Retain GRZ-04 as notified.
General Limited
Residential Partnership
Zone
GRZ - GRZ-P5 S91.037 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain GRZ-P5 as notified.
General Limited
Residential Partnership
Zone
GRZ - GRZ-P7 S91.038 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain GRZ-P7 as notified.
General Limited
Residential Partnership
Zone
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GRZ - GRZ-P8 S$91.039 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Policy. Retain GRZ-P8 as notified.

General Limited

Residential Partnership

Zone

GRZ - GRZ-R1 S91.040 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of Rule. Retain GRZ-R1 as notified.

General Limited

Residential Partnership

Zone

FUZ - FUZ-O1 S91.041 Canoe Wines Supportin | Support intention of Objective (subject to Retain FUZ-O1 as notified.

Future Limited part rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to Residential

Urban Partnership Zone).

Zone

FUZ - FUZ-02 S91.042 Canoe Wines Support in | Support intention of Objective (subject to Retain FUZ-O2 as notified.

Future Limited part rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to Residential

Urban Partnership Zone).

Zone

FUZ - FUZ-O3 S91.043 Canoe Wines Supportin | Support intention of Objective (subject to Retain FUZ-O3 as notified.

Future Limited part rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to Residential

Urban Partnership Zone).

Zone

FUZ - FUZ-P1 S91.044 Canoe Wines Support in | Support intention of Policy (subject to Retain FUZ-P1 as notified.

Future Limited part rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to Residential

Urban Partnership Zone).

Zone

FUZ - FUZ-P2 S91.045 Canoe Wines Support in | Support intention of Policy (subject to Retain FUZ-P2 as notified.

Future Limited part rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to Residential

Urban Partnership Zone).

Zone

FUZ - FUZ-P4 S91.046 Canoe Wines Support in | Support intention of Policy (subject to Retain FUZ-P4 as notified.

Future Limited part rezoning of 3 Roberts Street to Residential

Urban Partnership Zone).

Zone

FUZ - FUZ-R1 S91.047 Canoe Wines Support in | Support intention of Rule (subject to rezoning | Retain FUZ-R1 as notified.

Future Limited part of 3 Roberts Street to Residential Zone).

Urban Partnership

Zone

Whole Whole Plan | S91.048 Canoe Wines Neutral Any document incorporated by reference Amend provisions that refer to the 'Council's

Plan Limited should be correctly referred to in the plan. Engineering Development standrd' to currenly
Partnership refer to the 'Engineering and Development

Standards 2023' incopriated by reference into
the plan.
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TR -
Transport

TR -
Transport

TR -
Transport

TR -
Transport

TR-S1

TR-S5

TR-S8

TR-S13

$91.049

$§91.050

$91.051

$91.052

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

The standard requires that roads are formed
in accordance with the Council's Engineering
Development Standard. The Council's
Engineering Development Standard or
Engineering and Development Standards
2023 contain a number of requirements that
have not been developed as a 'standard' for a
District Plan. It would be difficult for users to
know if ‘accordance' with the standard was
achieved to ascertain activity status.

The standard requires that accessways are
formed in accordance with the Council's
Engineering Development Standard. The
Council's Engineering Development Standard
or Engineering and Development Standards
2023 contain a number of requirements that
have not been developed as a 'standard’ for a
District Plan. It would be difficult for users to
know if 'accordance' with the standard was
achieved to ascertain activity status.

The standard requires that vehicle crossing
points are formed in accordance with the
Council's Engineering Development Standard.
The Council's Engineering Development
Standard or Engineering and Development
Standards 2023 contain a number of
requirements that have not been developed
as a 'standard' for a District Plan. It would be
difficult for users to know if 'accordance' with
the standard was achieved to ascertain
activity status.

The standard requires that accessways
include stormwater control in accordance with
the Council's Engineering Development
Standard. The Council's Engineering
Development Standard or Engineering and
Development Standards 2023 contain a
number of requirements that have not been
developed as a 'standard' for a District Plan. It
would be difficult for users to know if
'accordance' with the standard was achieved
to ascertain activity status.

Amend TR-S1 to delete references to the
'Council's Engineering Development
Standard'.

Amend TR-S5 to delete reference to the
'Council's Engineering Development
Standard'.

Amend TR-S8 to delete reference to the
'Council's Engineering Development
Standard'.

Amend TR-S13 to delete reference to the
'Council's Engineering Development
Standard'.
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TR -
Transport

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

TR-S16 $§91.053

SUB-S3 591.054

SUB-54

$91.055

SUB-S5 $§91.056

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Minimum parking requirement in the South
Wairarapa District is unnecessary. The s32
report does not provide any evidence to
demonstrate the need for minimum parking
requirements. Land use for parking can be an
inefficient use of land and discourages the
use of alternative transport methods (i.e.
walking, cycling, and public transport).

The standard requires connection to Councils
reticulated water supply systems at the
allotment boundary in accordance with the

Council's Engineering Development Standard.

The Council's Engineering Development
Standard or Engineering and Development
Standards 2023 contain a number of
requirements that have not been developed
as a 'standard' for a District Plan. It would be
difficult for users to know if 'accordance' with
the standard was achieved to ascertain
activity status.

The standard requires connection to Councils
reticulated wastewater systems at the
allotment boundary in accordance with the

Council's Engineering Development Standard.

The Council's Engineering Development
Standard or Engineering and Development
Standards 2023 contain a number of
requirements that have not been developed
as a 'standard' for a District Plan. It would be
difficult for users to know if 'accordance' with
the standard was achieved to ascertain
activity status.

The standard requires treatment of
stormwater in accordance with the Council's
Engineering Development Standard. The
Council's Engineering Development Standard
or Engineering and Development Standards
2023 contain a number of requirements that
have not been developed as a 'standard' for a
District Plan. It would be difficult for users to
know if 'accordance' with the standard was
achieved to ascertain activity status.

Amend TR-S16 to delete the minimum car
parking requirements and Table TR-9.

Amend SUB-S3 to delete reference to the
'Council's Engineering Development
Standard'.

Amend SUB-S4 to delete reference to the
'Council's Engineering Development
Standard'.

Amend SUB-S5 to delete reference to the
'Council's Engineering Development
Standard'.
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-S9

FC -
Financial
Contributio
ns

FC -
Financial
Contributio
ns

FC-S2

$91.057

5§91.058

$91.059

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

Canoe Wines
Limited
Partnership

Oppose

The plan notes: "Note: This Draft District Plan
does not contain financial contribution
provisions. The Councils have been reviewing
different approaches for financial
contributions. Specific consultation on
financial contributions is proposed in 2023
and will be considered during the next phase
in preparing the Proposed District Plan."

A Financial Contributions chapter has been
provided in the Proposed District Plan. This
standard needs to be re-drafted to include an
appropriate standard for development
contributions for subdivision (or the relief
sought in the financial contributions chapter).
The LGA requires annual review under the
LTP and Annual Plan process. This most
appropriate method outside the plan, and
leaves contributions outside the District Plan.
Financial contributions timings are conditional
on resource consent being granted, and can
be secured by way of consent conditions,
they do not need to be included in the plan as
there are other methods of this being
achieved. See section 8.11 of the report
attached to the original submission.

In Martinborough it is apparent significant
works need to be undertaken to provide
wastewater capacity to support existing and
future residential development. The works are
a result of continues mismanagement of
assets over tie. Council has failed to
undertake necessary maintenance and
upgrade works to enable capacity and has not
provided any capacity for growth. There is a
need for financial contributions in order to
support the provision and maintenance of
infrastructure however it is not considered that
is appropriate that the cost of these upgrades
to provide capacity (which are currently
unknown) are placed wholly on developers.

Amend SUB-S9 to refer to the financial
contributions chapter.

Delete the Financial Contributions Chapter.

No decision requested.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
GRZ - GRZ-P4 S$91.060 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of policy. Retain GRZ-P4 as notified.
General Limited
Residential Partnership
Zone
FUZ - FUZ-P3 S91.061 Canoe Wines Support Support intention of policy. Retain FUZ-P3 as notified.
Future Limited
Urban Partnership
Zone
Planning Historical S265.001 Carolyn Mary Wait | Supportin | Support the increasing protection of historic Amend maps to increase the size of the
Maps and Cultural part heritage precinct. Historic Heritage Precinct in Greytown.
Values
HH - New S265.002 Carolyn Mary Wait | Amend Make provision for supermarkets with safe Insert provisions in the Historic Heritage
Historic provision access outside the Heritage Precinct, and chapter to requiring large scale commercial
Heritage request require the area to reflect the style, values, activities, such as supermarkets, to locate
and culture of the community. outside Historic Heritage Precincts
Whole Whole Plan | S108.001 Catrina Sue Oppose Considers the opt-in/opt-out process for the Amend submissions deadline to afford
Plan Maori Purpose Zone was contentious, tangatawhenua o Wairapapa time to consult
speculative, and unclear as to the wider with their whanau and beneficiariesthat
involvement of the Maori Land Court (MLC) in | reside within and outside of Wairarapa,
relation to opting in of all lands under their engage with both the Maori LandCourt o
jurisdiction. Considers that representatives of | Takitimu, and the Combined Wairarapa
MLC should have been involved in District Council representatives.
consultation and needed to seek permission
with Maori o Wairarapa. Considers that the
Councils breached Te Tiriti (i.e. Article 2 - not
enabling tangata whenua to participate in
decision making and solely relying on advice
of MLC & Article 3 equitable opportunity to
opt-in or out of Maori Purpose Zone opposed
to determining just the opt-in advice from
MLC).
Definitions S232.001 CentrePort Support Supports definition as it provides for Retain definition of 'Industrial Activity' as
Interpretati Limited Waingawa log hub operations including notified.
on storage of raw materials.
GlIZ - GIZ-01 S232.002 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the objective. Retain GIZ-O1 as notified.
General Limited
Industrial
Zone
GIZ - Glz-P2 S232.003 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the policy. Retain GIZ-P2 as notified.
General Limited
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested

Section Provision | n Point

Industrial

Zone

GIZ - GlZ-P4 S$232.004 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the policy. Considers that Retain GIZ-P4 as notified.

General Limited adding definitions for 'adjacent' and 'adjoining’

Industrial and ensuring consistency throughout the plan

Zone would assist with interpretation.

GIZ - GlZ-R9 S232.006 CentrePort Oppose The definition for 'rural industry' refers to Delete Rule GIZ-R9

General Limited activities 'undertaken in a rural environment'.

Industrial Submitter considers that it is therefore not

Zone relevant in the GIZ and that most activities are
captured by this definition would likely also fall
within the definition of 'industrial activity'
creating some confusion in application of the
rules.

GIZ - Glz-S3 S232.007 CentrePort Amend Supports the intent of the policy and Retain GIZ-S3 as notified.

General Limited considers that the setbacks are appropriate

Industrial for the zone. Notes the use of 'adjacent' and

Zone ‘adjoining' is unclear and would benefit from
definitions to assist in interpretation.

GIZ - GIZ-S5 S$232.008 CentrePort Amend The Waingawa Structure Plan requires a 10m | Amend GIZ-S5:

General Limited wide buffer around it's perimeter. This is more | 1. Except in the Waingawa Industrial

Industrial stringent requirement than GIZ-S5 and GIZ- : : -

Zone S6. The submitter considers that it would be Area., Aan mdgstrlal activity jc'ha“
appropriate for these standards to specifically provide screening from any site zoned...
exclude sites in Waingawa Industrial Area, so
that only GIZ-S7 applies,

GIZ - GIZ-S6 S$232.009 CentrePort Amend The Waingawa Structure Plan requires a 10m | Amend GIZ-S6:

General Limited wide buffer around it's perimeter. This is more | 1. Except in the Waingawa Industrial

Industrial stringent requirement than GIZ-S5 and GIZ- .

Zone S6. The submitter considers that it would be Area, any.outdoor storage or servicing
appropriate for these standards to specifically | area thatis...
exclude sites in Waingawa Industrial Area, so
that only GIZ-S7 applies.

GlIZ - GIZ-S7 S232.010 CentrePort Support Supports inclusion of this standard. Requests | Retain GIZ-S7 as notified.

General Limited that those standards are amended to reflect

Industrial that they are superseded by GIZ-S7 in

Zone Waingawa.

TR - TR-R1 S$232.011 CentrePort Amend Considers it should not be necessary to gain Amend TR-R1 Construction or, alteration,

Transport Limited resource consent for the maintenance and

repair of vehicle crossing. Proposes a
separate rule to provide for maintenance or

maintenance,and-repair of accessways,

vehicle crossings, parking, and loading
areas.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
repair as a permitted activity where the form AND
and function is not altered, Add a new rule: TR-RX Maintenance and
repair of accessways, vehicle crossings,
parking and loading areas.
All Zones. 1. Activity Status:
PermittedWhere: a. the form and
function of the accessway, vehicle
crossing, parking or loading area is not
altered. Note: if the form and function
of the accessway is altered, Rule TR-R1
applies.
Appendix Industrial S232.012 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the design guide and Retain the Industrial Design Guide as notified.
5- Design Limited considers that it generally balances ecological
Industrial Guide and amenity values with operational
Design requirements.
Guide
GIZ - GlZ-R4 S232.013 CentrePort Support Supports this rule and considers that the Amend GIZ-R4 to require compliance with
General Limited listed standards are generally appropriate. GIZ-S10 if GIZ-S10 applies to all activities as
Industrial The submitter notes that GIZ-S10 refers to well as buildings.
Zone 'buildings and activities' and seeks
clarification whether this rule (and other
activity rules in this chapter) should require
compliance with GIZ-S10.
GIZ - GIZ-S10 S232.014 CentrePort Support The submitter supports the intent of the policy | Amend GIZ-S10 to clarify whether this
General Limited however the standard refers to 'building and standard applies to activities other than
Industrial activities' which is referenced in GIZ-R1 and building and structures.
Zone R3, which apply to buildings and structures.
There is no direct mechanism for this to apply
to other activities (i.e. not buildings), unclear
of whether this is intentional.
Definitions S$232.015 CentrePort Support Supports the inclusion of this definition, noting | Retain definition of 'outdoor storage' as
Interpretati Limited log storage at Waingawa would fall under this | notified.
on definition.
GIZ - Glz-03 S232.016 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the objective. Retain GIZ-O3 as notified.
General Limited
Industrial
Zone
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
GIZ - Glz-05 S232.017 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the objective. Retain GIZ-O5 as notified.
General Limited
Industrial
Zone
GIZ - GlzZ-P3 S232.018 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the policy. Retain GIZ-P3 as notified.
General Limited
Industrial
Zone
GIZ - Glz-P5 S232.019 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the policy but notes it is Retain GIZ-P5 as notified.
General Limited also relevant to other adjacent zones.
Industrial Considers this may be missed when
Zone considering activities in other zones, and a
cross-reference or similar in other zones
would ensure it is not missed.
GIZ - Glz-P6 S232.020 CentrePort Support Supports intent of the policy Retain GIZ-P6 as notified
General Limited
Industrial
Zone
Definitions S$232.021 CentrePort Amend Considers a definition for 'adjacent' could Insert a new definition of 'adjacent'.
Interpretati Limited assist with Plan interpretation, and check this
on is used consistently and correctly throughout
the Plan.
Definitions S$232.022 CentrePort Support Considers a definition for 'adjoining' could Insert a new definition of 'adjoining'.
Interpretati Limited assist with Plan interpretation, and check this
on is used consistently and correctly throughout
the Plan.
SWDC - S31.001 Charlotte Gendall Support Support the continued operation of the Retain the existing operation, maintenance,
Designatio | South and Georgina temporary Martinborough Treatment Plant. If | and improvements to the temporary
ns Wairarapa Miller any changes are to be made, or the facility Martinborough Treatment Plant (SWDC-S-
District becomes permanent, notification to 25).
Council surroundings areas will be expected.
MPZ - S254.001 Charmaine Kura- Oppose Considers the opt-in/opt-out process for the Amend
Maori o-Tahu Kawana Maori Purpose Zone was contentious, submissions deadline to afford tangata
Purpose speculative, and unclear as to the whenua o Wairarapa time to consult wider
Zone involvement of the Maori Land Court (MLC) in | with their whanau and beneficiaries that

relation to opting in of all lands under their
jurisdiction. Considers that representatives of
MLC should have been involved in
consultation and needed to seek permission
with Maori o Wairarapa. Considers that the
Councils breached Te Tiriti (i.e. Article 2 - not
enabling tangata whenua to participate in

reside within and outside of

Wairarapa, engage with both the Maori Land
Court o Takitimu, and the Combined
Wairarapa District Council representatives.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
decision making and solely relying on advice
of MLC & Article 3 equitable opportunity to
opt-in or out of Maori Purpose Zone opposed
to determining just the opt-in advice from
MLC).
Whole Whole Plan | S189.001 Chorus New Oppose Throughout the plan, whether it be a matter of | Amend the term 'functional and operational
Plan Zealand Limited discretion or in an objective or policy, the term | need' each time it is used in the PDP as
(Chorus), functional and operational need has been follows:Functional need and or operational
Connexa Limited used. The terms functional need and need
(Connexa), operational need are separately defined in the ’
Aotearoa Tower PDP (as per the National Planning Standards)
Group (trading as and as such, need to be separated when
FortySouth), One being referred to. Any assessment for a
New Zealand network utility should not have too meet both
Group Limited terms, but only one of them.
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Definitions $189.002 Chorus New Support Definitions rely on NESTF definitions, Retain the Definition of the following -
Interpretati Zealand Limited National Planning Standards and RMA. Antenna, Cabinet, Customer Connection Line,
on (Chorus), Functional Need, Infrastructure, Network
Connexa Limited Utility, Network Utility Operator, Operational
(Connexa), Need, Pole.
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Definitions S189.003 Chorus New Support The definition of upgrade clearly outlines what | Amend the definition of Upgrade as
Interpretati Zealand Limited is required for a proposal for a Network Utility | follows:As it applies to network utilities,
on (Chorus), Operator to use the upgrade provisions. means the improvement or increase in
Connexa Limited However, it relies on other provisions, being carrying capacity, operational efficiency,
(Connexa), maintenance and repair; it is noted the security, or safety of existing infrastructure,

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

definitions of maintenance and repair relate
solely to heritage structures not network utility
structures.

butexecludesmaintenanceandrepair
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Definitions S$189.004 Chorus New Supportin | NU-R10 refers to communication kiosks, but Insert a definition of Communication Kiosk as
Interpretati Zealand Limited part therfe is currently no definition of what these follows:Any structure intended for public
on (Ccz;%rg;;’ Limited are in thafgBp>. use to facilitate telecommunications
(Connexa), and includes boxes or booths for
Aotearoa Tower telephone, video screen or internet
Group (trading as services or other means to conve
FortySouth), One A y .
New Zealand encrypted or non-encrypted sign, signal,
Group Limited impulse, writing, image, sound,
(One NZ) and instruction, information, or intelligence
Spark New f t
Zealand Trading of any nature.
Limited (Spark)
Definitions S189.005 Chorus New Support in | The amendments sought to the subdivision Insert a definition of Telecommunication
Interpretati (Zg:land)Limited part arrlendlr(nTts refr(]ar to;ttelecor.rgjmuric.?tions Network as follows:A system comprising
on orus), network. As such, and to provide clarity, a — . .
Connexa Limited definition of this term is needed. telecommun!cat!on links to permit
(Connexa), telecommunication.
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
_ Abbreviatio | S189.006 Chorus Ngw_ Supportin | The ter_m_NESTF is used in the PDP as an Insert the following Abbreviation:NESTF -
Interpretati | ns Zealand Limited part abbr.ewatlon qf the Resource Management Resource Management (National
on (Chorus), (National Environmental Standards for .
Connexa Limited Telecommunication Facilities) Regulations Environmental Standards for
(Connexa), 2016 Telecommunication Facilities)

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

Regulations 2016
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

National
Direction
Instrument
s

National
Direction
Instrument
s

Strategic
Direction

National S189.007
Environmen
tal

Standards

Regulations | S189.008

New S$189.009
provision

request

Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

Support

Support

Amend

Recognising the Resource Management
(Network Utility Operations) Regulations 2016
as a relevant National Environmental
Standards is supported

Recognising the Resource Management
(Network Utility Operations) Regulations 2016
as a relevant National Environmental
Standards is supported.

A strategic objective seeking that rural
communities and development are supported
with the provision of infrastructure to enable
rural communities to connect with and
positively contribute to the area's economic
and social wellbeing is sought.

Retain the recognition of the NESTF as
notified.

Retain the recognition of the Resource
Management (Network Utility Operations)
Regulations 2016 as notified.

Insert a new objective as follows: RE-O6 -
InfrastructureRural communities and
development are provided with
infrastructure to enable connections
with and ongoing positive contributions
to the Wairarapa's economic and social
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Strategic
Direction

Strategic
Direction

Strategic
Direction

UFD-0O1

UFD-02

UFD-O4

$189.010

$189.011

S$189.012

Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

Support in
part

Support

Support

The general direction of UFD-O1 is
supported, however clarification is sought to
what the term 'connected' means, and
ensuring it is broader than simply a transport
connection.

Recognising that urban growth needs to be
serviced by infrastructure is supported.

Recognising that urban growth needs to be
integrated with infrastructure is supported.

wellbeing.

Amend UDF-O1 as follows:Wairarapa's urban
form is a series of-cennected urban areas

connected by infrastructure located
along the main transport routes which
each support a local community.

Retain UFD-02 as notified.

Retain UFD-0O4 as notified.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Strategic INF-O1 S$189.013 Chorus New Support in | A strategic direction objective for Amend INF-O1 as follows:
Direction Zealand Limited part infrastructure is supported. However, it is The benefits of infrastructure are recognised,
(Chorus), unclear what "well managed" means in terms | while ensuring its adverse effects are well
Connexa Limited of .adverse. effects. Some infrastructure, QUe managed (and consideration given to the
(AConnexa), to its fungtlonal and operational need_, will functional or operational need of the
otearoa Tower have residual adverse effects of varying .
Group (trading as degrees,which needs to be recognised in the infrastructure). and Ensure
FortySouth), One objective. infrastructure is protected from
New Zealand incompatible land use, subdivision and
Group Limited . .
(One NZ) and development, including reverse
Spark New sensitivity effects.
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NU - Introduction | S189.014 Chorus New Support The introduction appropriately explains the Retain the introduction as notified
Network Zealand Limited need for network utilities, including the
Utilities (Chorus), benefits that they provide to modern society. It
Connexa Limited also clearly explains that the rules in the
(Connexa), chapter apply on a district-wide basis, that the
Aotearoa Tower zone rules do not apply, but that the
Group (trading as provisions in other district wide chapters do
FortySouth), One apply. This clarity is necessary, and
New Zealand supported.
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NU - Introduction | S189.015 Chorus New Support The NESTF is clearly recognised as also Retain the Relationship with Other
Network Zealand Limited being relevant to the network utility planning Regulations as notified.
Utilities (Chorus), framework.
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
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Summary of Decision Requested

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-O1

NU-02

NU-O3

$189.016

$189.017

$189.018

Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New Support in
Zealand Limited part
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

Support

Support

Recognising the benefits of network utilities is

strongly supported

The objective as notified provides appropriate
context for plan users in terms of the
functional and operational need of network
utilities, and their positive effects. However,
as drafted it still requires adverse effects to be
avoided, remedied or mitigated. This should
be to the extent practicable, as it is not always
possible to completely avoid, remedy or
mitigate all actual and potential adverse

effects.

Reverse sensitivity is an issue, and an

objective to address is supported.

Retain NU-O1 as notified

Amend NU-O2 as follows:
The adverse effects of network utilities on the
environment are avoided, remedied, or

mitigated to the greatest extent
practicable, while recognising:a. the
functional need and operational need of
network utilities; andb. that positive
effects of network utilities may be
realised locally, regionally, or nationally.

Retain NU-O3 as notified
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NU -
Network
Utilities

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-P1

NU-P2

NU-P3

$189.019

$189.020

S$189.021

Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

Support

Support

Support

Recognising the benefits of network utilities is
strongly supported.

NU-P2 is a useful policy, provided it is
underpinned/supported by similar policies in
the chapters which allow for land use

Telecommunications technology evolves at a
fast rate, often faster than District Plan
provisions. A policy recognition technological
advances is therefore supported.

Retain NU-P1 as notified.

Retain NU-P2 as notified.

Retain NU-P3 as notified
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NU - NU-P4 S$189.022 Chorus New Support in | While it is appropriate to address the actual Amend NU-P4 as follows:
Network Zealand Limited part and potential effects of network utilities, some | Manage the adverse effects of network
Utilities (Chorus), additional qualification is proposed to NU-P4, | utilities, including effects on natural and
Connexa Limited to recognise the need for and benefits of physical resources, amenity values, sensitive
(Connexa), network utilities to the communities which activities, and the health, safety, and

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

they are serving.

wellbeing of people and communities by:
a. controlling the height, bulk, and location of

network utilities, where practicable,
without compromising the function or
need for the proposed network utility;
b. requiring compliance with recognised
standards or guidelines for the potential
adverse effects of noise, vibration,
radiofrequency fields, and electric and
magnetic fields;

c. requiring the undergrounding of new
network utilities in urban areas unless
there are technological or operational
constraints, or natural or physical
features that make underground
placement impractical or unreasonable;
d. encouraging the undergrounding of
new and existing network utilities in all
other areas, while recognising there are
technological or operational
constraints, or natural or physical
features that make underground
placement impractical or unreasonable;
e. mitigating adverse visual effects
through landscaping and/or the use of
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NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-P5 S$189.023 Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

Support in
part

A policy which provides balance as to how
decisions are made on the adverse effects of
network utilities is supported. Again, some
qualification is proposed to recognise the
practical elements of network utility
operations. The benefit of the network utility
should also be considered.

recessive colours and finishes, where
possible; and

f. requiring network utilities to adopt
sensitive design to integrate network
utilities within the site, existing built
form and/or landscape, and to maintain
the character and amenity of the
surrounding area where practicable,
without compromising the function or
need for the proposed network utility.

Amend NU-P5 as follows:
Ensure that network utilities avoid, remedy, or
mitigate adverse effects on the environment

as much as is practicable, while
recognising the functional need and
operational need of the network utility,
and having regard to:

a. the extent to which adverse effects
have been addressed through site,
route, or method selection and/or the
extent to which the network utility is
constrained by functional need or
operational need;

b. the necessity of the network utility,
including:i. the need to quickly repair
and restore disrupted services; andii. the
impact of not operating, repairing,
maintaining, upgrading, removing, or
developing the network utility;

c. the time, duration, or frequency of
adverse effects;

d. the location of existing network
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NU - NU-R3
Network
Utilities

$189.024

Chorus New Support in
Zealand Limited part
(Chorus),

Connexa Limited
(Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower

Group (trading as
FortySouth), One

New Zealand

Group Limited

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)

The rule requires amendment so that terms
within the rule align with defined terms in the
PDP. For instance the rule refers to a
telecommunications pole whereas the
definitions in the PDP only have a definition
for pole and that definition aligns with the
NESTF. There is no definition of a tower.

utilities, including:

i. the complexity and connectedness of
the networks and services; and

ii. the potential for co-location and
shared use of network utility corridors;
ande. anticipated outcomes for the
receiving environment, including the
role, function, and predominant planned
character of the underlying zone, and
how the network utility will benefit the
users of that zone.

Amend NU-R3 as follows:1. Activity status:
PermittedWhere:a. The realignment,
relocation, or replacement of a line, pipe,

telecommunicationpele, pole,
tewer,conductor, switch, transformer, or
ancillary structure is within 5m of the
existing alignment or location;i—apele-is
notreplaced-with-a-towerii. a
replacement pole, tewer-or
telecommunicationpele does not
exceed the height of the replaced pole
or-toweror-telecommunicationpole by
the greater of:

a) more than 15%; or

b) the maximum structure height for the
underlying zone set out in NU-S1;

ii the diameter or width of a
replacement pole-e¢
telecommunicationspole;

a) does not exceed twice that of the
replaced pole at its widest point; or
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NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-R4

$189.025

Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

Support in
part

Defined terms in the PDP need to be used to

provide clarity for permitted activity standards.

The reference to all Network Utility Standards
should be more specific. For instance, why is
NU-S3 Parking and Access Requirements a

consideration for customer connection lines?

b) where a single pole is replaced with a
pi pole, the width of the pi pole structure
must not exceed three times the width
of the replaced pole at its widest
point;iv—areplacementtowersfootprint
doesnotexcecd-thewidth-ofthetower
by-rmorethan25%v—therearene

vi. an additional pole, up to a maximum
of two poles, is necessary to achieve the
conductor clearances required by NZECP
34:2001; and

vii. all structures that are no longer
required for network utility purposes are
removed within two years of being
replaced or becoming redundant; or

b. The realignment, relocation, or
replacement of any other network
utility;

i. all structures that are no longer
required for network utility purposes are
removed within two years of being
replaced or becoming redundant; and

ii. compliance is achieved with all
Network Utilities Standards

Amend NU-R4 as follows:

1. Activity status: PermittedWhere:a—Fhe
connection-does-notincludeanew
tower;

b. The connection does not exceed three
additional poles; and

c. Compliance is achieved with all
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NU -
Network
Utilities

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-R5

NU-R7

NU-R10

$189.026

$189.027

$189.028

Group Limited

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)

Chorus New Support in
Zealand Limited part
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand

Support

Support

Permitted provision for temporary network
utilities is supported. However, temporary

network utilities give rise to temporary effects.

Subclause NU-R5(1)(c) requires compliance
with all network utility standards. This means
there is no additional benefit to a temporary
facility over and above a permanent one in
the same location. While it is appropriate that
some network utility standards are met, it is
not essential for all standards to be met.

Providing for network utilities within existing
buildings is supported.

The permitted sizes provided for
communications kiosk or minor utility
structures and cabinets, and electric vehicle
charging stations are appropriate.

Network Utilities Standard NU-S1.

Amend NU-R5 as follows:

1. Activity status: PermittedWhere:

a. The temporary network utility operates for a
maximum of 12 months;

b. All temporary network utilities and
associated buildings and structures are
removed from the site on completion of the
works; and

c. Compliance is achieved with all Network
Utilities Standards NU-S4, NU-S5, NU-S6,

and NU-S7.

Retain NU-R7 as notified

Retain NU-R10 as notified.
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Section Provision | n Point
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NU - NU-R11 S$189.029 Chorus New Support in | For the most part, the rule clearly aligns with Amend NU-R11 as follows:
Network Zealand Limited part regulated activities under the NESTF. 1. Activity status: PermittedWhere:...
Utilities (Chorus), Restricted Discretionary activity status is f. For antenna attached to a building, the
Connexa Limited appropriate for activities which cannot meet antenna does not exceed a height of 5m
(AConnexa), thg. permitted requirements. Not all network above the building height if the building
otearoa Tower utility standards are necessary. For example . X . X
Group (trading as NU-S2 (relating to setbacks) is not needed is in a residential zone and is less than
FortySouth), One due to the relatively slimline nature of 15m high, or 5m above the point of
New Zealand telecommunication structures, and clause NU- i
Group Limited R11(1)(a) requiring setbacks from residential attachment to the building in all other
(One NZ) and zone boundaries. Zones;
Spark New g. Other network utility buildings or
Zealand Trading Likewise, telecommunication facilities donot | stryctures do not exceed a footprint of
Limited (Spark) give rise to parking and access requirements, . .
or electric and magnetic fields (hence the 26m2 or and a height of 23-8m in
NESTF only being regulating radiofrequency residential zones and a footprint of 5m2
effects). and a height of 2.5m in all other zones;
Some minor tweaking of the permitted and . . . .
provisions is needed to provide for h. Compliance is achieved with all
technological changes that are occurring. Network Utilities Standards NU-S1, NU-
S4, NU-S6 and NU-S7
NU - NU-R12 S$189.030 Chorus New Support in | Providing a rule which has a graduated Amend NU-R12 as follows:1. Activity status:
Network Zealand Limited part (Controlled then Restricted Discretionary) ControlledWhere
Utilities (Chorus), activity status for activities that are regulated a. For panel antenna: a width of 0.89m is not
Connexa Limited under the NESTF but cannot meet the exceeded
(Connexa), permitted regulations of that document is '

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New

supported. The matters of control are
appropriate and work together well. A greater
panel antenna width is sought to provide
greater certainty for new technologies.
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Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NU - NU-R13 S$189.031 Chorus New Amend Providing a rule which has a graduated Amend NU-R14 as follows:
Network Zealand Limited (Controlled then Restricted Discretionary) 1. Activity status: Controlled Where:
Utilities (Chorus), activity status for activities that are regulated a. A new panel antenna does not exceed a
Connexa Limited under the NESTF but cannot meet the maximum front face area of 2m2; and
(AConnexa), permitted regulations of that document is b. For antenna attached to a building,
otearoa Tower supported. The matters of control are )
Group (trading as appropriate and work together well. A minor provided the antenna does not exceed a
FortySouth), One tweak is sought so it is clear which face of a height of 5m above the point of
gew Zeallla.nd panel antenna the permitted area applies to. attachment to the building
roup Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NU - NU-R14 S$189.032 Chorus New Supportin | Providing a rule which has a graduated Amend NU-R14 as follows:
Network Zealand Limited part (Controlled then Restricted Discretionary) 1. Activity status: Controlled Where:
Utilities (Chorus), activity status for activities that are regulated a. A new panel antenna does not exceed a
Connexa Limited under the NESTF but cannot meet the maximum front face area of 2m2;and
(Connexa), permitted regulations of that document is

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

supported. The matters of control are
appropriate and work together well.

A minor tweak is sought so it is clear which
face of a panel antenna the permitted area
applies to. Functional and operational need
are separately defined in the PDP, and the
matter of control, through use of the word
‘and' requires both to be considered. Given
the separate definitions, they should be
assessed independently and not linked.

b. For antenna attached to a building,
provided the antenna does not exceed a
height of 5m above the point of
attachment to the building.

Matters of control:

1. The functional need and or
operational need of, and benefits from,
the network utility, including the
potential impact on the levels of service
or health and safety if the work is not
undertaken.

2. The amenity values of the respective
zone and the extent to which any
adverse visual amenity effects can be
avoided, remedied, or mitigated.

3. The location of network utilities,
including the need for connections to
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Section Provision | n Point
existing networks and services.
NU - NU-R15 S189.033 Chorus New Amend Permitted provision (a) allows buildings and Amend NU-R15 as follows:
Network Zealand Limited structures not otherwise provided to have a 1. Activity status: Permitted Where:
Utilities (Chorus), height of the maximum building and structure a. The maximum building and structure
Connexa Limited height for the underlying zone is complied height for the underlying zone is complied
(Connexa), with, or the building does not exceed a height | with, or the building does not exceed a height
Aotearoa Tower of 10m, whichever is greater. This is of 10m, whichever is greater;
Group (trading as supported. It allows for buildings with the b. The building or structure dees-roet
FortySouth), One same height characterlstlcs. as other uses  afootprint for the underlying
New Zealand within a zone. The same principle should be . . . )
Group Limited applied to building footprint. The current zone is complied with of 20m?;
(One NZ) and permitted standard of 20m2 is too small for a c. The building or structure is set back
Spark New new telecommunications exchange, yet in 3m from anv site boundarv in an
Zealand Trading most instances the permitted footprint or site . . y . y y
Limited (Spark) coverage in the underlying zone is Residential Zone; and
appropriate for such a structure. d. Compliance is achieved with all
Network Utilities Standards.
NU - NU-S1 S189.034 Chorus New Supportin | The wording in the standard needs to align Amend NU-S1 as follows
Network Zealand Limited part with defined terms in the PDP, and as such [Residential Zones] Fertowers-and-poles:
Utilities (Chorus), the term tower should be deleted. The 15
Connexa Limited proposed permitted heights are generally o
(Connexa), appropriate, although there should be For-telecommunications poles: For a

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

encouragement for colocation as per the
direction provided in NU-P5(d)(ii). The
exclusions from the height standards for the
Residential and Commercial zones are also
appropriate. The same exclusions should
apply to all other zones.

single user of a pole,157m or 5m above
the permitted height standard of the
zone in which the structure is located,
whichever is the greater. For two or
more users of a pole, the permitted
height in S1A plus an additional 5m of
height.

Except that:

1. Omni directional 'whip', GPS, or dipole
antenna that complies with dimensions
in NU-R11(d) are excluded from the
‘combined height' (i.e. only the pole
needs to comply with the maximum
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structure height).

Lightning rods are exempt from
maximum height standard.

[Commercial Zones]Fertowersand
peles20m For telecommunications
poles: For a single user of a pole, 20m or
5m above the permitted height standard
of the zone in which the structure is
located, whichever is the greater. For
two or more users of a pole, the
permitted height in S1A plus an
additional 5m of height

Except that:1. Omni directional 'whip',
GPS, or dipole antenna that complies
with dimensions in NU-R11(d) are
excluded from the 'combined height'
(i.e. only the pole needs to comply with
the maximum structure height).Lightning
rods are exempt from maximum height
standard.

[Rural-Zenes, Open Space Zones, General
Industrial Zone, Special Purpose Zone]
25m, or 30m where there are two or
more users of the same pole.

Rural Zones

35m, or 40m where there are two or
more users of the same pole:1. Omni
directional 'whip', GPS, or dipole
antenna that complies with dimensions
in NU-R11(d) are excluded from the
'combined height' (i.e. only the pole
needs to comply with the maximum
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Section Provision | n Point
structure height). Lightning rods are
exempt from maximum height
standard.
TR - TR-P3 S$189.035 Chorus New Support in | The use of transport corridors for other Amend TR-P3 as follows:
Transport Zealand Limited part infrastructure should also be recognised in Identify and manage a classification of roads
(Chorus), this policy. and other transport corridors within the
Connexa Limited Wairarapa based on the One Network
(Connexa), Framework to ensure that the function of each
Aotearoa Tower corridor is recognised and protected when
Group (trading as managing subdivision and land use.
FortySouth), One Recognise that transport corridors are
g?&gﬁﬁﬁg d f‘m appropriate space for other
(One NZ) and infrastructure.
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NH - NH-R1 S189.036 Chorus New Oppose Given the direction provided in the NESTF (as | Insert the following to the introduction to the
Natural Zealand Limited explained in the cover letter to the chapter:The provisions in this chapter do
Hazards (c?horus), A, submlssmn).a c!ear exclusion .tg not apply to telecommunication
onnexa Limited telecommunication network utility structures .
(Connexa), from the chapter is sought. network utility structures and
Aotearoa Tower activities.NOTE: This request applies to
Group (trading as _ _ _ _
FortySouth), One Rules NH-R1, NH-R2, NH-R3 and NH-R4.
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
HH - HH-P3 S189.037 Chorus New Support in | Recognising that some activities are Amend HH-P3 as follows:
Historic Zealand Limited part appropriate is important. Providing heritage Enable the following activities relating to
Heritage (Chorus), buildings with appropriate infrastructure scheduled historic heritage buildings and
Connexa Limited sustains such a building for modern use, and items, where they retain historic heritage
(Connexa), this should be recognised in the policy values and contribute to the ongoing function

Aotearoa Tower

framework.

and use of the building or item:
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Group (trading as 1. Maintenance and repair;
FortySouth), One 2. Seismic strengthening and building safety
New Zealand alterations; and
Group Limited 3. Demolition of non-scheduled buildings
(One NZ) and within a heritage precinct. 4. Servicing of
Spark New the building and items with network
Zealand Trading o
Limited (Spark) utilities.
HH - HH-P7 S189.038 Chorus New Supportin | Like HH-P3, infrastructure is important to Amend HH-P7 as follows:
Historic Zealand Limited part sustain activities within scheduled heritage Provide for new buildings and structures, and
Heritage (Chorus), precincts, and this should be recognised in additions or alterations to existing non-
Connexa Limited the policy framework. scheduled buildings or structures within a
(Connexa), scheduled heritage precinct, where the work:
Aotearoa Tower 1. Is compatible with the form, proportions,
Group (trading as materials, and setting of existing buildings
FortySouth), One within the scheduled heritage precinct
New Zealand 2. Provides continuity and coherence with the
Group Limited heritage values and streetscape qualities
(One NZ) and within the scheduled heritage precinct;
Spark New 3. Contributes to the long-term viability or
Zealand Trading ongoing use of the building or item; and
Limited (Spark) 4. Aligns with the guidance for heritage
buildings and areas set out in the Residential
Design Guide or Centres Design Guide as
applicable. 5. Is for a network utility
building or structure, and there is a
functional or operational requirement
for the location of the building or
structure
NU - NU-R10 S$189.039 Chorus New Support The permitted sizes provided for Retain NU-R10 as notified.
Network Zealand Limited communications kiosk or minor utility
Utilities (Chorus), structures and cabinets, and electric vehicle
Connexa Limited charging stations are appropriate.
(Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
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Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
HH - New S$189.040 Chorus New Supportin | A new rule is sought in order to ensure that Insert a new Permitted Activity Rule as
Historic provision Zealand Limited part customer connections to heritage buildings follows:HH-RX Customer connections to a
Heritage request (Chorus), are permitted, as opposed to falling under . Y . . .
Connexa Limited HH-R14 and require restricted discretionary heritage bu'!dmg or fte.m listed in
(Connexa), consent. New customer connections provide | SCHED1 Heritage Buildings and
Aotearoa Tower for the adaptive reuse of buildings, and by ItemsActivity Status: Permitted where -
Group (trading as having appropriate permitted activity : :
FortySouth), One standards, adverse effects on the heritage Cu.stc3mer c?nnec,tlons_a heritage
New Zealand item can be avoided, remedied or mitigated. building or item listed in SCHED1
Group Limited Heritage Buildings and Items where the
(One NZ) and customer connection shall not be
Spark New ttached t i feat front
Zealand Trading attached to a primary feature or fron
Limited (Spark) facade of the heritage building or
structure.Activity status where not
achieved: ControlledWhere:a.
Compliance is not achieved with HH-
RX(1). Matters of control: 1. The
matters listed in HH-P3.
TREE - TREE-P2 S$189.041 Chorus New Support Recognising that works to prevent damage to | Retain TREE-P2 as notified
Notable Zealand Limited infrastructure and to enable the installation of
Trees (Chorus), underground network utilities in the policy
Connexa Limited framework is supported.
(Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
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TREE - TREE-P6 S189.042 Chorus New Support Recognising that works to prevent damage to | Retain TREE-P6 as notified
Notable Zealand Limited infrastructure and to enable the installation of
Trees (Chorus), underground network utilities in the policy
Connexa Limited framework is supported.
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
TREE - TREE-R1 S$189.043 Chorus New Support in | Permitting trimming as required by the Amend TREE-R1 as follows:
Notable Zealand Limited part Telecommunications Act 1991 is supported. 1. Activity status: PermittedWhere:
Trees (Chorus), Amending subclause 1(a)(iv) to recognise a. The activity does not result in more than
Connexa Limited telecommunications lines alongside an minor trimming of any notable tree, where
(Connexa), electricity line is sought. There is no minor trimming means:
Aotearoa Tower difference in effect between i. the removal of broken branches, deadwood,
Group (trading as telecommunication or or diseased vegetation;
FortySouth), One electricity lines. ii. the removal of branches interfering with
New Zealand buildings or structures, but only to the extent
Group Limited that the branches are touching those
(One NZ) and buildings, or structures;
Spark New iii. the trimming is required by statute or
Zealand Trading regulations, including the Electricity (Hazards
Limited (Spark) from Trees) Regulations 2003 or the
Telecommunications Act 2001;
iv. the trimming is required to address an
imminent danger to an electricity or
telecommunication line; or
v. other trimming necessary to maintain
the health of a listed tree, certified by a
qualified arborist.
TREE - TREE-R2 S$189.044 Chorus New Support The rule clearly permits earthworks for the Retain TREE-R2 as notified.
Notable Zealand Limited purposes of installing underground network
Trees (Chorus), utilities, and this is supported.
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Section Provision | n Point
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
TREE - TREE-R3 S189.045 Chorus New Support in | Permitting trimming as required by the Amend TREE-R3 as follows:
Notable Zealand Limited part Telecommunications Act 1991 is supported. 1. Activity status: PermittedWhere:
Trees (Chorus), Amending subclause 1(a)(iv) to recognise a. The activity does not result in more than
Connexa Limited telecommunications lines alongside an minor trimming of any street tree, where minor
(Connexa), electricity line is sought. There is no trimming means:
Aotearoa Tower difference in effect between i. the removal of broken branches, deadwood,
Group (trading as telecommunication or or diseased vegetation;
FortySouth), One electricity lines. ii. the removal of branches interfering with
New Zealand buildings or structures, but only to the extent
Group Limited that the branches are touching those
(One NZ) and buildings, or structures;
Spark New iii. the trimming is required by statute or
Zealand Trading regulations, including the Electricity (Hazards
Limited (Spark) from Trees) Regulations 2003 or the
Telecommunications Act 2001;
iv. the trimming is required to address an
imminent danger to an electricity or
telecommunication line; or
v. other trimming necessary to maintain
the health of a listed tree, certified by a
qualified arborist.
TREE - TREE-R4 S$189.046 Chorus New Support The rule clearly permits earthworks for the Retain TREE-R4 as notified.
Notable Zealand Limited purposes of installing underground network
Trees (Chorus), utilities, and this is supported.
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
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New Zealand

Group Limited

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)
SASM - SASM-R6 S$189.047 Chorus New Support The rule clearly permits earthworks for the Retain SASM-R6 as notified
Sites and Zealand Limited purposes of installing underground network
Areas of (Chorus), utilities, and this is supported.
Significanc Connexa Limited
e to Maori (Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower

Group (trading as

FortySouth), One

New Zealand

Group Limited

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)
SASM - SASM-R7 S189.048 Chorus New Supportin | A rule providing clear guidance as to what Amend the rule, or have a separate rule for
Sites and Zealand Limited part new or extensions of existing buildings or upgrading and a separate rule for new, so
Areas of (Chorus), structures in site or area of significance to that it is clear what the scope of an existing
Significanc Connexa Limited Maori listed in SCHED4 Sites and legal instrument is
e to Maori (Connexa), Significance

Aotearoa Tower to Maori is supported. However it is unclear

Group (trading as what the scope of an existing legal instrument

FortySouth), One includes. Does this include resource consents

New Zealand or leases? And how does new infrastructure

Group Limited fall into a permitted activity, when it is unlikely

(One NZ) and to have an existing legal instrument, but one

Spark New may form through the process of establishing

Zealand Trading the infrastructure.

Limited (Spark)
ECO - ECO-P5 S189.049 Chorus New Support Recognising that maintenance of the safety Retain ECO-P5 as notified
Ecosystem Zealand Limited and efficiency of network utilities and existing
s and (Chorus), access tracks to network utilities is
Indigenous Connexa Limited appropriate in areas of significant indigenous
Biodiversit (Connexa), vegetation or habitat is supported.
y Aotearoa Tower

Group (trading as
FortySouth), One

90



113

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point

New Zealand

Group Limited

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)
ECO - ECO-P7 S$189.050 Chorus New Support in | Similar recognition of network utilities as is Amend ECO-P7 as follows:
Ecosystem Zealand Limited part provided in ECO-P5 should be included in Provide for the modification of vegetation
s and (Chorus), ECO P-7 outside of habitats comprising significant
Indigenous Connexa Limited indigenous vegetation or significant habitats
Biodiversit (Connexa), of indigenous fauna where:
y Aotearoa Tower a. the indigenous vegetation is kanuka,

Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

manuka, or tauhinu;

b. other indigenous vegetation where loss of
mature indigenous vegetation is minimised;
c. timber is for reasonable personal use of up
to 50m3 over any 10-year period;

d. modification is undertaken in accordance
with an approval under Part IlIA of the Forests
Act 1949;

e. the naturally occurring indigenous
vegetation has grown under the canopy of a
plantation forest or as a consequence of the
harvesting of plantation forest;

f. the plantation forestry and other vegetation
has been planted and managed for
horticulture or agriculture purposes;

g. necessary for the avoidance of imminent
danger to human life or property;

h. activities are carried out subject to and in
accordance with any specific covenants or
other legal agreements entered into with the
District Council, or GreaterWellington
Regional Council, or Department of
Conservation, or QEIl Trust; and

i. it is necessary for the construction or

maintenance of a firebreak.j. it is necessary
for the construction or maintenance of
a network utility.
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ECO - ECO-P8 S189.051 Chorus New Supportin | If a network utility cannot comply with ECO- Amend ECO-P8 as follows:
Ecosystem Zealand Limited part R2.1, it becomes a restricted discretionary Manage the modification of indigenous
s and (Chorus), activity under ECO-R2.2, with a matter of vegetation outside of habitats comprising
Indigenous Connexa Limited discretion being the provisions contained significant indigenous vegetation or significant
Biodiversit (Connexa), within ECO-P8. As such, ECO-P8 should habitats of indigenous fauna to ensure any
y Aotearoa Tower consider the functional or operational adverse effects on the biological diversity of
Group (trading as requirements of the network utility indigenous species and habitats are avoided,
FortySouth), One remedied, or mitigated, considering:
New Zealand a. the significance and values of the
Group Limited vegetation and habitat;
(One NZ) and b. the extent of modification, including
Spark New measures to avoid or minimise the loss,
Zealand Trading damage, or disruption to ecological
Limited (Spark) processes, functions, and integrity of the
vegetation and habitat; and
c. the effects of the modification on the
significance and values of the vegetation and
habitat, including potential cumulative effects;
and d. for any network utility the
functional need or operational need of
the network utility
ECO - ECO-R1 S$189.052 Chorus New Support Permitting modification to comply with the Retain ECO-R1 as notified
Ecosystem Zealand Limited Telecommunications Act 2001 is supported.
s and (Chorus),
Indigenous Connexa Limited
Biodiversit (Connexa),
y Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
ECO - ECO-R2 S189.053 Chorus New Support in | Permitting modification for the operation Amend ECO-R2 as follows:
Ecosystem Zealand Limited part and/or maintenance and repair of existing 1. Activity status: PermittedWhere one or
s and (Chorus), pasture, fences, drains, structures, network more of the following applies:
Indigenous Connexa Limited utilities, and infrastructure, fire breaks a. The modification is associated with
(Connexa), including existing roads or tracks (including conservation activities or customary
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“Biodiversit Aotearoa Tower walking or cycling tracks). Construction activitiesb. Compliance is achieved with ECO-
y Group (trading as should also be included, as construction S1;

FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

activities can require modification of
indigenous vegetation outside of a Significant
Natural Area

¢. No more than 50m3 of timber harvested for
reasonable personal use over any 10-year
period;

d. The harvesting of indigenous timber
undertaken in accordance with an approval
under Part IlIA of the Forests Act 1949;

e. The construction, operation and/or
maintenance and repair of existing
pasture, fences, drains, structures,
network utilities, and infrastructure, fire
breaks including existing roads or tracks
(including walking or cycling tracks);

f. Trimming that is required to comply
with the Electricity (Hazards from Trees)
Regulations 2003or
Telecommunications Act 2001;

g. Activities carried out subject to and in
accordance with any specific covenants
or other legal agreements entered into
with the District Council, or Greater
Wellington Regional Council, or
Department of Conservation, or QEll
Trust;

h. The trimming or removal of
indigenous vegetation that has been
planted and managed specifically for
commercial horticulture, plantation
forestry, or agricultural purposes; or

i. For the avoidance of loss of life, injury,
or serious damage to property;

j- The modification is required in
accordance with Section 43 and 64 of
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the Fire and Emergency New Zealand Act
2017;
k. The modification is required to
remove vegetation infected by an
unwanted organism under the
Biosecurity Act 1993.
NATC - NATC-P3 S$189.054 Chorus New Supportin | The policy is supported, however given the Amend NATC-P3 as follows:
Natural Zealand Limited part PDP defines infrastructure, there is no need Enabled earthworks in proximity to Significant
Character (Chorus), to include examples of infrastructure within Waterbodies;
Connexa Limited the policy wording. A minor typo is also picked | Allow earthworks within 25m of Significant
(Connexa), up. Waterbodies where they are for the purpose
Aotearoa Tower of maintenance works on infrastructure;-sueh
Group (trading as iRtain rai o d
FortySouth), One ! !
New Zealand aceess-tracks-orroads,forapproacheste
Group Limited bridges-and-eulverts-orfor-watersupply
(One NZ) and infrastructure including irrigation
Spark New !
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NATC - NATC-R1 S189.055 Chorus New Support in | Permitting earthworks within 25m of a Amend NATC-R1.2 as follows:Matters of
Natural Zealand Limited part Significant Waterbody for existing discretion:...
Character (Chorus), infrastructure is supported. The functional or 9. The functional need or operational
Connexa Limited operational requirements of infrastructure .
(Connexa), should be a matter of discretion for the rule. need of infrastructure
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
NATC - NATC-R2 S189.056 Chorus New Supportin | The functional or operational requirements of | Amend NATC-R2.2 as follows:Matters of
Natural Zealand Limited part infrastructure should be a matter of discretion | discretion:...
Character (Chorus), for the rule 9. The functional need or operational
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
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NFL -
Natural
Features
and
Landscape
s

NFL -
Natural
Features
and
Landscape
s

NFL -
Natural
Features
and

NFL-P3

NFL-P5

NFL-R1

$189.057

$189.058

$189.059

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),

Support

Support

Support in
part

Recognising that some structures have a
functional or operational need to be located in
an ONFL is supported.

Recognising that some structures have a
functional or operational need to be located in
an ONFL is supported. Has policies are read
as a whole, there is no need for the

cross reference in NFL-P5(d) to NFL-P3 and
NFL-P4

There can be instances where roads pass
through ONFLs, and in such instances it
should be appropriate for other infrastructure
to be located within road reserve. This should
be encouraged through permitted activity

need of infrastructure

Retain NFL-P3 as notified

Amend NFL-P5 as follows

4 ith Polici
NE-P3-ane-NF-P4-

Amend NFL-R1 as follows:

1. Activity status: PermittedWhere:
a. Compliance is achieved with

i. NFL-S1;

ii. NFL-S2; and
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Section Provision | n Point
Landscape Aotearoa Tower status, so that infrastructure providers seek iii. NFL-S3; or
s Group (trading as out sites d therefore co-locate effects, before b. Earthworks, modification of indigenous
FortySouth), One considering other areas in ONFLs. vegetation, or buildings and structures are
New Zealand associated with conservation activities; ¢. The
%ggpNLZl;n::g proposal is fc?r a.netw.ork utility
Spark New structure which is entirely located
Zealand Trading within formed legal road;anded. The
Limited (Spark) Outstanding Natural Features and
Landscapes is not -located within the
Coastal Environment; and de. Is not
associated with plantation forestry.
NFL - NFL-S3 S189.060 Chorus New Supportin | Having a permitted height for structures in Amend NFL-S3(1)(b) as follows:
Natural Zealand Limited part ONFLs is supported, however 5m is too low the building or structure must not exceed one
Features (Chorus), for telecommunication poles, as it will more storey and must not exceed a maximum
and Connexa Limited than likely cause a non-compliance with height of 5m, except for poles which can
Landscape (Connexa), radiofrequency standards. 8m is what is be up to 8m high
3 Aotearoa Tower permitted in the Queenstown Lakes ONLs,
Group (trading as and
FortySouth), One is the lowest appropriate height for poles to
New Zealand efficiently achieve their functional use. This is
Group Limited appropriate given the slimline nature of a pole
(One NZ) and as opposed to a building, which reduces its
Spark New visual effects.
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
SUB - SUB-02 S189.061 Chorus New Supportin | An objective about servicing is supported, Amend SUB-02 as follows:
Subdivisio Zealand Limited part however it is only focussed on Council Subdivision and developments are serviced to
n (Chorus), provided infrastructure, not all infrastructure. provide for the likely or anticipated use of the
Connexa Limited All infrastructure is necessary to given effect land while avoiding, remedying, or mitigating
(Connexa), to the PDPs strategic objectives UFD-O4 and | adverse effects on the environment by

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

INF-O1, as well as SUB-P2 as notified. As
such, amendments to SUB-O2 are sought.

ensuring:

a. subdivisions within the urban boundary
connect to reticulated water, and wastewater
services (and reticulated stormwater services
where they are available or provide for on-site

stormwater disposal), telecommunications
networks and power networkswith
sufficient capacity to accommodate
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-P2

$189.062

Chorus New Support in
Zealand Limited part
(Chorus),

Connexa Limited
(Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower

Group (trading as
FortySouth), One

New Zealand

Group Limited

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)

SUB-P2 requires subdivision to be located
where appropriate infrastructure is available,
or to provide infrastructure in an integrated
and comprehensive manner. The specifics of
what providing infrastructure in an integrated
manner does not consider
telecommunications. This should be included
and as such an amendment is sought.

proposed or anticipated development;
and

b. subdivisions in Rural Zones are
capable of being serviced via on-site
water, wastewater, and stormwater
measures when development occurs on
the site, and are capable of connecting
to a telecommunications network.Note.
In the submission received through
Spoken a. above reads differently using
the words 'open access fibre networks'

Amend SUB-P2 as follows:

Require subdivision to be located where
appropriate infrastructure is available, or to
provide infrastructure in an integrated and
comprehensive manner by:

a. ensuring appropriate infrastructure has the
capacity to accommodate the development or
anticipated future development of the land in
accordance with thepurpose of the zone, is in
place at the time of subdivision or
development, and integrates with existing and
planned infrastructure;

b. requiring connections to Council's
reticulated systems within the urban boundary
to meet the performance criteria of the

relevant Council;c. ensure allotments can
connect to a telecommunications
network; ed; ensuring allotments
outside the urban boundary are of a
sufficient size and shape with
appropriate soil conditions to
accommodate on-site wastewater,
stormwater, and water supply
infrastructure, and that there is
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-R1

$189.063

Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited

Support

SUB-R1 is supported as it is subject to SUB-
S6 Network Utility Services.

sufficient water supply capacity
forfirefighting purposes and there is an
ability to connect to
telecommunications network; de;
ensuring roads and any vehicle access to
sites meet minimum design standards to
allow for safe and efficient traffic
movements and can safely
accommodate the intended number of
users and the intended functioning of
the road or access; ef; providing for
transport network connections within
and between communities;fg; where
consistent with the zone, providing for a
variety of travel modes that reflect the
purpose, character, and amenity values
of the zone, including walking, cycling,
and access to and infrastructure for
public transport while recognising the
role that efficient transport
infrastructure and connectivity plays in
reducing greenhouse gas emissions;
andgh; achieving safe and efficient
access onto and from state highways.

Retain SUB-R1 as notified.
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Section Provision | n Point

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)

SUB - SUB-R2 S189.064 Chorus New Supportin | SUB-R2 is supported as it is subject to SUB- Amend SUB-R2 as follows:
Subdivisio Zealand Limited part S6 Network Utility Services and amendment Matters of Control
n (Chorus), of the requirement for telecommunications 8. Provision of appropriate infrastructure and

Connexa Limited infrastructure to be designed in accordance services and their design and location,

(Connexa), with the Councils engineering standards. including water supply (including firefighting

Aotearoa Tower While this is relevant for Council controlled water supply), wastewater systems,

Group (trading as infrastructure, the telecommunications stormwater control and disposal,

FortySouth), One network operators should be responsible for telecommunications and electricity in

New Zealand determining the design on their network accordance with Council's engineering

Group Limited requirements. standards, except for telecommunications.

(One NZ) and 8.1 Provision of appropriate

gpark New telecommunications, including their

ealand Trading . .

Limited (Spark) design and location shall be accordance
with the telecommunication network
operators requirements subject to SUB-
S6.

SUB - SUB-R3 S189.065 Chorus New Support SUB-R3 is supported as it recognises that Retain SUB-R3 as notified.
Subdivisio Zealand Limited subdivisions for network utility purposes can
n (Chorus), have different characteristics and drivers
Connexa Limited compared to standard subdivision in any
(Connexa), given
Aotearoa Tower zone.
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
SUB - SUB-R4 S189.066 Chorus New Support SUB-R4 is supported as it is subject to SUB- Retain SUB-R4 as notified.
Subdivisio Zealand Limited S6 Network Utility Services.
n (Chorus),

Connexa Limited

(Connexa),
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
SUB - SUB-R5 S189.067 Chorus New Support SUB-RS5 is supported as it is subject to SUB- Retain SUB-R5 as notified.
Subdivisio Zealand Limited S6 Network Utility Services.
n (Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
FC - FC-P1 S189.068 Chorus New Support in | Financial contributions recognising the costs Amend FC-P1 as follows:Require subdividers
Financial Zealand Limited part of new infrastructure are supported. The title and developers to meet the full costs of new
Contributio (Chorus), of each of policy FC-P1, FC-P2, FC-P3 and “%H%%H@me%aﬂd
ns Connexa Limited FC-P4 all refer the infrastructure generally, . . .
(Connexa), but the detail in the policy itself refers only to tFa-nsper-Flr'\f.rastructure associated with
Aotearoa Tower water, wastewater, stormwater and transport the subdivision and development,
Group (trading as infrastructure. Yet new developments can including linkages and the costs of local
FortySouth), One require upgrades to or developments of other ; ;
New Zealand infrastructure. As such, these policies should upgr?dmg of mfrast‘ructurfe, where the
Group Limited recognise all infrastructure, not just water, new infrastructure is required to solely
(One NZ) and wastewater, stormwater and transport serve the proposed subdivision or
Spark New companies would welcome further discussion | activity.
Zealand Trading with Council as to how to become party to
Limited (Spark) these financial contributions.
FC - FC-P2 S189.069 Chorus New Supportin | Financial contributions recognising the costs Amend FC-P2 as follows:Require subdividers
Financial Zealand Limited part of new infrastructure are supported. The title and developers to contribute towards any
Contributio (ChOI'US), Of eaCh Of p0|lcy FC-P1, FC-PZ, FC-P3 and prev|ous upgrad|ng of Wa.te.r_wa.s.tewa.ter_
ns Connexa Limited FC-P4 all refer the infrastructure generally, I 4 tinfrastructure
(Connexa), but the detail in the policy itself refers only to
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Aotearoa Tower water, wastewater, stormwater and transport when a subdivision or development will
Group (trading as infrastructure. Yet new developments can - .
FortySouth), One require upgrades to or developments of other utilise excess capacity.
New Zealand infrastructure. As such, these policies should
Group Limited recognise all infrastructure, not just water,
(One NZ) and wastewater, stormwater and transport
Spark New infrastructure. The telecommunications
Zealand Trading companies would welcome further discussion
Limited (Spark) with Council as to how to become party to
these financial contributions.
SUB - SUB-P3 S$189.070 Chorus New Supportin | Financial contributions recognising the costs Amend FC-P3 as follows:
Subdivisio Zealand Limited part of new infrastructure are supported. The title Where additional capacity of-water;
n (Chorus), of each of policy FC-P1, FC-P2, FC-P3 and l | I 4 l
Connexa Limited FC-P4 all refer the infrastructure generally, ) T i
(Connexa), butthe detail in the policy itself refers only to infrastructure is needed to mitigate the
Aotearoa Tower water, wastewater, stormwater and transport adverse effects of a subdivision or
Group (trading as infrastructure. Yet new developments can ; -
FortySouth), One require upgrades to or developments of other development, require subd|V|de'rs or
New Zealand infrastructure. As such, these policies should | developers to meet the proportion of
Group Limited recognise all infrastructure, not just water, these costs generated by the subdivision
(One NZ) and wastewater, stormwater and transport or development.
Spark New infrastructure. The telecommunications
Zealand Trading companies would welcome further discussion
Limited (Spark) with Council as to how to become party to
these financial contributions.
FC - FC-P4 S189.071 Chorus New Supportin | Financial contributions recognising the costs Amend FC-P4 as follows:
Financial Zealand Limited part of new infrastructure are supported. The title Require subdividers and developers to make
Contributio (Chorus), of each of policy FC-P1, FC-P2, FC-P3 and a fair and equitable contribution towards
ns Connexa Limited FC-P4 all refer the infrastructure generally, water-wastewaterstormwaterand
(Connexa), but the detail in the policy itself refers only to

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

water, wastewater, stormwater and transport
infrastructure. Yet new developments can
require upgrades to or developments of other
infrastructure. As such, these policies should
recognise all infrastructure, not just water,
wastewater, stormwater and transport
infrastructure. The telecommunications
companies would welcome further discussion
with Council as to how to become party to
these financial contributions.

transport infrastructure to mitigate the
cumulative adverse effects on
infrastructure to ensure the level of
service meets the needs of future
occupants and does not adversely affect
the level of service for existing users.
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" CE-
Coastal
Environme
nt

CE -
Coastal
Environme
nt

CE -
Coastal
Environme
nt

CE-P4

CE-P6

CE-R3

$189.072

$189.073

$189.074

Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
Chorus New
Zealand Limited part
(Chorus),

Connexa Limited
(Connexa),

Aotearoa Tower

Group (trading as
FortySouth), One

New Zealand

Group Limited

(One NZ) and

Spark New

Zealand Trading

Limited (Spark)

Support

Support

Support in

Recognising that there can be a functional or
operational need for structures to be located
in the coastal environment is supported.

Recognising that there can be a functional or
operational need for structures to be located
in areas of very high and high natural
character in the coastal environment is
supported

Having a permitted height for structures in
coastal environments that are areas of
outstanding natural character is supported,
poles, as it will more than likely cause a non-
compliance with radiofrequency standards.
8m is what is permitted in the Queenstown
Lakes ONLs, and is the lowest appropriate
height for poles to efficiently achieve their
functional use. This is appropriate given the
slimline nature of a pole as opposed to a
building, which reduces its visual effects.

Retain CE-P4 as notified.

Retain CE-P6 as notified.

Amend CE-R3(1)(d)(ii) as follows
a maximum height of 5m, except for poles
which can be up to 8m high.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
_Section Provision | n Point
CE - CE-S3 $189.075 Chorus New Support in | Having a permitted height for structures in Amend CE-S3(1)(b) as follows:
Coastal Zealand Limited part coastal environments is supported, however the building or structure must not exceed a
Environme (Chorus), o 3m, 5m and .7m.is too low fOF. . maximum height of 7m, except for po[es
nt Connexa Limited tglecommunlcatlon poles', as it w.|II more than which can be up to 8m high.
(Connexa), likely cause a non-compliance with
Aotearoa Tower radiofrequency standards. 8m is what is Amend CE-S3(2)(b) as follows:
Group (trading as permitted in the Queenstown Lakes ONLs, the building or structure must not
;zrvtvygggltgr)],dOne taond is the lowest appropriate height for poles exceed a maximum height of 3m, except
Group Limited efficiently achieve their functional use. Thisis | for poles which can be up to 8m high.
(One NZ) and appropriate given the slimline nature of a pole | Amend CE-S3(3)(b) as follows:
Spark New as opposed to a building, which reduces its the building or structure must not
Zealand Trading visual effects.
Limited (Spark) exceed one storey and must not exceed
a maximum height of 5m, except for
poles which can be up to 8m high.
NOISE - NOISE-S1 S189.076 Chorus New Support The maximum permitted noise levels in all Retain NOISE-S1 as notified.
Noise Zealand Limited zones are appropriate for telecommunications
(Chorus), infrastructure.
Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)
SIGN - SIGN-R4 S189.077 Chorus New Amend Occasionally, infrastructure rollouts are Amend SIGN-R4 as follows:
Signs Zealand Limited supported by signs advising people that new 1. Activity status: PermittedWhere the other
(Chorus), infrastructure is available. For example, rules in this chapter do not apply, provided
Connexa Limited Crown Infrastructure Partners, the that:
(Connexa), Government's a. The total face area of all temporary signs

Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and

infrastructure arm, required this for the Ultra-
Fast Broadband fibre rollout. As such, such
signage should be recognised in the
temporary sign provisions.

per site shall be no greater than 3m2 except
in the case of temporary signs for Local Body
or General Elections on public land where no
individual sign is greater than 3m2 and the
Council has provided written authorisation for
these to be erected;
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-S6

$189.078

Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

Chorus New
Zealand Limited
(Chorus),

Amend

A standard requiring new lots in the
residential, commercial, mixed use, general
industrial and rural zones to connect to a

b. The maximum height of any temporary sign
shall not exceed 6m above ground level;

c. Any temporary sign advertising an event
shall not be displayed for more than 8 weeks
before and shall be removed within 7 days
after the date of the event;

d. Any temporary sign advertising Local Body
or General Elections shall not be displayed for
more than 9 weeks before polling day and
shall be removed by the close of the day
before polling day;

e. Any temporary signs advertising the sale or
auction of a property (real estate sign) shall
be located on the site to which they relate and
be removed within 3 weeks of the date on

which it is sold f. Any temporary sign
advertising new infrastructure provided
by a network utility operator shall be
removed within 3 months of the
infrastructure being made operational'
fg. No temporary sign shall be located on
any public road without the written
authorisation of Council;

hg. No temporary sign shall use
reflective materials, or be illuminated,
flashing, or moving;ki. On removal, the
entire sign including support structures
is removed and any disturbed ground is
reinstated to its previous condition; and
ij. Compliance is achieved with:

i. SIGN-S7; and

ii. SIGN-S8

Amend: Residential Zones, Commercial and
Mixed Use Zones, and General Industrial
Zone, and Rural Zones
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Connexa Limited
(Connexa),
Aotearoa Tower
Group (trading as
FortySouth), One
New Zealand
Group Limited
(One NZ) and
Spark New
Zealand Trading
Limited (Spark)

telecommunications network is supported.
The standard should not be qualified on
whether or not telecommunication lines pass
within 200m of a site. In urban areas the
submitter believe it is reasonable to require
open access fibre connections to each
allotment. Primarily due to expense, and
disruption to berms, footpaths, trees and
other linear network services in the road post
the subdivision.

For large subdivisions/developments the
submitter believe the applicant should be
responsible for providing an assessment from
the wireless network operator/s to establish
what wireless connectivity is available. The
applicant should be responsible making
provision for at least a site for a wireless
facility in areas where wireless connectivity is
difficult or not available. Residents in a new
subdivision or development will expect the
ability to use wireless services in their
dwelling or business premises or when
outside.

Rural zone subdivisions should be required to
have telecommunication connectivity either
wireless or fixed line. A requirement for
assessment how connectivity will be achieved
and consultation with telecommunication
network utility providers is appropriate.

1. Electricity and telecommunications services
shall be provided to the useable area of each
new lot where power lines and
telecommunications lines pass within 200m of

any boundary of any new lot.2.
Telecommunication connection in
Residential Zones, Commercial and
Mixed Use Zones, and General
Industrial Zonesa. to an open access
fibre network shall be provided to the
useable area of each new lot; andb.
Applicant provides an assessment of
what and how telecommunications will
be provided to each allotment in the
subdivision via confirmation in writing
from telecommunication network
operator/s.i. Contract to construct fibre
connections: andii. If any subdivision in
any zone is creating 100 allotments or
more shall provide an assessment that
sets out the ability ie coverage and
capacity of the existing mobile/wireless
networks to serve the subdivision and
potential development capacity. In the
situation that the existing wireless
networks do not have the capacity to
serve the subdivision and potential
development, work with the network
operators to identify and provide land
required to enable the new wireless
telecommunications network to serve
the subdivision.3. Rural zones
telecommunication connection shall be
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-S6

S$142.001

Chorus New
Zealand Ltd

Amend

The intent of SUB-S6 to ensure that network
utility services are provided for in the
subdivision process is supported. However,
the submitter believes that SUB-S6 should be
amended or an additional standard created to
ensure that connection to an open-access
fibre network is provided for at the time of
subdivision.

Connection to an open-access fibre network
to the usable area of all new allotments
should be required at the time of subdivision
alongside other essential services.

Not providing fibre at the time of subdivision
can result in unnecessary and disruptive
effects from retroactively installing fibre optic
cables in newly created roads, footpaths and
berms as well as increased costs to the end
user.

The relief sought will ensure that the
subdivision standards are consistent with
SUB-0O3 and SUB-P2 while still providing a

provided to the useable area of each
new lot. The applicant shall provide an
assessment that sets out the ability ie
coverage and capacity of the existing
mobile/wireless networks to serve the
subdivision. In the situation that the
existing wireless networks do not have
the capacity to serve the subdivision,
the applicant shall work with the
network operators to identify and
provide land required to enable the
new wireless telecommunications
network to serve the subdivision.

Insert an additional subdivision standard
specifically related to the provision of

telecommunications services as follows:SUB-
SX Telecommunications
servicesResidential Zones, Commercial
and Mixed Used Zones, General
Industrial Zone and Rural Lifestyle
Zones:1. Connection to an open-access
fibre network must be provided to the
useable area of each new
allotmentGeneral Rural Zones:1.
Connection to a telecommunications
network (fibre, mobile or wireless
including satellite) must be provided to
the usable area of each new
allotmentMatters of
discretion:Alternative provision of
telecommunications services
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
consenting pathway for instances where the
applicant is able to demonstrate how an
alternative and satisfactory
telecommunications connection can be
provided.
SUB - SUB-02 S142.002 Chorus New Support in | An objective about servicing is supported, Amend SUB-02 as follows:
Subdivisio Zealand Ltd part however it is only focused on Council Subdivision and developments are serviced to
n provided infrastructure, not all infrastructure. provide for the likely or anticipated use of the
All infrastructure is necessary to give effectto | land while avoiding, remedying, or mitigating
the PDPs strategic objectives UFD-O4 and adverse effects on the environment by
INF-O1, as well as SUB-P2 as notified. As ensuring:
such, amendments to SUB-O2 are sought. a. subdivisions within the urban boundary
connect to reticulated water and wastewater
services (and reticulated stormwater services
where they are available or provide for on-site
stormwater disposal), open-access fibre
networks and power networks with
sufficient capacity to accommodate
proposed or anticipated development;
and
b. subdivisions in Rural Zones are
capable of being serviced via on-site
water, wastewater, and stormwater
measures when development occurs on
the site, and are capable of connecting
to a telecommunications network.
SUB - SUB-P2 S142.003 Chorus New Supportin | SUB-P2 requires subdivision to be located Amend SUB-P2 as follows:
Subdivisio Zealand Ltd part where appropriate infrastructure is available, Require subdivision to be located where
n or to provide infrastructure in an integrated appropriate infrastructure is available, or to

and comprehensive manner. The specifics of
what providing infrastructure in an integrated
manner does not consider
telecommunications. This should be included
and as such an amendment is sought.

provide infrastructure in an integrated and
comprehensive manner by:

a. ensuring appropriate infrastructure has the
capacity to accommodate the development or
anticipated future development of the land in
accordance with the purpose of the zone, is in
place at the time of subdivision or
development, and integrates with existing and
planned infrastructure;
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b. requiring connections to Council's
reticulated systems within the urban boundary
to meet the performance criteria of the

relevant Council;c. ensure allotments can
connect to a telecommunications
network;ed. ensuring allotments outside
the urban boundary are of a sufficient
size and shape with appropriate soil
conditions to accommodate on-site
wastewater, stormwater, and water
supply infrastructure, and that there is
sufficient water supply capacity for
firefighting purposesde. ensuring roads
and any vehicle access to sites meet
minimum design standards to allow for
safe and efficient traffic movements and
can safely accommodate the intended
number of users and the intended
functioning of the road or access;ef.
providing for transport network
connections within and between
communities;fg. where consistent with
the zone, providing for a variety of travel
modes that reflect the purpose,
character, and amenity values of the
zone, including walking, cycling, and
access to and infrastructure for public
transport while recognising the role that
efficient transport infrastructure and
connectivity plays in reducing
greenhouse gas emissions; andgh.
achieving safe and efficient access onto
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
and from state highways.
Whole Whole Plan | S263.001 Chris Peterson Amend The submission discusses that there are Amend Plan to protect heritage and
Plan numerous strong walls which stand over 1m ecological values of strong walls along Norfolk
high and extend for 100m or more, and Road (inferred).
assumed to be constructed during the great
depression and refugee for native skinks and
geckos. The submission states an ecologists'
report may be in order.
ENG - ENG-R5 $12.001 Christopher Oppose in | There should be a minimum distance set for Amend ENG-R5 as follows:
Energy Clarke part windfarms, being a minimum of 1.5km from 'ENG-R5 Community-scale renewable
any residential home. The submitter notes electricity generation (wind), including
there are severe negative visual, financial, oepration, maintenance, repair and upgrade
audible and mental impacts of wind farms on General Rural Zone 1. Activity status:
those residing nearby. Controlled
Where:
a. The activity is not located within:
i. moderate hazard areas;
..X. 1.5km of a residential dwelling.
ix. Highly productive land.
ENG - S12.002 Christopher Oppose in | Submitter states that a social impact report Amend ENG-Energy chapter to
Energy Clarke part should be an essential requirement for a include:Those seeking to establish a wind
resource consent application for wind/ or solar farm must undertake a social
renewable energy farms.
impact report with their resource
consent application.
SWDC - S114.001 Clive Trott Oppose The submission details the potential adverse Amend the designation for WWTP in
Designatio | South effects of extending the designation area to Martinboorugh to explore other options rather
ns Wairarapa allow for disposal on the Pain Farm site as than using to irrigate Pain Farm. Delete the
District well as potential effects on the history and "open option" for the Council to establish
Council community benefit of the site. facilities for the storage of treated wastewater
in the future.
SUB - SUB - Table | S248.001 Colin and Helen Oppose in | The Proposed Plan takes a conservative Amend SUB - Table 1 to reduce minimum lot
Subdivisio | 1 Southey part approach to rural subdivision with a 40ha size in the General Rural Zone from 40ha to
n minimum lot size. The Rural Zone s32 Report | 10ha.

notes that based on an assessment of
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Summary of Decision Requested

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-R4

$248.002

Colin and Helen
Southey

Oppose in
part

subdivision lot sizes, the demand for rural lots
is either for small lots under 8ha or larger farm
lots. The 8ha is noted as aligning with the
Operative District Plan minimum lot size -
however, the minimum lot sizes are 4ha. It is
possible that the s32 report was actually
referring to 4ha and not 8ha as there have
been many 4ha allotments created.

It is submitted that the 40ha minimum lot size
is too restrictive. In some rural contexts 40ha
is a large area of land. There will be
circumstances where this restriction will
become an impediment to productive land
use (such as high value market gardens and
orchards) which do not require 40ha of land.
A discretionary activity consenting pathway to
the approval of sub 40ha lots does not offer
enough certainty to applicants.

In the context of the Proposed Plan's 40ha
minimum lot size, it would be difficult to
overcome the overriding presumption in the
NPS-HPL that fragmentation decreases
production. (Please refer to original
submission for the full list of reasons).

The approach taken in Carterton and South
Wairarapa where small lots (between 2 and
4ha), under certain circumstances, can be
further subdivided is strongly preferred to the
creation of a single "lifestyle zone" as is
proposed in the Masterton District. These
small lots have already had their productive
potential compromised and are large enough
to provide for additional rural housing. In
many circumstances, existing rural lots are
larger than their owners actually need them to
be. This results in underutilised land and a lot
of lawn mowing.

It is submitted that Masterton is no different to
Carterton and the South Wairarapa and
providing for additional housing within the
smaller rural sites in Masterton is the best

Amend SUB-R4 (1) (a) to include Masterton

District.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
way to utilise these sites and provide for rural
housing.
SWDC - S145.001 Colin Walter Oppose The submission raises concerns around Amend the designation for SWDC-S-16
Designatio | South Baruch notification of this process and poor (Martinborough wastewater disposal) to not
ns Wairarapa management of the current wastewater included the Pain Farm area.
District facilities.
Council
Planning Zones S$92.001 Country Village Oppose The submitter is concerned about the Rezone the Town Centre Zone from
Maps Heaven commercial creep into the Residential Zone Kuratawhiti/Jellicoe Streets to 33 Main Street,
and the adverse visual effects this is having Greytown (The Top Pub) back to General
with non-compliant signage, lighting, and Residential Zone.
often the style of the buildings being built. The
submitter wishes to retain a condensed Town
Centre/commerical centre and therefore
opposes the Town Centre zone extending
from Kuratawhiti/Jellicoe Streets to 33 Main
Street, Greytown (The Top Pub).
GRZ - GRZ-S1 $92.002 Country Village Amend The existing heritage buildings and trees and | Amend GRZ-S1 to limit buildings to two
General Heaven heights of existing building should be key storeys and a maximum height of 8m
Residential drivers to ensure they remain the dominant
Zone buildings.
Planning Specific S$92.003 Country Village Amend Submitter wants a frontage with the ability to Insert 'Active Street Frontage' mapping on
Maps Controls Heaven create people friendly experiences and to West Street (Inferred)
excite the human spirit rather than two
carparks and large high fences to the north.
TCZ - TCZ-S1 S92.004 Country Village Amend The existing heritage buildings and trees and | Amend TCZ-S1 to limit buildings to two
Town Heaven heights of existing building should be key storeys and a maximum height of 10m
Centre drivers to ensure they remain the dominant
Zone buildings.
SCHED1 - | Heritage S$163.001 Craig Dowling Oppose Seeks that "Oddfellows Hall" at 11 Hastwell Amend SCHED1 - Heritage buildings and
Schedule Buildings Street, Greytown is not included in SCHED1 - | |tems:Hmi61—OddfellowsHal—11
of Heritage | and Items Heritage Buildings and ltems. The submitter is HastwellSt_Grewvt (ALLDP-8727)
Buildings the joint owner of the building and property. ’
and ltems

Considers that the listing will impose on the
rights of property and building owners to
maintain and/or develop and enhance the
building, including more costs and restrictions.
Considers the building's location away from
Greytown's Main Street means it does not
significantly contribute to the general nature
of Greytown's heritage. Considers the building
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Planning
Maps

NH -
Natural
Hazards

Hazards
and Risks

NH-P13

S§77.001

S§77.002

Daniel Bradley

Daniel Bradley

Oppose

Oppose

has basic features, representative of its age
but not of particular architectural design
uniqueness. Notes the wooden facade was
added after the deterioration of the previous
stucco facade, which was an aesthetic
enhancement that would not have been
allowed had the building been listed on the
schedule as now proposed. Considers
Council's prior decisions around areas
adjacent to the building demonstrates the
heritage and aesthetic considerations on this
street are considered differently to properties
on the Main Street or on prior scheduled
areas (refers to the siting of a large cellphone
tower immediately adjacent to the rear of the
building on neighbouring land). Considers the
bigger negative impact on the heritage of
Greytown would be an unrestricted
development of the large adjacent carpark
area on Hastwell Street. Considers heritage
listing needs a strong but high bar. There is
no famous event, famous person, or stunning
architectural characteristics associated with
the building. Considers a property owner
should be able to invest in a property and
buildings in a way that secures the property's
current and future viability as the owner sees
fit. Considers the risk of regulatory overreach
is that communities wither, along with its
buildings, as investment into the future finds
other places to go.

There is a lack of evidence to justify the flood
alert areas and modelling is not up to date for
the site at Brookside Development,
Featherston as flood mitigation swales have
been constructed. There are also
discrepancies in s32 report justification.
NH-P13 should be deleted until more detailed
research has been conducted to justify
mapped flood hazard areas.

Delete Flood Alert areas from Planning Maps
until accurate data is available.

Delete NH-P13.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
NH - NH-P12 S77.003 Daniel Bradley Oppose NH-P12 should be deleted until more detailed | Delete NH-P12.
Natural research has been conducted to justify
Hazards mapped flood hazard areas.
NH - NH-R7 S77.004 Daniel Bradley Oppose NH-R7 should be deleted until more detailed Delete NH-R7.
Natural research has been conducted to justify
Hazards mapped flood hazard areas.
Planning Hazards S77.005 Daniel Bradley Oppose There is a lack of evidence to justify the flood | Amend Flood Alert area from 3b Community
Maps and Risks alert areas and modelling is not update date Green.
for the site at Brookside Development,
Featherston as flood mitigation swales have
been constructed. There are also
discrepancies in s32 report justification.
Planning Zones S70.001 Dan Kellow Oppose A General Residential Zone would enable Amend zoning of 18 Mole Street and 92
Maps residential development, thereby increasing Kuratawhiti St from General Rural Zone to
the supply of land for residential development | General Residential Zone.
in Greytown. Sites are not within any natural
hazard overlays. Sites are adjacent with
properties which are General Residential and
the rezoning of these sites would not be out of
character with the surrounding area. Despite
being LUC Class 1 both sites are too small to
have adequate production capacity. The
existing activity of the sites does not align with
GRUZ-01 therefore, the sites should be
zoned for the activities that are occurring on
them rather than primary production activities
which do not occur on either site.
SUB - SUB-01 S70.002 Dan Kellow Support This objective is supported as (b) recognises Retain Objective SUB-O1 as proposed.
Subdivisio that a variety of housing types are provided
n for.
SUB - SUB-P1 S70.003 Dan Kellow Support Clause (a) is supported as it recognises Retain Policy SUB-P1 as proposed.
Subdivisio ‘existing’ character of a zone.
n
SUB - SUB-P6 S70.004 Dan Kellow Amend Submitter states that Policy SUB-P6 is not Amend Policy SUB-P6 to recognise
Subdivisio consistent with Policy SUB-P8 because SUB- | subdivision of Highly Productive Land is
n P8 recognises there are circumstances set potentially acceptable in certain

out in the NPS-HPL where subdivision of HPL
is potentially acceptable.

circumstances, as is set out in the National
Policy Statement for Highly Productive Land.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
SUB - SUB-P8 S70.005 Dan Kellow Support SUB-P8 is supported as it is directly Retain Policy SUB-P8 as proposed.
Subdivisio addresses subdivision of HPL and confirms
n that there are exceptions in the NPS-HPL.
SUB - SUB-R4 S70.006 Dan Kellow Oppose Considers that the NPS-HPL has not been Amend SUB-R4(4) to refer to NPS-HPL
Subdivisio appropriately given effect to in relation to clause 3.10.
n highly fragmented HPL areas within the
General Rural Zone. These sites have not
been provided for which results in uncertainty
and potentially restricts further development
unnecessarily. Subdivision is a Discretionary
Activity under rule SUB-R4 (4) if clause 3.8 of
the NES-HPL is met. The Discretionary
Activity status should be amended to also
include reference to clause 3.10 of the NPS-
HPL given the number of fragmented sites in
the area. Clause 3.10 addresses HPL that is
subject to permanent or long-term constraints.
Non reversible land fragmentation is an
example of a long term constraint given in the
NPS-HPL Guide to Implementation.
GRUZ - GRUZ-0O1 S70.007 Dan Kellow Support Supports policy GRUZ-01 as the word Retain Objective GRUZ-O1 as proposed.
General 'primarily' ensures recognition of non-primary
Rural Zone production activities.
GRUZ - GRUZ-02 S70.008 Dan Kellow Support Supports objective GRUZ-02 as the word Retain Objective GRUZ-O2 as proposed.
General 'predominant' recognises that the character of
Rural Zone the General Rural zone as described is not
exhaustive.
GRUZ - GRUZ-06 S70.009 Dan Kellow Amend This submission supports proposed objective | Amend Objective GRUZ-06 as follows:
General GRUZ-06 but that it is amended to include
Rural Zone the word 'highly' is inserted before 'productive’ | Rural lifestyle subdivision and development is
to ensure the objective aligns with the managed in a way that avoids additional
Na_tional Policy Statement - Highly Productive | fragmentation of highly productive land
Soil (NPS-HPL). and its productive potential.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P1 S70.010 Dan Kellow Support Supports Policy GRUZ-P1 as it confirms that Retain Policy GRUZ-P1 as proposed.
General rural lifestyle development is provided for in
Rural Zone the General Rural zone. There is however, no
guidance on what is an appropriate location.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P2 S70.011 Dan Kellow Support in | Amend Policy to ensure the focus is on Amend Policy GRUZ-P2 as follows:
General part avoiding fragmentation of productive land and
Rural Zone not smaller non-productive blocks of land. 'GRUZ-P2 Incompatible Activities.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Avoid activities and development that:
a. Are incompatible with the purpose,
character, and amenity of the General Rural
Zone;
b. Will result in the fragmentation of
productive land and the productive
potential of land; or
c. Will result in reverse sensitivity effects
and/ or conflict with permitted activities
in the General-Rural-Zzone including
primary production and ancillary
activities.'
GRUZ - GRUZ-P4 S70.012 Dan Kellow Supportin | This policy should be in the Subdivision Amend Policy GRUZ-P4
General part Chapter given it directly addresses
Rural Zone subdivision. This submission supports GRUZ-
P4 with one amendment as shown above.
'Sites' is proposed over 'areas’ as it focuses
on the characteristics of a specific site rather
than area which is a broader term that ought
to relate somewhere identified on the district
plan maps.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P9 S70.013 Dan Kellow Support Supports GRUZ-P9 as it recognises the NPS- | Retain Policy GRUZ-P9 as proposed.
General HPL has exceptions that allow development
Rural Zone and subdivision of HPL. The word subdivision
is however unnecessary given the wording of
SUB-PS8.
SUB - SUB-R4 S70.014 Dan Kellow Support An application to subdivide where SUB- Clarify SUB-R4 to make non-compliance with
Subdivisio R4(1)(e) is not met would be a Discretionary this SUB-R4(1)(e) a Discretionary activity.
n Activity (default for the subdivision activity

which is not otherwise addressed). Notes the
Draft District Plan (DDP) used a different
approach, the equivalent Non-Complying rule
stated that a non-compliance with SUB-R4 (1)
(a), (b) and (c) would be a Non-Complying
Activity. Suggests for clarity that the DDP
approach of directly referencing the clauses
of SUB-R4 (1) in the Discretionary and Non-
Complying rules is the more easily
understood approach. Submitter understands
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GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

HH -
Historic
Heritage

$268.001

§268.002

$268.003

Dan Riddiford

Dan Riddiford

Dan Riddiford

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

that council officers will address SUB-R4 (1)
(e) not being referenced in SUB-R4 (2) - (5) in
the s42 report by stating that the Non-
Complying status was the intended activity
status for subdivisions that cannot comply
with the minimum section sizes set out in
SUB-R4 (1)(e). It is also understood while
there is no minimum Lot size specified in
SUB-R4 (e) (i) and (ii) that council officers will
suggest a minimum 0.5ha Lot will be a
requirement. Submitter requests that
subdivision of Lots less than 4ha should
always be a Discretionary Activity (where they
are HPL), and not elevate to Non-Complying,
irrespective of resultant Lot sizes. Considers
this approach would provide recognition that
there are HPL sites in the General Rural zone
that are smaller than 4ha that may be
suitable for subdivision due to the surrounding
land uses, location, and existing activity on
site, but cannot meet SUB-R4 (1)(e) due to
being 2 hectares or smaller. Considers these
factors, just as much as allotment size, are
relevant when considering the acceptability of
a proposal.

States opposition to all related provisions that
may affect the future development of the
church, shed, and land owned by the Catholic
Church on Kitchener Street, Martinborough.
(Assume this is the St Anthony's Catholic
Church at 36 Kitchener St, Martinborough).
States opposition to all related provisions that
may affect the future development of the
church, shed, and land owned by the Catholic
Church on Kitchener Street, Martinborough.
(Assume this is the St Anthony's Catholic
Church at 36 Kitchener St, Martinborough).
States opposition to all related provisions that
may affect the future development of the
church, shed, and land owned by the Catholic
Church on Kitchener Street, Martinborough.

Amend provisions in the General Rural Zone
to enable future development of the site at 36
Kitchener St, Martinborough

Amend SUB-Subdivision chapter to enable
future development of the site at 36 Kitchener
Street, Martinborough (referring to subdivision
of highly productive land in the General Rural
Zone)

Amend the HH-Historic Heritage chapter to

enable future development of the site at 36
Kitchener St, Martinborough
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Whole
Plan

Planning
Maps

Planning
Maps

Whole Plan

Zones

Specific
Controls

$269.001

$191.001

$191.002

Dan Riddiford

David lan
McGuinness

David lan
McGuinness

Not Stated

Support

Neutral

(Assume this is the St Anthony's Catholic
Church at 36 Kitchener St, Martinborough).

The emailed submission suggests topics to be
treated as a submission in the meantime for a
preparation of a future submission. These
topics include:

The failure of the present and proposed
Wairarapa Districts Plan to correctly consider
the property rights of ratepayers despite the
obiter dicta of the Supreme Court in
Waitakere v Estate Homes [2006] from para
43 or the stated wishes of the present
Government in the Coalition Agreement.

All Rules and Policies in the Coastal Marine
Environment (including the Coastal Strip,
Coastal Seafaces and all rivers, estuaries and
"waterways" and soils)

Previous communications to the SWDC over
SASM's declaring them as significant despite
(1) the statutory power requiring declaration
as to significant parts rather than the entirety
and (2) the proposed Rules and Policies will
effect a substantial deprivation of the property
rights of ratepayers in these areas.

Controls on vegetation removal and
earthworks

All concerns raised in the submissions of
Federated Farmers and Sheep and Cattle
farmers generally in the South Wairarapa

The proposed zoning reflects the sites
location within the existing Riversdale
Settlement

Notes that the Coastal Environment chapter
as a whole (with specific reference to CE-O1,

No decision requested.

Retain extent of Settlement Zone as it relates
to 288 Riversdale Road, Riversdale

No specific decision requested.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
CE-05, and CE-P5) requires consideration of
potential subdivision, use, and development
while recognizing that these activities can
occur within the coastal environment where
identified values are not compromised.
SUB - SUB-R2 S$191.003 David lan Oppose in | It does not appear to be the intention of the Amend SUB-R2 to include new matter of
Subdivisio McGuinness part plan to support the non-complying activity control (secondary relief):
n status for subdivision within the Coastal 19. In Settlement Zones located in the
nggonment Overlay within Tigggttlement Coastal Environment Overlay, effects on
' the coastal environment.
SUB - SUB-R12 S$191.004 David lan Oppose To tidy up inconsistency with SUB-R2 and Amend Rule SUB-R12:
Subdivisio McGuinness allow for subdivision of Settlement Zone 1. Activity Status: Restricted Discretionary
n properties within the Coastal Environment. Where: (a) the site is not located in the
Settlement Zone (where a site is located
in the Settlement Zone See Rule SUB-
02)
OR:
(i) Any allotment created must have a
minimum allotment size of 40ha or
(ii) In the Settlement Zones located in
the Coastal Environment any allotment
created shall have a minimum
allotment size that complies with SUB-
S1.
SUB - SUB-S9 S191.005 David lan Oppose A financial contributions chapter has been Insert a standard into SUB-S9 to enable
Subdivisio McGuinness provided in the PDP. This standard needs to development contributions.
n be re-drafted to include an appropriate
standard for development contributions for
subdivision.
FC - S191.006 David lan Oppose The LGA requires annual review under the Delete Financial Contributions chapter
Financial McGuinness LTP and Annual Plan process - this is the
Contributio most appropriate method outside the plan and
ns leaves contributions outsides the DP.
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Financial contributions timings are conditional

on resource consent being granted and can

be secured by way of consent conditions, the

submitter does not believe they need to be

included in the plan as there are other

methods for this being achieved.
CE - CE-P5 S$191.007 David lan Oppose in | The submitter supports intention of policy. Amend Policy CE-P5(a) to read:
Coastal McGuinness part Amendments improve interpretation for plan ...providing for residential units within
Environme users by identifying that the areas of the existing coastal settlement zones to
nt coastal settlements are identified as ensure that special qualities to each

settlement zone.

settlement are maintained.

SETZ - SETZ-O1 S191.008 David lan Support Support intention of objective Retain SETZ-O1 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-P1 S$191.009 David lan Support Support intention of the policy. Retain SETZ-P1 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R1 S$191.010 David lan Support Support rule Retain SETZ-R1 as notified
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-S1 S191.011 David lan Support Support standards in Settlement Zone. Retain SETZ-S1 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness
Zone
NH - NH-O1 S191.012 David lan Support Support intention of Objective Retain NH-O1 as notified
Natural McGuinness
Hazards
NH - NH-P1 S191.013 David lan Support Support intention of the policy. Retain NH-P1 as notified.
Natural McGuinness
Hazards
NFL - NFL-O2 S191.014 David lan Support Support intention of Objective Retain NFL-O2 as notified
Natural McGuinness
Features
and
Landscape
s
NFL - NFL-P2 S191.015 David lan Support Support intention of the policy Retain NFL-P2 as notified
Natural McGuinness
Features
and
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Section Provision | n Point

Landscape

s

SUB - SUB-01 S$191.016 David lan Support Support intention of objective. Retain SUB-0O1 as notified.

Subdivisio McGuinness

n

SUB - SUB-P1 S$191.017 David lan Support Support intention of policy. Retain SUB-P1 as notified.

Subdivisio McGuinness

n

CE - CE-O1 S191.018 David lan Support Support intention of objective. Retain CE-O1 as notified.

Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt

CE - CE-P1 S$191.019 David lan Support Support intention of policy. Retain CE-P1 as notified.

Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt

Whole Whole Plan | S191.020 David lan Amend Seeks any consequential amendments to give | Amend the Plan to give effect to the decisions

Plan McGuinness effects to the relief sought in this submission. requested in this submission.

SUB - SUB-R12 S$191.021 David lan Oppose in | It does not appear to be the intention of the Amend SUB-R12 to allow for subdivision

Subdivisio McGuinness part plan to support the non-complying activity within the Settlement Zone affected by a

n status for subdivision within the Coastal Coastal Environment overlay to be
Environment Overlay within the Settlement undertaken as a Controlled activity.
Zone.

SETZ - SETZ-P2 S191.022 David lan Support Supports intention of policy Retain SETZ-P2 as notified.

Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-R2 S$191.023 David lan Support Supports rule Retain SETZ-R2 as notified.

Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-R3 S191.024 David lan Support Supports rule Retain SETZ-R3 as notified

Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-R4 S191.025 David lan Support Supports rule. Retain SETZ-R4 as notified.

Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-R7 S191.026 David lan Support Supports rule Retain SETZ-R7 as notified

Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-R13 $191.027 David lan Support Supports rule Retain SETZ-R13 as notified

Settlement McGuinness

Zone

120



143

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point

SETZ - SETZ-S2 S$191.028 David lan Support Supports standards in the Settlement Zone Retain SETZ-S2 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S3 S191.029 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S3 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S4 S191.030 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S4 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S5 S191.031 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S5 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S6 S$191.032 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S6 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S7 S191.033 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S7 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S8 S191.034 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S8 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S9 S$191.035 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S9 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S10 S191.036 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S10 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - GRZ-S11 S$191.037 David lan Support Supports standards in the settlement zone Retain SETZ-S11 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

SETZ - SETZ-S12 S191.038 David lan Support Supports standards in the zone Retain SETZ-S12 as notified.
Settlement McGuinness

Zone

NH - NH-02 S$191.039 David lan Support Supports intention of the objective Retain NH-O2 as notified
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-P4 S191.040 David lan Support Supports the intention of the policy Retain NH-P4 as notified
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-P11 S191.041 David lan Support Supports intention of the policy Retain NH-P11 as notified
Natural McGuinness

Hazards
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NH - NH-P12 S$191.042 David lan Support Supports intention of the policy Retain NH-P12 as notified.
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

NH - NH-P13 S191.043 David lan Support Supports intention of the policy Retain NH-P13 as notified
Natural McGuinness

Hazards

SUB - SUB-02 S$191.044 David lan Support Supports intention of the objective Retain SUB-02 as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

SUB - SUB-03 S191.045 David lan Support Supports intention of the objective Retain SUB-03 as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

SUB - SUB-P2 S191.046 David lan Support Supports intention of policy Retain SUB-P2 as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

SUB - SUB-P4 S191.047 David lan Support Supports intention of policy Retain SUB-P4 as notified.
Subdivisio McGuinness

n

CE - CE-02 S191.048 David lan Support Supports intention of objective Retain CE-O2 as notified.
Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt

CE - CE-O3 S191.049 David lan Support Supports intention of the objective Retain CE-O3 as notified.
Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt

CE - CE-O4 S191.050 David lan Support Supports intention of the objective Retain CE-O4 as notified.
Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt

CE - CE-O5 S191.051 David lan Support Supports intention of the objective Retain CE-O5 as notified.
Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt

CE - CE-P4 S$191.052 David lan Support Supports intention of policy Retain CE-P4 as notified.
Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt

CE - CE-P7 S191.053 David lan Support Supports intention of policy Retain CE-P7 as natified.
Coastal McGuinness

Environme

nt
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
_Section Provision | n Point
ENG - S272.001 Denise Clements Oppose Supports the submission made by the South Amend provisions as requested in the
Energy Wairarapa Whenua Advisory Group submission by SWWAG (submission number
(SWWAQG). 207).
Planning Zones S$185.001 Dewes Brothers Oppose in | Notes the future land use is intended to be Amend the zoning of the land for Lot 1 DP
Maps Ltd part complimentary to the Hood Aerodrome. 591832 (no address - located between
These activities are not provided for in Masterton to the north and Hood Aerodrome
General Rural Zone, and Mixed Use Zone to the south) from General Rural to Mixed Use
would be the best fit. Alternatively, a Special Zone or Special Purpose (Hood Aerodrome
Purpose Zone (Hood Aerodrome Ancillary Ancillary Activities).
Activities) would be suitable. Notes the land is
classified as highly productive (LUC 3), but
notes the site is barren and stony, and it's
limited size (9.55ha) means it is not
economically viable to use it for rural
productive purposes.
Whole Whole Plan | S236.001 -Director-General Neutral When reviewing the rules of the Proposed Amend the District Plan Rules Tables to
Plan of Conservation Plan it was noted that some of the tables do include the correct conjunctive or disjunctive
Penny Nelson not include the conjunctive or disjunctive term | term (‘and' 'or").
('and' 'or").
Whole Whole Plan | S236.002 -Director-General Neutral The Proposed Plan includes titles for its Amend the District Plan provision titles to
Plan of Conservation objectives and policies. In some cases, this align with the outcome and content of the
Penny Nelson title provision.
does not reflect the content on the Objective
or Policy.
Whole Whole Plan | S236.003 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter notes inconsistencies with the Amend the District Plan to include 'indigenous
Plan of Conservation matters of control, matters of discretion and biodiversity' in matters of control, matters of
Penny Nelson assessment matters with reference to district discretion and assessment matters where
wide matters, overlays and values. appropriate.
Definitions S236.004 -Director-General Support The submitter supports the proposed Retain Defintions chapter as notified.
Interpretati of Conservation definitions as providing appropriate clarity and
on Penny Nelson certainty for plan users and aligning with the
RMA and higher order documents.
Definitions S$236.005 -Director-General | Supportin | The submitter seeks consistency with the Delete 'Biodiversity Offset' definition and
Interpretati of Conservation part NPSIB definition of Biodiversity Offset. replace with:biodiversity offset means a
on Penny Nelson

measurable conservationoutcome that
results from actions that are
intendedto:(a) redress any more than
minor residual adverseeffects on
indigenous biodiversity after
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Definitions

Definitions

Definitions

$236.006

$§236.007

$236.008

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson
-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

Support

Oppose in
part

Oppose

The submitter supports the identification of
coastal environments and the definition used
for Coastal Environment.

The submitter seeks to clarify the definition of
conservation activities and exclude some
activities to ensure the activities it provides for
are clear and aligned with the purpose of
maintain and protecting natural, historic, and
ecological values.

The submitter seeks amendments to align
with the definition of 'indigenous vegetation' in
the NPSIB.

allappropriate avoidance, minimisation,
andremediation measures have been
sequentiallyapplied; and(b) achieve a
net gain in type, amount, and
conditionof indigenous biodiversity
compared to that lost.The principles in
Schedule 3 to the National
PolicyStatement for Indigenous
Biodiversity 2023 apply tothe use of
biodiversity offsets.

Retain 'Coastal Environment' definition as
notified.

Amend the definition for 'Conservation
Activities' as follows:Means the use of land or
buildings for activitiesundertaken for the
purposes of maintaining,protecting, and/or
enhancing the natural, historic,and/or
ecological values of a natural or
historicresource. It may include activities
which assist toenhance the public's
appreciation and recreationalenjoyment of the

resource and includes restorationplanting,
pest and weed control, track
constructionand maintenance, and
plant nurseries to supportthese
purposes. Excludes commercial
activities.

Delete 'indigenous vegetation' definition and
replace with: 'indigenous vegetation
means vascular and nonvascular plants
that, in relation to a particular area,are
native to the ecological district in which

124



147

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
that areais located.'
Definitions S236.009 -Director-General Oppose Amend the definition of 'Modification' to Amend 'Modification' definition as follows:As it
Interpretati of Conservation ensure all clearance activities are captured relates to vegetation means the felling,
on Penny Nelson and that the proposed provisions give effect removal,damage, or destruction of the
to higher order documents and the proposed | yegetation includingcutting, crushing,
objectivesgpdwolicies. cultivation, irrigation,
chemicalapplication, drainage,
stopbanking, mob stockingoverplanting,
or burning and the following
activitieswithin the vegetation drip line...
Definitions S$236.010 -Director-General Oppose Given the schedule of Significant Natural Amend 'Significant Natural Area' definition as
Interpretati of Conservation Areas is not complete, the submitter seeks follows:
on Penny Nelson that the definition is extended to those areas 'Means:
which qualify as SNAs but have not yet been | 3 anareaconsidered-significant-dueto
identified in the District Plan to give effect to . : - .
the RMA, NPSIB and the RPS. ecologiealatributes-as-identified areas
of significantindigenous vegetation and
significant habitat ofindigenous fauna,
as set out in SCHEDS - Schedule
ofSignificant Natural Areas or b. areas
that have been assessed as an area
ofsignificant indigenous vegetation or
significanthabitat of indigenous fauna in
accordance with thecriteria set out in
ECO-P#.'
Definitions S236.011 -Director-General Not Stated | Insert a new definition for Effects Insert a new 'Effects Management
Interpretati of Conservation Management Hierarchy from the NPSIB as a Hierarchy'definition as follows:Effects
on Penny Nelson consequential amendment to other

submission points sought by the submitter.
The submitter notes the effects management
hierarchy must be applied to effects within
areas of significant indigenous vegetation and
significant habitat of indigenous fauna as well

management hierarchy means an
approachto managing the adverse
effects of subdivision, useand
development that requires that:a.
adverse effects are avoided where
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point

as for areas outside of mapped SNAs as possible;b. where adverse effects that

required by the NPSIB. cannot bedemonstrably avoided, they
are minimised wherepossible; c. where
adverse effects that cannot
bedemonstrably minimised, they are
remedied wherepossible;d. in relation
to adverse effects that cannot
beavoided, minimised, or remedied,
offsetting isprovided where possible
(including but not limited tobiodiversity
offsets and freshwater offsets); ande.
where offsetting is not demonstrably
possible,adverse effects are
compensated;f. if compensation is not
appropriate, and there aremore than
minor residual adverse effects, the
activityis avoided.

Definitions S236.012 -Director-General Not Stated | The submitter seeks to define 'Compensation’ | Insert a new 'Compensation’ definition as
Interpretati of Conservation as used in ECO-P6 so the meaning is clear. follows: 'means an outcome that results
on Penny Nelson

from actions that areintended to
compensate for residual adverse
effectsafter all appropriate avoidance,
minimisation,remediation, and offset
measures (Whereappropriate), have
been sequentially applied and
isimplemented in accordance with
NPSIB schedule 4principles.'

Strategic S236.013 -Director-General Support The submitter supports the general strategic Retain Strategic Direction objectives that give
Direction of Conservation objectives that give effect to the RMA, effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and RPS
Penny Nelson NZCPS, NPSIB and RPS. as notified.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Strategic CCR-0O1 S236.014 -Director-General Oppose The submitter notes concerns that the Amend CCR-0O1 as follows:The Wairarapa
Direction of Conservation strategic direction for climate change only develops and functions in a way thatavoids
Penny Nelson includes mltlggtlon of the effects. The sought or mitigates the effects of climate
amendment aligns with the RMA and
Objective 5 of the NZCPS. change.
Strategic CCR-0O4 S$236.015 -Director-General | Oppose in | The submitter notes the meaning of water Amend CCR-04 to clarify meaning of 'water
Direction of Conservation part resilience is unclear and is not considered as | resilience' OR Insert definition for 'water
Penny Nelson part of the s32 reporting. resilience'.
Strategic NE-O1 S236.016 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter notes the title does not Amend NE-O1 as follows:Natural
Direction of Conservation cprregpond to the content of the strategic character, landscapes, features, and
Penny Nelson direction. Amendments are also sought to o )
ensure the strategic direction gives effect to areas ofsignificant indigenous
the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB, and RPS. vegetation and significanthabitat of
indigenous fauna are protected
andrestored so that Fhe-natural
envireonment theycontributes positively
to the Wairarapa's sense ofplace and
identity.
Strategic INF-O1 S236.017 -Director-General Oppose The submitter notes concerns that the Amend INF-O1 as follows:The benefits of
Direction of Conservation objective does not provide sufficient direction infrastructure are recognised, whileensuring
Penny Nelson and 'well managed' is subjective. its adverse effects are wel
managedavoided where practicable,
remedied or mitigated,and
infrastructure is protected from
incompatible land use, subdivision and
development, includingreverse
sensitivity effects.
ENG - S236.018 -Director-General Supportin | The ENG objectives and policies are Retain ENG objectives and policies as notified
Energy of Conservation part supported if other amendments sought by the | if other amendments sought by the submitter
Penny Nelson submitter are accepted. to the ECO chapter are accepted.
ENG - ENG-R1 S236.019 -Director-General Oppose The submitter considers a different framework | Amend ENG-R1 to limit the application of the
Energy of Conservation for activities in scheduled or overlay sites is rule to AllZones excluding scheduled

Penny Nelson

required as these areas are recognised as

sites/overlays.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
having significant values and further Insert a new restricted discretionary rule
consideration of effects is necessary. forinstallation, maintenance, repair, upgrade,
andremoval of new utility equipment for
investigatinga site for suitability for a
renewable electricitygeneration activity in
scheduled sites/overlays and include existing
matters of discretion and effectson the values
of the scheduled sites.
ENG - ENG-R1 S236.020 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | Amend ENG-R1 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenousbiodiversity and areas of high, very
Penny Nelson natural character as a matter of discretion to high oroutstanding natural character as a a
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and matter of control OR matter of discretion.
RPS.
ENG - ENG-R6 S$236.021 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter is concerned about the Amend ENG-R6(1) to exclude any part of the
Energy of Conservation discretionary status for all sites within the General Rural Zone that is a high hazard
Penny Nelson General Rural Zone. area, area of Outstanding Natural Character,
an Outstanding Natural Feature or
Landscape, a site or area of significance to
Maori, or a Significant Natural Area.
Amend ENG-R6 to include non-complying
activity status for activities in any part of the
General Rural Zone that is a high hazard
area, area of Outstanding Natural Character,
an Outstanding Natural Feature or
Landscape, a site or area of significance to
Maori, or a Significant Natural Area.
Amend ENG-R6(2) to include activities within
all other scheduled sites and overlays not
included above as non-complying.
ENG - ENG-R7 S$236.022 -Director-General Oppose The submitter considers non-complying Amend ENG-R7 to include non-complying
Energy of Conservation activity status is more appropriate for activities | activity status for energy generation activities
Penny Nelson within scheduled sites/overlays. not otherwise provided for in scheduled sites
or overlays.
NU - NU-P4 $236.023 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter considers amendments are Amend NU-P4 to include:Avoiding adverse
Network of Conservation required to ensure the policy gives effect to . g 4
Utilities Penny Nelson higher documents and direction of the District effects on areas and valuesidentified in

Plan.

Schedules including SNAs and
applyingthe effects management
hierarchy where adverseeffects cannot
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NU -
Network
Utilities

TR -
Transport

NH -
Natural
Hazards

NU-R3

TR-P6

NH-O2

$236.024

$236.025

$236.026

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

Oppose in
part

Oppose

Support in
part

The submitter considers the matters of
discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays
and values differs between rules in the NU
Chapter. Amendments are required to be
consistent and include significant natural
areas and areas with outstanding, very high
and high natural character.

The submitter considers the policy does not
provide sufficient direction.

The submitter supports the intent of the
proposed objective but considers it necessary
to amend the wording to make it clearer.

be avoided;Avoid significant adverse
effects on other areas ofnatural
character, natural features and
landscapesand indigenous biodiversity
values that meet thecriteria in Policy
11(b) of the NZCPS 2010;

Amend NU-R1 to include the following as a
matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
assessment criteria where appropriate:

'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
landscapesand features, outstanding,
very high and highnatural character,
significant natural areas,
water,indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sitesof significance to
Maori.'

Amend TR-P6 as follows: 'Provide for the
development and safe operation ofthe
transport network, including the state
highwaynetwork and rail network, while
managing theadverse effects of the
development and use ofroads, including state

highways, on adjacentactivities, and
avoiding adverse effects on areasand
values identified in Schedules including
SNAsand applying the effects
management hierarchywhere adverse
effects cannot be avoided.'

Amend NH-O2 as follows:

NH-O2 Natural features defences
Natural features defences are used to
reduce thesusceptibility of people,
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
communities, property,
andinfrastructure to damage from
natural hazards.
HH - S236.027 -Director-General Support in | The submitter considers that for clarity, plan Amend HH Chapter to include a note which
Historic of Conservation part users should be advised that approval from advises approval may also be required from
Heritage Penny Nelson Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Toanga may Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Toanga for
be required when carrying out certain certain activities.
activities under the provisions.
ECO - ECO-01 S236.028 -Director-General | Support The proposed objective gives effect to s6(c) of | Retain ECO-O1 as notified.
Ecosystem of Conservation the RMA, and Objective 2.1 of the NPSIB.
s and Penny Nelson
Indigenous
Biodiversit
y
ECO - ECO-02 S236.029 -Director-General Supportin | The proposed objective should protect areas Amend ECO-02 as follows:Areas of
Ecosystem of Conservation part of significant indigenous vegetation and significant indigenous vegetation
s and Penny Nelson significant habitats of indigenous fauna andsignificant habitats of indigenous fauna
Indigenous generally. within theWairarapa are protected from
Biodiversit . ot bivisi I
y ’ ’
develepment:
ECO - ECO-P1 S236.030 -Director-General Support The submitter supports these non-regulatory Retain ECO-P1 as notified.
Ecosystem of Conservation methods for implementing the proposed
s and Penny Nelson objectives of the ecosystems and indigenous
Indigenous biodiversity chapter.
Biodiversit
y
ECO - ECO-P2 S236.031 -Director-General Support The submitter supports these non-regulatory RetainECO-P2 as notified.
Ecosystem of Conservation methods for implementing the proposed
s and Penny Nelson objectives of the ecosystems and indigenous
Indigenous biodiversity chapter.
Biodiversit
y
ECO - ECO-P9 S$236.032 -Director-General Support The submitter supports these non-regulatory Retain
Ecosystem of Conservation methods for implementing the proposed ECO-P9 as notified.
s and Penny Nelson objectives of the ecosystems and indigenous
Indigenous biodiversity chapter.
Biodiversit
y

130



153

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
_Section Provision | n Point

ECO - ECO-P10 S236.033 -Director-General Support The submitter supports these non-regulatory Retain ECO-P10 as notified.

Ecosystem of Conservation methods for implementing the proposed

s and Penny Nelson objectives of the ecosystems and indigenous

Indigenous biodiversity chapter.

Biodiversit

y

ECO - ECO-P3 S$236.034 -Director-General | Oppose The proposed policy is insufficient to ensure Delete ECO-P3 and replace with: 'ldentify

Ecosystem of Conservation areas of S|gn|f|pant |qd|genous vegetation and and protect areas of significant

s and Penny Nelson significant habitat of indigenous fauna are L . .

Indigenous identified and protected as required by Policy | indigenousvegetation and significant

Biodiversit 23 of the RPS. habitat of indigenousfauna and

y schedule them in the combined
DistrictPlan, including the ongoing
identification andprotection of
Significant Natural Areas
throughresource consent applications,
using the criteria setout in ECO-P#."'

ECO - New S$236.035 -Director-General Not Stated | A new policy is required to ensure areas of Insert the following policy in the ECO Chapter:

Ecosystem | provision of Conservation significant indigenous vegetation and 'ECO-P# Criteria for areas of significant

s ar_ld request Penny Nelson §|gn|f|gant habitat of indigenous fauna are indigenousvegetation and significant

Indigenous identified and protected. The proposed : 0

Biodiversit wording is from Policy 23 of the RPS and habitat of indigenousfaunaAreas of

y generally aligns with the NPSIB. indigenous vegetation will be

consideredsignificant if they meet one
or more of thefollowing criteria: (a)
Representativeness: the ecosystems or
habitatsthat are typical and
characteristic examples of thefull range
of the original or current natural
diversityof ecosystem and habitat types
in a district or inthe region, and: (i) are
no longer commonplace (less than
about30% remaining); or (ii) are poorly
represented in existing protectedareas
(less than about 20% legally protected).
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ECO -
Ecosystem
s and
Indigenous
Biodiversit

y

ECO-P4

$236.036

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

Oppose

The submitter considers the policy should be
re-worded to give effect to the proposed
District Plan objectives and NPSIB and be
clear that subdivision, use and development
within areas of significant indigenous
vegetation and significant habitat of
indigenous fauna should avoid certain effects
as set out in the NPSIB while applying the
effects management hierarchy.

(b) Rarity: the ecosystem or habitat has
biologicalor physical features that are
scarce or threatenedin a local, regional
or national context. This caninclude
individual species, rare and
distinctivebiological communities and
physical features thatare unusual or
rare. (c) Diversity: the ecosystem or
habitat has a naturaldiversity of
ecological units, ecosystems,
speciesand physical features within an
area.(d) Ecological context of an area:
the ecosystem orhabitat: (i) enhances
connectivity or otherwise
buffersrepresentative, rare or diverse
indigenousecosystems and habitats; or
(ii) provides seasonal or core habitat for
protectedor threatened indigenous
species.(e) Tangata whenua values: the
ecosystem orhabitat contains
characteristics of special
spiritual,historical or cultural
significance to tangatawhenua,
identified in accordance with
tikangaMaori"

Amend ECO-P4 as follows:

Protect-these areas thatare-habitats
eomprising ofsignificant indigenous
vegetation or significanthabitats of
indigenous fauna in the Wairarapafrem
. . bdivision. land use,
anddevelopmentby: 1. avoiding the
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point

modification of indigenousvegetation
unless these activities:a. can be
undertaken in a way that
protectsidentified ecological values; or
b. enly-providingforactivitiesthat
demonstrate anoperational need or
functional need to be locatedin this area;
2. avoiding adverse effects on areas of
significantindigenous vegetation and
significant habitat ofindigenous fauna
including:ba. ensuring-areasarenot
removed-inwholeorpart; loss of
ecosystem of representation andextent;
b. disruption to sequences, mosaics, or
ecosystemswithin an SNA; c.
fragmentation of SNAs or the loss of
buffers orconnection to other
important habitats orecosystems; d. a
reduction in the function of theSNA as a
buffer or connection to other
importanthabitats or ecosystemse. a
reduction in the population size or
occupancyof Threatened, At Risk
(Declining) species that usean SNA for
any part of their life cycle. €3. requiring
activities within or directly adjacent
tothese areas to avoid, remedy, or
mitigate theadverse effects on the
values of the area; and B4. managing
effects of vegetation modificationwithin
the margins of any natural intand
wetlandsand rely upon Resource
Management (NationalEnvironmental
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested

Section Provision | n Point
Standards for Freshwater)Regulations
2020 in all other cases. 5. applying the
effects management hierarchywhere
effects cannot be avoided.

ECO - ECO-P5 S$236.037 -Director-General | Oppose The submission opposes enabling Delete ECO-P5 and replace with: 'ECO-P5

Ecosystem of Conservation .clegrance/mod|f|cat.|on in areas of S|gn|f[cant Indigenous vegetation modification

s and Penny Nelson indigenous vegetation or significant habitats Lo o A

Indigenous of indigenous fauna. The submitter withinareas of significant indigenous

Biodiversit recognises that some vegetation clearance is | vegetation orsignificant habitat of

y appropriate in some circumstances however indigenous faunaOnly allow

amendments are required to give effect to s6 e L . .
of the RMA, NPSIB and Policy 24 of the RPS, | Modification of indigenous vegetation

inareas of significant indigenous
vegetation andsignificant habitat of
indigenous fauna where theindigenous
vegetation modification is necessary:a.
for the operation, maintenance, repair
orupgrade of existing tracks, structures
and fences;c. to avoid loss of life, injury,
or damage toproperty;d. for removal of
broken branches, deadwood,diseased
vegetation, or exotic species;e. is for a
conservation activity or in
accordancewith a conservation
covenant;f. is for a customary activity.'

ECO - ECO-P6 S236.038 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include an definition of | Delete ECO-P6 and combine with amended

Ecosystem of Conservation ‘effects management hierarchy' and ECO-P4 as sought by the submitter.

s and Penny Nelson amendments to ECO-P4 that incorporate the

Indigenous intent of this policy.

Biodiversit

y

ECO - ECO-P7 $236.039 -Director-General | Oppose The proposed policy does not ensure Delete ECO-P7 and replace with: 'ECO-P7

Ecosystem of Conservation indigenous biodiversity is maintained as e e L

s and Penny Nelson required by s31(1)(b)(iii) of the RMA and Maintain indigenous

Indigenous Objective 1 of the NPSIB. It is not necessary | biodiversityMaintain indigenous
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_Section Provision | n Point

Biodiversit to specifically state the permitted activities biodiversity by:a. applying the effects

y within a policy. management hierarchy;b. minimising
fragmentation or reduction in theextent
of indigenous vegetation and habitats
ofindigenous fauna;c. maintaining and,
where appropriate, enhancingor
restoring the functioning of ecological
corridors,linkages, dunes and
indigenous coastal vegetationand
wetlands;d. minimising adverse effects
on indigenousbiodiversity which is
significant to tangata
whenua;restricting the modification or
disturbance ofcoastal indigenous
vegetation, dunes, estuariesand
wetlands; ande. recognising the
benefits of active managementof
indigenous biodiversity, including
voluntary pestand stock control and
formal legal protection.'

ECO - ECO-P8 S$236.040 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter considers the policy is unclear Delete ECO-PS8.

Ecosystem of Conservation and does not provide sufficient direction to

s and Penny Nelson ensure indigenous biodiversity is maintained.

Indigenous The submitter seeks to delete the policy and

Biodiversit rely on the inclusion of the effects

y management hierarchy alongside other relief

sought by the submitter including revised
wording of ECO-P7.

ECO - ECO-P11 S$236.041 -Director-General | Support Support the intent of the policy to protect Retain ECO-P11 as notified.

Ecosystem of Conservation indigenous biodiversity.

s and Penny Nelson

Indigenous

Biodiversit

y
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_Section Provision | n Point

ECO - ECO-P12 S236.042 -Director-General Oppose The submitter wishes to clarify what is Amend ECO-P12 to define 'conservation lots'.

Ecosystem of Conservation intended by conservation lots.

s and Penny Nelson

Indigenous

Biodiversit

y

ECO - ECO-R1 S236.043 -Director-General Oppose The submitter is concerned that the PA Amend ECO-R1 as follows:

Ecosystem of Conservation thresholds do not apply to permitted activities | ECO-R1 Modification of indigenous

s ar_1d Penny Nelson in SNAs and seeks amgndment§ to ensure vegetationwithin a Significant Natural Area or

g\_dlg_enou_s SNASIEISProtected whilst allowiggisome RecommendedArea of Protection

iodiversit permitted clearance for appropriate activities. o .
y The sought amendments also ensure SNAs All Zones 1. Activity status: Permitted

are protected as required by s6(c) of the RMA
and Policy 24 of the RPS.

Where:

a. The modification of indigenous
vegetation is forone or more of the
following:

i. associated with a conservation activity
or acustomary activity and complies
with ECO-S1;

ii. trimming that is required to comply
with theElectricity (Hazards from Trees)
Regulations 20030r the
Telecommunications Act 2001;

iii. carried out subject to and in
accordance withany specific covenants
or other legal agreementsfor
conservation purposes entered into
with theDistrict Council, or Greater
Wellington RegionalCouncil, or
Department of Conservation, or
QElITrust and complies with ECO-S1; ...
Insert a new restricted discretionary rule
formodification of indigenous vegetation
within aRecommended Area of
Protection that does not comply with
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
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ECO-R1(1) and include the following
matters of discretion: a. The significance
and values of thevegetation and habitat;
b. The application of the effects
managementhierarchy; c. The effects on
indigenous biodiversity;- Matters set out
in ECO-P4, ECO-P5 andECO-P7 as
amended by the submitter.
ECO - ECO-R2 S236.044 -Director-General Oppose The submitter raises concerns that the District | Amend ECO-R2 as follows:
Ecosystem of Conservation Plan does not provide for ongoing 1. Activity status: Permitted
s and Penny Nelson identification and protection of areas of
Indigenous significant indigenous vegetation and a. The modification is associated with
Biodiversit significant habitat of indigenous fauna, this conservation activities or customary activities
y includes not currently applying PA thresholds | and complies with ECO-S1;d—Fhe
to conservation and customary activities. | £ £ indi ik
The approval process and consideration of undertaken-in-accordancewith-an
effects for harvesting of indigenous timber approvatlunderParttHA-of the Forests
under the Forests Act 1949 is different to that
Act1949;
required under the RMA. The proposed rule
therefore relies on an adequate assessment
of the effects on indigenous biodiversity as a 2. Activity status: Restricted
result of the removal has been undertaken as | diserationary-Discretionary
part of the approval. This is inconsistent with
s6 of the RMA. ) )
OR any alternative relief to address the
submitters concerns.
ECO - ECO-R3 S236.045 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter seeks to amend the provision Amend ECO-R3(1)(a) as follows:a. The site(s)
Ecosystem of Conservation part to include SNAs to better give effect to ECO- on which the goats are kept is notlocated
s and Penny Nelson P11. within 2km of the Natural Open Space
Indigenous Zoneor a significant natural area;...
Biodiversit
y
ECO - ECO-S1 S236.046 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter opposes allowing clearance of | Amend ECO-S1 as follows:1. Indigenous
Ecosystem of Conservation part kanuka and manuka and considers setbacks vegetation is not within 20m of anatural
s and Penny Nelson should be required from wetland regardless of | jnland wetland;2. Fhe-indigenous
Indigenous location due to sedimentation impacts.
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_Section Provision | n Point
Biodiversit vegetationiskanukamanuka;
y ertavhing; and3. Any-ether indigenous
vegetation specieswhere:...
ECO - APPENDIX | S236.047 -Director-General Support The submitter supports the inclusion of the Retain APPENDIX ECO-1 as notified.
Ecosystem | ECO-1 of Conservation Pest Plan species list.
s and Penny Nelson
Indigenous
Biodiversit
y
NATC - S236.048 -Director-General Support The submitter generally supports the NATC Retain NATC chapter policies which give
Natural of Conservation chapter policies which give effect to s6 of the effect to s6 of the RMA as notified.
Character Penny Nelson RMA.
NATC - NATC-P3 S236.049 -Director-General Oppose The submitter considers the title of the policy Amend NATC-P3 as follows:
Natural of Conservation does not appropriately reflect the intent of the | 'Epabled earthworks in proximity
Character Penny Nelson pollcy.'Ea.r.thworks shoulq not bg enabled toSignificant Waterbodies Only-A-allow
near significant waterbodies while there are o
specific activities that have a functional need | €arthworks within 25 m of
for these works. Activities referenced SignificantWaterbodies where they are
including maintenance of drains and man-
necessary for thepurpose of
made drams have the potential to have . M purp
adverse effects on threatened or at-risk maintenance works on
species. infrastructure,such as maintaining
drainsman-made-dams,access tracks or
roads, for approaches to bridgesand
culverts or for water supply
infrastructure,including irrigation.'
NATC - NATC-R1 S236.050 -Director-General Oppose The rule currently has no earthworks Amend NATC-R1 to include appropriate
Natural of Conservation thresholds and therefore has the potential for | earthworks thresholds AND Amend NATC-
Character Penny Nelson significant adverse effects on natural R1(a)(i) as follows if earthworks thresholds

character which is inconsistent with NATC-
O1. It is inappropriate to permit the
maintenance of drains and man-made dams
without thresholds due to the likelihood of
adverse effects on threatened or at-risk
species. Regionally vulnerable Brown Mudfish
are present within drains in the Wairarapa
alongside other threatened or at-risk species.

are not inserted: 'the maintenance-of
drains-man-made-dams, accesstracks,
existing infrastructure or roads;'

Amend NATC-R1 to include indigenous
biodiversity in the matters of discretion.
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NFL - NFL-O1 S$236.051 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitters seeks to amend NFL-O1 to Amend NFL-O1 as follows: 'The identified
Natural of Conservation part align with policy 15 of NZCPS and to provide Outstanding Natural Features and
Features Penny Nelson clarification. Landscapes are protected from the-adverse
and effeets-ofinappropriate subdivision, use,
Landscape
s and development.’

NFL - NFL-P4 S$236.052 -Director-General | Support The submitter seeks to amend the wording to | Amend NFL-P4 as follows: 'Avoid adverse
Natural of Conservation give effect to Policy 15(b) of NZCPS which effects from subdivision, use, and
Features Penny Nelson requires significant adverse effects to be development on the-identified
and avoided and other adverse effects to be | teristi | £ 4}
Landscape avoided, remedied or mitigated on other .

s natural features and landscapes in the coastal | Outstanding Natural Features and

environment. Landscapes located within the Coastal
Environment and avoid significant
adverse effects and avoid, remedy or
mitigate other adverse effects of
activities on other natural features and
natural features in the Coastal
Environment.'

PA - PA-O1 S$236.053 -Director-General | Supportin | The submitter seeks amendments to give Amend PA-O1 as follows: 'Public access to
Public of Conservation part effect to Policy 19 of NZCPS and considers and enjoyment of the coastalmarine area,
Access Penny Nelson the clal_Js_es of the obJe_ctlv_e bet_ter sit within rivers, lakes, and natural inlandwetlands

the policies and the objective directs - R o
maintenance and enhancement of public and their margins is maintained
access. andenhanced ira-mannerthata-
preserves-theirnatural-character;
indi iodi ity land '
hi i heri ' I lues;
b minimmi . ibili ¢
S

PA - PA-P3 S236.054 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks amendments to give Amend PA-P3 as follows:

Public of Conservation effect to Policy 19 of NZCPS. 'Ensure use, subdivision, and development of
Access Penny Nelson the coastal environment provides for,
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-O1

§236.055

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

Oppose

The submitter seeks amendments for
certainty and to ensure the objective supports
the maintenance and enhancement of
indigenous biodiversity outside of SNAs as
required by the RMA, NPSIB and NZCPS.
SUB-01(f) does not give effect to Policy 3 or
Policy 25 of the NZCPS and is not consistent
with CCR-O1 of the District Plan.

orenhances, public access to and along the
Coastal Marine Area. Access should only
berestricted for the following reasons:

d. to protect public health and safety; ore. to
protect threatened indigenous species;
orf. to protect dunes, estuaries and
other sensitive natural areas or
habitats; org. to avoid or reduce conflict
between public uses of the coastal
marine area and its margins; orh. for
temporary activities or special events;
ori. for defence purposes in accordance
with the Defence Act 1990

Amend SUB-O1 as follows:

'SUB-O1 Subdivision and-develepment
design

Subdivision will and-developments
create-allotmentsand-patternsofland
use-and-development-thata. providefor
the-anticipated-accord with the purpose,
character, and amenity of each zone,
b.-ard maintain and enhance the
qualities and values of the site(s)
including natural features and
landscapes, waterbodies, indigenous

d. are be well-functioning, accessible,

integrated, and connected with
adjoining neighbourhoods;
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-P3

SUB-R1

SUB-R7

$236.056

§236.057

$236.058

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

-Director-General
of Conservation
Penny Nelson

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

The submission considers the policy is
superfluous to the district wide policies.

The submitter seeks a consistent approach to
indigenous biodiversity within the matters of
discretion in all the relevant SUB rules.

The submitter generally supports the intent of
this rule but seek amendments to further
clarify that where subdivision involves SNA,
and no conservation covenant is created the
proposed subdivision will be a non-complying
activity.

g. respond appropriately to the risks of
natural hazards and is resilient to climate
change.

Delete SUB-P3 and rely on the objectives
andpolicies in district-wide matters chapters
OR if the policy is retained, amend to clarify
and ensure consistency with the strategic
directions and other objectives and policies in
the district-wide matters chapters

OR Amend SUB-P3 to include a clause
seeking the protection, maintenance and
enhancement of natural features or sites or
items with significantvalues.

Amend SUB-R1 as follows:

'1. Activity status: Controlled

Matters of control: 4. Protection, maintenance,
or enhancement of natural featuresand

landforms, indigenous biodiversity,
historic heritage, sites of significance to
Maori,or archaeological sites.'

2. Activity status: Controlled

Matters of control: 4. Protection,
maintenance, or enhancement of natural
features and landforms, indigenous
biodiversity, historic heritage, sites of
significance to Maori, or archaeological
sites.'

Amend SUB-R7 as follows:
1. Activity status: Controlled

Matters of control:
5. The effects efthe-subdivisien on the

stenificanceandvalvesof thevegetation
and-habitat indigenous biodiversity,
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including potential cumulative effects.
..... 16. The application of the effects
management hierarchy.
ASW - S236.059 -Director-General Support The submitter supports the objective and Retain ASW Chapter as notified.
Activities of Conservation policies which seek to protect the values of
on the Penny Nelson the districts rivers, avoid adverse effects of
Surface of motorised craft and manage the effects of
Water surface water activities on indigenous
biodiversity.
CE - S236.060 -Director-General Support The submitter generally supports the CE Retain CE Chapter as notified.
Coastal of Conservation Chapter as notified.
Environme Penny Nelson
nt
CE - CE-P2 S236.061 -Director-General Oppose The submitter raises concerns that the policy | Amend CE-P2 as follows: 'Avoid adverse
Coastal of Conservation wording suggests conservation and effects from subdivision, use,
Environme Penny Nelson customary activities are not subject to anddevelopment on the identified
nt avoiding adverse effects. These activities are qualities,characteristics, and values of
less likely to be inappropriate use and Outstanding NaturalCharacter by:a—enaly
development, but they are still required to idinef f it
avoid adverse effects. i ;
ahdeustomary-activities;andb—aveid
adverse-effectsonthose
lities el istics L val :
vities!
CE - CE-P4 S236.062 -Director-General Oppose The policy is inadequate implementation of Amend CE-P4 as follows:
Coastal of Conservation Policy 11 of the NZCPS. Policy 11 directs 'Manage subdivision, use, and development
Environme Penny Nelson specific circumstances where adverse effects | within the coastal environment to ensure:
nt should be avoided and then where significant

adverse effects should be avoided.

vii. avoiding significant-adverse effects on
significant indigenous vegetation and
significant habitats of indigenous fauna
and, for other indigenous biodiversity,
avoid significant adverse effects, and
avoid remedy or mitigate other adverse
effects.;'
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CE - CE-P6 S236.063 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include areas of high Amend CE-P6 as follows: 'a. Provide for the
Coastal of Conservation natural character. maintenance, repair, and removal of existing
Environme Penny Nelson infrastructure in areasidentified as High and
nt Very High Natural Character; and'

CE - CE-P8 S236.064 -Director-General Support in | The submitter seeks to give better effect to Amend CE-P8 as follows: 'b. avoid new
Coastal of Conservation part Policy 3 of NZCPS. residential activities and other hazardsensitive
Environme Penny Nelson activities and potentially hazard
nt sensitiveactivities within...'

CE - CE-S1 S236.065 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous Amend CE-S1 to include effects on
Coastal of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all CE | indigenous biodiversity as a matter of
Environme Penny Nelson standards. discretion.
nt

GRUZ - GRUZ-R1 S$236.066 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous Amend GRUZ-R1 to toinclude effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter of
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | discretion.

to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R12 | S236.067 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter considers that quarrying, Amend GRUZ-R12 to include a discretionary
General of Conservation including a farm quarry, should be activity status forquarry activities within
Rural Zone Penny Nelson discretionary in any scheduled site or overlay. | scheduled sites or overlays.

NOSZ - NOSZ-O1 S236.068 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter considers the objective does Amend NOSZ-0O1 as follows: 'Fhe-natural
Natural of Conservation not appropriately capture the purpose of the . iAthe Nat e S
Open Penny Nelson NOSZ or provide sufficient direction, in - .

Space particular as the policies rely on the purpose Zone-isretained-orenhanced-and
Zone of the zone. anyactivities; buldingsand-other
iblewith-th

characteristicsof thezone-The Natural
Open Space Zone primarily provides for
the ongoing management of land that
has a conservation focus.'
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NOSZ - NOSZ-02 S$236.069 -Director-General | Oppose The proposed objective repeats the purpose Delete NOSZ-02 and replace with: 'The

Natural of Conservation of the NQSZ _and mc_ludes a statement that is character and amenity values of the

Open Penny Nelson better suited in a policy.

Space Natural Open Space Zone are

Zone maintained or improved, and include
areas:a. with high natural, historic
heritage and cultural values; andb. of
indigenous vegetation, and natural
landscapes; andc. with very limited
built form that is consistent with the
purpose of the zone.'

NOSZ - NOSz-03 S236.070 -Director-General Support The submitter supports this objective. Retain NOSZ-03 as notifed.

Natural of Conservation

Open Penny Nelson

Space

Zone

NOSZ - S236.071 -Director-General Support The submitter generally supports the policies Retain NOSZ Chapter policies as notified.

Natural of Conservation and rules of the notified NOSZ Chapter

Open Penny Nelson excluding some amendments as covered in

Space the submission.

Zone

NOSZ - NOSZ-P2 S$236.072 -Director-General Support in | The submitter seeks to clarify the wording of Amend NOSZ-P2(a) as follows: 'a. consistent

Natural of Conservation part this policy. with any applicable

Open Penny Nelson ConservationManagement Strategy or Plan,

gsz:e ReserveManagement Plan, or reserve
status under theReserves Act 1977;'

NOSZ - NOSz-P5 S236.073 -Director-General Oppose The submitter considers that providing for Delete NOSZ-P5.

Natural of Conservation relocatable building and structures does not

Open Penny Nelson align with the purpose of the NOSZ and

Space direction is provided for by NOSZ-R1.

Zone

NOSZ - NOSZ-R3 S236.074 -Director-General Oppose The submitter considers that providing for Delete NOSZ-R3.

Natural of Conservation relocatable building and structures does not

Open Penny Nelson align with the purpose of the NOSZ and

Space direction is provided for by NOSZ-R1.

Zone
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NOSZ - NOSZ-R1 S$236.075 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter considers that providing for Amend NOSZ-R1 as follows:

Natural of Conservation relocatable building and structures does not 1. Activity status: PermittedWhere:

Open Penny Nelson align with the purpose of the NOSZ. a. The building or structure is associated

ggz:e withor ancillary to a conservation
activity; and....

AND to include any consequential
amendments.

NOSZ - NOSZ-R9 S236.076 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter operates several campgrounds | Amend NOSZ-R9 as follows:

Natural of Conservation part and therefore consider further clarification is 1. Activity status: Permitted
Open Penny Nelson required.

Space b. The site is operated by Council, the

Zone Department of Conservation or by a
licensed operator under the Camping-
Grounds Regulations 1985."

NOSZ - NOSZz-S1 S236.077 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S1 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standards matters of discretion do not matters of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address pptgntlal advers'e. purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; andb. any impacts on the
character and qualities of the
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects of removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

SCHED1 - S$236.078 -Director-General Neutral The submitter notes that that some heritage Amend SCHED1 to include the Rimutaka
Schedule of Conservation sites from the operative Wairarapa District Railway Tunnel and Water Drop Shaft.
of Heritage Penny Nelson Plan on public conservation land have not
Buildings been included in the Proposed Plan. These
and Items include the Rimutaka Railway Tunnel and

Water Drop Shaft

SCHEDS - S236.079 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter supports this schedule. Retain SCHEDS - Schedule of Significant
Schedule of Conservation part Natural Areas as notified.
of Penny Nelson
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Section Provision | n Point
Significant
Natural
Areas
SCHEDS® - S236.080 -Director-General Support in | The submitter generally supports SCHEDG6 as | Retain SCHEDG as notified subject to
Schedule of Conservation part notified subject to acceptance of other relief acceptance of relief sought by the submitter
of Penny Nelson sought by the submitter to the ECO Chapter. to the ECO Chapter.
Recommen The submitter is concerned that no provisions
ded Areas apply to these areas meaning they are treated
for like any other land use for the purpose of
Protection indigenous vegetation clearance.
SCHED11 S236.081 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter seeks to include additional Amend SCHED 11 to include the following
- Schedule of Conservation part waterbodies which have high natural waterbodies:
of Penny Nelson character and ecology values, including Booths stream and upper tributaries;
Significant natural aquatic habitats that support the Waikoukou Stream where it drains into the
Waterbodie presence of threatened, at risk, or regionally Ruamahanga river; Kaiwhata River; Waiohuru
s distinctive indigenous species. Stream; Whangaimoana Stream; Unnamed
stream running through Awarere (E 1850571,
N 5438410); Bocketts Stream; Boundary
creek and tributaries; Manganui Stream;
Otukura Stream; Parapara Stream;
Waitawatautau Stream; Patanui Stream;
Kellys stream/willow tree stream confluence;
Whangaimoana Stream; McCrearys Pond;
Battery Pond; Otauira Stream Tributary;
Reefs Creek; Wakamoekau Creek;
Kaipaitangata Stream; Mikimiki Stream
AND amend to include Biodiversity,
Ecological, or Natural Character Values to
Mangatarere Stream and Makoura Stream.
ENG - ENG-R2 S$236.082 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | AmendENG-R2 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenous biodiversity and areas of high,
Penny Nelson natural character as a matter of discretion to veryhigh or outstanding natural character as a
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and a matter of control OR matter of discretion.
RPS.
ENG - ENG-R3 S236.083 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | AmendENG-R3 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenous biodiversity and areas of high,

Penny Nelson

natural character as a matter of discretion to
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and
RPS.

veryhigh or outstanding natural character as a
a matter of control OR matter of discretion.
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ENG - ENG-R4 S$236.084 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | AmendENG-R4 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenous biodiversity and areas of high,
Penny Nelson natural character as a matter of discretion to veryhigh or outstanding natural character as a
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and a matter of control OR matter of discretion.
RPS.
ENG - ENG-R5 S236.085 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | AmendENG-RS5 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenous biodiversity and areas of high,
Penny Nelson natural character as a matter of discretion to veryhigh or outstanding natural character as a
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and a matter of control OR matter of discretion.
RPS.
ENG - ENG-R6 S236.086 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | AmendENG-R6 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenous biodiversity and areas of high,
Penny Nelson natural character as a matter of discretion to veryhigh or outstanding natural character as a
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and a matter of control OR matter of discretion.
RPS.
ENG - ENG-R7 S$236.087 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | AmendENG-RY7 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenous biodiversity and areas of high,
Penny Nelson natural character as a matter of discretion to veryhigh or outstanding natural character as a
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and matter of control OR matter of discretion.
RPS.
ENG - ENG-R8 S236.088 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks that all ENG rules should | AmendENG-RS8 to include effects on
Energy of Conservation include effects on indigenous vegetation and indigenous biodiversity and areas of high,
Penny Nelson natural character as a matter of discretion to veryhigh or outstanding natural character as a
give effect to the RMA, NZCPS, NPSIB and matter of control OR matter of discretion.
RPS.
NU - NU-R4 S236.089 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R4 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:
Chapter. Amendments are required to be 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
consistent and mclyde 5|gn|f|cgnt naturall landscapes and features, outstanding,
areas and areas with outstanding, very high . .
and high natural character. very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R5 S236.090 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R5 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:

Chapter. Amendments are required to be
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consistent and include Significant natural 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
areas.and areas with outstanding, very high landscapes and features, outstanding,
and high natural character. ) .
very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R6 S236.091 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R4 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:
Chapter. Amendments are required to be 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
consistent and mclyde S|gn|f|cgnt naturall landscapes and features, outstanding,
areas and areas with outstanding, very high ) .
and high natural character. very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R9 S236.092 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-RO to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU control OR matter of discretion OR
Chapter. Amendments are required to be assessment criteria where appropriate:
consistent and include significant natural 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
areas.and areas with outstanding, very high landscapes and
and high natural character. ) )
features, outstanding, very high and
high natural character, significant
natural areas, water, indigenous
biodiversity, historic heritage and sites
of
significance to Maori.'
NU - NU-R10 S$236.093 -Director-General | Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R10 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:

Chapter. Amendments are required to be
consistent and include significant natural
areas and areas with outstanding, very high
and high natural character.

'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
landscapes and features, outstanding,
very high and high natural character,
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significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R11 S236.094 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R11 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:
Chapter. Amendments are required to be 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
consistent and mclyde S|gn|f|cgnt natural' landscapes and features, outstanding,
areas and areas with outstanding, very high ) .
and high natural character. very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R12 S236.095 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R12 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:
Chapter. Amendments are required to be 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
consistent and mclyde S|gn|f|cgnt natural' landscapes and features, outstanding,
areas and areas with outstanding, very high . .
and high natural character. very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R13 S$236.096 -Director-General | Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R13 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:

Chapter. Amendments are required to be
consistent and include significant natural
areas and areas with outstanding, very high
and high natural character.

'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
landscapes and features, outstanding,
very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
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indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R14 S236.097 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R14 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:
Chapter. Amendments are required to be 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
consistent and mclyde S|gn|f|cgnt naturali landscapes and features, outstanding,
areas and areas with outstanding, very high ) .
and high natural character. very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R15 S$236.098 -Director-General | Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R15 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:
Chapter. Amendments are required to be 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
consistent and |nclyde S|gn|f|cgnt naturall landscapes and features, outstanding,
areas and areas with outstanding, very high . .
and high natural character. very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R16 S$236.099 -Director-General | Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R16 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:

Chapter. Amendments are required to be
consistent and include significant natural
areas and areas with outstanding, very high
and high natural character.

'Effects on areas of outstanding natural
landscapes and features, outstanding,
very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
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heritage and sites of significance to
Maori.'
NU - NU-R17 S$236.100 -Director-General Oppose in | The submitter considers the matters of Amend NU-R17 to include the following as a
Network of Conservation part discretion relating to scheduled sites, overlays | matter of control OR matter of discretion OR
Utilities Penny Nelson and values differs between rules in the NU assessment criteria where appropriate:
Chapter. Amendments are required to be 'Effects on areas of outstanding natural

consistent and include significant natural .
areas and areas with outstanding, very high landscapes and features, outstanding,

and high natural character. very high and high natural character,
significant natural areas, water,
indigenous biodiversity, historic
heritage and sites of significance to

Maori.'

SUB - SUB-R12 S$236.101 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks a consistent approach to | Amend SUB-R12 as follows:

Subdivisio of Conservation indigenous biodiversity within the matters of 1. Activity status: Restricted discretionary

n Penny Nelson discretion in all the relevant SUB rules.
Matters of discretion: 2. Protection,
maintenance, or enhancement of natural
featuresand landforms, indigenous
biodiversity, historic heritage, sites of
significance toMaori, or archaeological
sites’

SUB - SUB-R13 S236.102 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks a consistent approach to | Amend SUB-R13 as follows:

Subdivisio of Conservation indigenous biodiversity within the matters of 1. Activity status: Restricted discretionary

n Penny Nelson discretion in all the relevant SUB rules.

Matters of discretion: 2. Protection,
maintenance, or enhancement of natural

features and landforms, indigenous
biodiversity, historic heritage, sites of
significance to Maori, or archaeological
sites'
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CE - CE-S2 S$236.103 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous AmendCE-S2 to include effects on indigenous
Coastal of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all CE | biodiversity as a matter of discretion.
Environme Penny Nelson standards.
nt

CE - CE-S3 S236.104 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous AmendCE-S3 to include effects on indigenous
Coastal of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all CE | biodiversity as a matter of discretion.
Environme Penny Nelson standards.
nt

GRUZ - GRUZ-R3 S236.105 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous AmendGRUZ-R3 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | ofdiscretion.

to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R4 S236.106 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous AmendGRUZ-R4 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion and indigenous biodiversity as a matter
Rural Zone Penny Nelson matter of control to all GRUZ rules to ensure ofdiscretion and a matter of control.

the Councils obligation to maintain indigenous
biodiversity under s31 of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R7 S236.107 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous AmendGRUZ-R7 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | ofdiscretion.

to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R8 S236.108 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous AmendGRUZ-RS8 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | ofdiscretion.

to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R9 S$236.109 -Director-General | Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous AmendGRUZ-R9 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | ofdiscretion.

to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R12 | S$236.110 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous Amend GRUZ-R12 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter of
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | discretion.

to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R13 | S236.111 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous Amend GRUZ-R13 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter of
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | discretion.
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Section Provision | n Point
to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

GRUZ - GRUZ-R14 | S236.112 -Director-General Oppose The submitter seeks to include indigenous Amend GRUZ-R14 to to include effects on
General of Conservation biodiversity as a matter of discretion to all indigenous biodiversity as a matter of
Rural Zone Penny Nelson GRUZ rules to ensure the Councils obligation | discretion.

to maintain indigenous biodiversity under s31
of the RMA is met.

NOSZ - NOSz-S2 S236.113 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S2 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standar@s matters of discretipn do not matter of discretion: a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address pptgntlal advergg purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; and b. any impacts on the
character and qualities of the
surrounding area; and c. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; and d. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

NOSZ - NOSZ-S3 S236.114 -Director-General Support in | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S3 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standar_ds matters of discreti_on do not matter of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address pptgntlal advergg purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; andb. any impacts on the
character and qualities of the
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

NOSZ - NOSzZ-S4 S236.115 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S4 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standaers matters of discretipn do not matter of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address ppt(_ant|al advers_g purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; andb. any impacts on the

character and qualities of the

153



176

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested

Section Provision | n Point
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

NOSZ - NOSZz-S5 S236.116 -Director-General Support in | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S5 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standards matters of discretion do not matter of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address potential adverse purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; andb. any impacts on the
character and qualities of the
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

NOSZ - NOSZz-S6 S236.117 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S6 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standards matters of discretion do not matter of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address pptgntlal advergg purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; andb. any impacts on the
character and qualities of the
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

NOSZ - NOSz-S7 S236.118 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S7 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standards matters of discretion do not matter of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address potential adverse

purpose, character and qualities of the
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Section Provision | n Point
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of zone; andb. any impacts on the
Zone the NOSZ. ors

character and qualities of the
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

NOSZ - NOSZz-S8 S236.119 -Director-General Support in | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S8 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standards matters of discretion do not matter of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address ppt(_antlal advers_g purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; andb. any impacts on the
character and qualities of the
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

NOSZ - NOSZz-S9 S236.120 -Director-General Supportin | The submitter is concerned that all NOSZ Amend NOSZ-S9 to include the following
Natural of Conservation part Standards matters of discretion do not matter of discretion:a. any impacts on the
Open Penny Nelson appropriately address pptgntlal advergg purpose, character and qualities of the
Space effects on the characteristics and qualities of .

Zone the NOSZ. zone; andb. any impacts on the
character and qualities of the
surrounding area; andc. any impacts on
the public use and enjoyment of the
site and surrounding area; andd. any
adverse effects on removing indigenous
vegetation on ecological values.

Planning Zones S$190.001 DMST Oppose Notes the landowner has been in discussions | Amend the planning maps to rezone 42 and
Maps International with MDC regarding the development of the 64 Millard Avenue, Masterton, from General

Limited site for several years. Rezoning to General
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Planning
Maps

GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

Whole
Plan

Interpretati
on

Zones

Whole Plan

Definitions

$190.002

$82.001

$239.001

§239.002

DMST
International
Limited

Dublin Street
Wines Ltd

East Leigh Limited
(llELLll)
East Leigh Limited
(llELLll)

Oppose

Oppose

Support

Oppose in
part

Residential Zone will enable development of
the site and allow for investment in the local
community, help reduce demand on land
around Masterton's urban area (particularly
LUC1-3 land), and improve housing
affordability in the long-term. The assessment
included the submissions rezoning report
indicates that the proposed rezoning is
strongly aligned with the purpose of the Act
and the relevant objectives and policies of the
Proposed Plan.

The submitter considers it unnecessary to
rezone the Site (42-64 Millard Ave) to the
Future Urban Zone ahead of a live residential
zoning, as the necessary site investigations
have already been undertaken to confirm the
suitability of the site for future residential
development. In addition there are
impediments to future development of the
identified FUZ sites that do not exist on the
site.

The submission notes that the site was not
previously under the Rural (special) zoning for
viticulture protection and that soil conditions in
the area suggest the layer is inappropriate at
this location.

East Leigh Limited supports all provisions not
submitted on below.

In many cases, the definitions chapter
incorporates a definition by reference to
another document and then repeats the
definition. This has the potential to give the
misleading impression that the definition will
auto-update if the reference document is
amended (for example, if a referenced NPS is
amended). Under the RMA and the National
Planning Standards, incorporations by
reference are fixed at the time a plan is made
(unless subsequently amended by a plan
change.

Rural Zone to General Residential Zone.

Amend the planning maps to rezone 42 and
64 Millard Ave, Masterton from General Rural
Zone to Future Urban Zone (secondary relief)

Amend the Martinborough Soils Overlay so it
does not apply to 142 Dublin Street.

Retain

Delete references to source documents for
definitions and instead restate definitions
where applicable.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Definitions S$239.003 East Leigh Limited | Oppose The proposed definition is inconsistent with Delete definition "Biodiversity Offset".
Interpretati ("ELL") the NPS-IB.
on
Definitions S239.004 East Leigh Limited | Oppose This definition is internally inconsistent. What | Delete definition 'Highly productive land'.
Interpretati ("ELL") is "shown in planning maps" may be different
on to what is defined in the NPS-HPL. In a
situation where land is within the mapped
HPL overlay but doesn't meet the NPH-HPL
definition, it would be ambiguous whether that
land meets the definition. The term "planning
maps" are not defined. It is not clear whether
this means the HPL overlay in this plan or
other planning maps in other (non-statutory)
documents. Definition is not necessary in light
of NPS-HPL.
Definitions S$239.005 East Leigh Limited | Oppose This definition is ambiguous; it is not clear Delete definition "Indigenous vegetation"
Interpretati ("ELL") whether it includes bacteria, algae or fungi.
on The definition does not add clarity. Definition
leaves "indigenous vegetation" defined, but
"vegetation" not defined. This will create
issues with interpreting rules and policy which
refer to vegetation generally.
Definitions S239.006 East Leigh Limited | Amend There are indications in the plan that Insert definition for "Development capacity" as
Interpretati ("ELL") "development capacity” is intended to be f0||0WS:Deve|opment capacity means the
on defined. However, there is no definition. The .
definition from the NPS-UD should be capacity of land to be developed for
included. housing or for business use, based
on:(a) the zoning, objectives, policies,
rules, and overlays that apply in the
relevant proposed and operative RMA
planning documents; and(b) the
provision of adequate development
infrastructure to support the
development of land for housing or
business use.
Strategic RE-O2 S$239.007 East Leigh Limited | Oppose The objective is overly broad and not Delete Objective RE-02.
Direction ("ELL") necessary given the inclusion of RN-O3.

Not all land in the GRUZ needs to remain
available for primary production and not all
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Section Provision | n Point
productive capacity needs to be protected.
This policy would require absurd outcomes.
For example, the restoration of wetlands in
the GRUZ would be contrary to the outcome
because it would render the land available for
primary production. Areas with low productive
capacity do not need to remain available for
primary production. Sustainable management
requires that areas of low productivity be
available for other purposes.
Strategic New S239.008 East Leigh Limited | Amend The strategic direction chapter is silent as to Insert new objective as follows or an
Direction provision ("ELL") coastal communities in the Wairarapa. Such equivalent objective in an appropriate
request communities include Castlepoint, Riversdale location:CS - Coastal
Eﬁa‘:h’ Ngawi, Cape Palliser and Lake Ferry. | gottjamentsObjectivesCS-01 |
ese communities have special character . L
and are not adequately covered by UFD-05. | InfrastructureThere is sufficient
Many New Zealanders desire the opportunity | development capacity to meet demand
to live in these sorts of communities. An . . !
objective should be inserted addressing for growt.h- in Wairarapa's coastal
objectives for these communities. communities.
TR - TR-S1 S239.009 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | There is no geographical reason for Amend - The 'Engineering Development
Transport ("ELL") part engineering standards to vary between the Standard' referenced should apply to all three
Districts. Districts for consistency.
TR - TR-S6 S239.010 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | Table TR-5 Minimum sight distance measured | Amend Note to read: "Sight distance
Transport ("ELL") part in accordance with "Figure TR-1". The correct | measured in accordance wiith Figure TR-3".
Figure is "Figure TR-3"
TR - TR-S6 S239.011 East Leigh Limited | Oppose in | Figure TR-3 and Figure R04 in the Delete Figure TR-3 and reference Figure R04
Transport ("ELL") part Engineering Development Standard are of the Engineering Design Standard
inconsistent.
TR - TR-S8 S239.012 East Leigh Limited | Oppose in | Sealing a vehicle accessway for a distance of | Amend TR-S8 as follows:
Transport ("ELL") part 30m from the edge of a road carriageway is

excessive and not justified.

"TR-S8 Vehicle crossing information

[.]

2. Any vehicle crossing to a sealed road shall
be formed, surfaced with concrete, chip seal
or asphaltic concrete, and drained for a

minimum distance of 30m-10m from the
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edge of the road carriageway.
[...]
4. All crossing to a state highway shall be
sealed from the edge of the carraigeway
for a minimum distance of 30m 10m.
[...]"
TR - TR-S10 S$239.013 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | Figures TR-7 and TR-8 should be amended to | Amend diagram to show required extent of
Transport ("ELL") part be consistent with TR-S8. seal consistent as per TR-S8.
ECO - ECO-P7 S239.014 East Leigh Limited | Oppose This policy applies to all vegetation, including | Delete Policy ECO-P7.
Ecosystem ("ELL") non-indigenous, non-threatened vegetation. It
s and is not supported by any objective. This policy
Indigenous requires routine activities such as pasture
Biodiversit mowing to be 'managed'. The policy doesn't
y provide for modification of indigenous
vegetation (or other vegetation) in situations
requiring no conservation efforts. This policy
is not justified by national direction or the
principle of sustainable management. The
policy is grammatically incoherent and so its
operation is unpredictable.
ECO - ECO-P8 S239.015 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | The policy as drafted requires adverse effects | Amend Policy ECO-P8 as follows:
Ecosystem ("ELL") part on indigenous vegetation to be avoided, "ECO-P8 Management of effects on other
s and remedied, or mitigated in all circumstances indigenous vegetation
Indigenous regardless of whether the indigenous Manage the modification of indigenous
Biodiversit vegetation is threatened. This policy is not vegetation outside of habitats comprising
y justified by the NPS-IB. significant indigenous vegetation or significant
habitats of indigenous fauna to ensure any
adverse effects on the biological diversity of
indigenous species and habitats, where
appropriate are avoided, remedied, or
mitigated, considering:
ECO - ECO-R2 S$239.016 East Leigh Limited | Oppose This rule makes most activities involving Delete Rule ECO-R2.
Ecosystem ("ELL") clearance of indigenous vegetation restricted
s and discretionary. ELL considers this rule is
Indigenous unjustified and absurd.
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Biodiversit
y
NFL - NFL-O2 S$239.017 East Leigh Limited | Oppose Amenity is different from landscape values. Delete Objective NFL-O2
Natural ("ELL") This objective conflates the two ideas. This
Features objective serves no purpose.
and
Landscape
s
NFL - NFL-P2 S239.018 East Leigh Limited | Support It is ambiguous what landscapes would be Delete Policy NFL-P2.
Natural ("ELL") special amenity landscapes that are not
Features ONLs. Reference to the criteria in NFL-P1 is
and inappropriate. This policy serves no purpose.
Landscape
s
PA - PA-P1 S239.019 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | This policy is too broad and applies to any Amend Policy PA-P1 as follows:
Public ("ELL") part water body, no matter how small. This is not "PA-P1 Esplanade reserves and strips and
Access justified. The default provisions in S 230(3) of | access strips
the RMA only apply to rivers "whose bed has Require, where appropriate...
an average width of 3 meters or more where ...This policy does not apply to: a. rivers
the river flows through or adjoins an .
allotment" and lakes "whose bed has an area whose bed has an average.W|dth of less
of 8 hectares or more". than 3 meters where the river flows
through or adjoins an allotment.b. lakes
whose bed has an area of less than 8
hectares."
SUB - SUB-P6 S$239.020 East Leigh Limited | Oppose in | This policy is too broad - specifically (a) which | Amend Policy SUB-P6 as follows:
Subdivisio ("ELL") part notes that small lot subdivision is only SUB-P6 Avoid inappropriate subdivision in
n appropriate where the soil resource is the General Rural Zone

fragmented, not located on highly productive
land and does not compromise the use of
land for primary production activities.

While ELL supports the protection of highly
productive land - there are areas in the GRUZ
that are not fragmented but that are
appropriate for small lot subdivision.
Particularly areas with low productive
capacity.

Avoid subdivision...
a. limiting small lot subdivision within the

General Rural Zone to only areas where-the
soiresource-isfragmentedis not
located on highly productive land, and it
does not compromise the use of land for
primary production activities; and
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SUB - SUB-R1 S239.021 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | This rule needs to be reformatted so that it is Amend Rule SUB-R1 as follows:
Subdivisio ("ELL") part clear. Bullet points ii. -x. should be further "
n bullet pointed separately under 'i'. General Rural Zone
2. Activiy status: Controlled
Where
a. The minimum lot size of any lot created by
the boundary adjustment is 0.5ha; and
i. The boundary adjustment complies with, or
does not increase any existing or previously
approved non-compliance with: # a. SUB-
S2iik: b. SUB-S3iv= c. SUB-S4 w d. SUB-
S5vi: e. SUB-S6wvii- f. SUB-S7vi- g. SUB-
S8ix: h. SUB-S9; and » i. SUB-S10; and
b. The boundary adjustment complies
with, or does not increase any existing or
previously approved non-compliance
with the relevant standards of the
underlying zone.
SUB - SUB-R2 S239.022 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | Support the minimum lot size standard SUB- Retain Rule SUB-R2 (1)
Subdivisio ("ELL") part S1 referenced in this rule in respect of all
n Residential Zones. This allows additional infill
development by utilising existing services
instead of pushing out the urban boundaries
to accommodate additional development.
SUB - SUB-S1 S239.023 East Leigh Limited | Oppose in | Do not support average lot requirements for Amend SUB-R1 and SUB - Table 1 to remove
Subdivisio ("ELL") part the residential zone when creating 3 or more average lot requirements.
n lots.
SUB - SUB-S1 S$239.024 East Leigh Limited | Oppose in | East Leigh Limited does not support (b)(i) Delete and add rules for small lot subdivision.
Subdivisio ("ELL") part SUB-Table 1 and the protection of highly
n productive land in line with NPS-HPL. There

is no justification for a Wairarapa wide 40ha
minimum, particularly on land that isn't
identified as Highly Productive Land.
Supports the removal of the 4ha minimum lot
size provided for in the Operative Plan as ELL
consider this was too large for rural-residential
development, yet not large enough to provide
for productive use. ELL believes there should
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-R4

SUB-R5

SUB-R10

SUB-R12

$§239.025

§239.026

$239.027

$§239.028

East Leigh Limited | Oppose in
("ELL") part

East Leigh Limited
(IIELLII)

Oppose

East Leigh Limited | Oppose in
("ELL") part

East Leigh Limited | Oppose in
("ELL") part

be some provision for smaller lot subdivision
in the rural zone that is not identified as
productive land. This could be achieved by
allowing a limited number of small lots per title
(0.5ha for example with a date provision to
also limit subdivision of new titles) and setting
a minimum lot size for the balance lot to
protect and maintain rural character and
amenity. By allowing limited smaller lot
subdivision in the rural zone the plan is
encouraging/ supporting the economic and
social well-being of rural communities.
Masterton should be included in (a) given the
characteristics of the Masterton Rural Zone
are no different than Carterton and South
Wairarapa Districts. There should be a
consistent approach across all three districts.
Notes that with the exclusion of Masterton
from this rule, there is no provision for any
general rural lots less than the 40ha minimum
in the Masterton District. This is overly
restrictive and will have significant effects on
property values for rural ratepayers.

It is not clear what the term 'vacant' means in
respect of (e). Given this rule addresses
surplus residential units, is a lot that contains
any building considered to meet this rule? Or
is the term vacant used in reference to any lot
that doesn't contain a residential unit? Further
clarification is needed.

Sees no reason why any subdivision that
creates new vested roads needs to be
assessed as a restricted discretionary activity.
Given appropriate standards can be met
around standard, formation etc., it should be
assessed as a controlled activity as matters of
discretion can address these matters
appropriately.

East Leigh Limited does not support a
minimum lot size of 40ha for subdivision
within the Coastal Environment, including the
non-complying status for any subdivision that

Delete paragraph (1)(a) so that the rule
applies to Masterton District.

Amend to clarify what allotments count as
'vacant'.

Amend Rule SUB-R10 to controlled activity.

Delete/Re-word and insert rules for small lot
subdivision.
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CE -
Coastal
Environme
nt

CE -
Coastal

CE-O2

CE-O3

$239.029

$§239.030

East Leigh Limited | Oppose

("ELL")

East Leigh Limited | Oppose in

("ELL")

part

does not comply with SUB-R12. As with the
rural zone, ELL supports the ability for limited
small lot subdivision with larger balance lots
but with additional matters of consideration
around design/ development in the coastal
environment. The matters of discretion don't
recognise the Wairarapa Coastal Strategy or
the 'Caring for your Coast' guidelines which
are existing non-statutory documents that
guide development in the Coastal
Environment. In lieu of these documents
being referenced ELL would support a
Coastal Design Guide in addition to the other
Design Guides included in the appendices.
Objective CE-O2 is overly broad. Objective 2
of the NZCPS reads:

To preserve the natural character of the
coastal environment and protect natural
features and landscape values through:
recognising the characteristics and qualities
that contribute to natural character, natural
features and landscape values and their
location and distribution; identifying those
areas where various forms of subdivision,
use, and development would be inappropriate
and protecting them from such activities; and
encouraging restoration of the coastal
environment.

The proposed policy goes beyond this
objective. Taken literally the objective directs
the disestablishment of all coastal settlements
as well as primary production in the coastal
environment.

The focus on Natural Character ignores
Landscape Character, which is modified and
has no legislative support for restoration.
Landscape is not the same as Natural
Character, both of which are modified at
Riversdale. Insert a separate Landscape
objective recognising this fact.

It is not clear what "are not increased" means
in this objective. The objective assumes that

Amend Objecitve CE-O2 to make it consistent
with Objective 2 in the New Zealand Coastal
Policy Statement.

Amend Objective CE-O3 as follows:
"CE-O3 Risk from coastal hazardsFhe+isk
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Environme current risk levels from coastal hazards are and-consequencesfrom-coastal-hazards

nt appropriate. including-the-impactsofsealevelriseon
environmentare-notinereased: The risk
from coastal hazards, including the
impacts of sea level rise on people,
property, infrastructure and the
environment, are managed and, where
appropriate, minimised and reduced."

CE - CE-P1 S$239.031 East Leigh Limited | Oppose This Policy is inconsistent with Policy 4 of the | Delete and replace Policy CE-P1 with policy

Coastal ("ELL") RPS. In particular, it doesn't accord with the including criteria in policy 4 of RPS.

Environme criteria for identifying the landward extend of

nt the coastal environment required by policy 4

of the RPS.

CE - CE-P4 S$239.032 East Leigh Limited | Oppose in | The requirement for a funtional need or Amend Policy CE-P4 as follows:

Coastal ("ELL") part operatinal need for subdivison, use and "CE-P4 Activities and subdivision wihtin the

Environme development in the coastal environment is not | coastal environment.

nt supported Manage subdivision, use, and development
within the coastal environment to ensure:a-=
coastalenvironmentandb- a. the form,
scale, and nature of the activity will not
detract from the natural character of the
coastal environment by:
iv. minimising manage modification of
indigenous vegetation and incorporating
revegetation and planting of disturbed
areas;

CE - CE-P5 S$239.033 East Leigh Limited | Oppose This policy is ambiguous and not justified by Delete Policy CE-P5.

Coastal ("ELL") an objective or national direction. or
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Environme In paragraph 1, it is ambiguous what "within Amend Policy CE-P5 to clarify that exsiting
nt existing coastal settlements" means: this coastal settlement includes future extensions
could be referring to zoning, or some more to those settlements.
subjective perception on the boundary of the
settlement. It is also ambiguous whether this
limits the provision of residential units to in-
filling or allows the outward growth of existing
settlements.
CE - CE-R6 S239.034 East Leigh Limited | Oppose As drafted this rule applies to the while Delete Rule CE-R6.
Coastal ("ELL") district, not just the coastal environment. If
Environme limited to the coastal environment, it is not
nt clear that there are any activities not
otherwise provided for in the chapter and so
the rule is not necessary.
CE - CE-S2 S$239.035 East Leigh Limited | Oppose This standard is inconsistent with ECO-R2. Amend Rule ECO-R2 for consistency.
Coastal ("ELL")
Environme
nt
CE - CE-S3 S$239.036 East Leigh Limited | Supportin | The gross floor area of 200m2 is too small Amend Standard CE-S3 as follows
Coastal ("ELL") part and not justified. "CE-S3 Buildings and structures
Environme 1. Buildings and structures within the coastal
nt environment must meet the following
standards:
a. the gross floor area of any individual
building or structure on a site must not exceed
200m2-300m2;
b. the building...
SETZ - SETZ-R1 S$239.037 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R1. Retain Rule SETZ-R1 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
MDC - S$239.038 East Leigh Limited | Amend Proposed area in this designation includes Amend Designation MDC-M-50 boundary to
Designatio | Masterton ("ELL") Lot 1 DP 451871 (Record of Title 579619). remove Lot 1 DP 451871 from the
ns District Understands that the council has no current designation.
Council plans to use that land for that purpose. The

inclusion of that land in the designation is,
therefore, not reasonably necessary for the
proposed works. It should be excluded from
the designation at this time.
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Planning
Maps

Planning
Maps

Planning
Maps

Zones

General
District-
Wide

Matters
General
District-
Wide

Matters

$§239.039

§239.047

§239.048

East Leigh Limited | Amend

("ELL")

East Leigh Limited | Support

("ELL"™)

East Leigh Limited | Support in

("ELL")

part

The zoning at Riversdale Beach does not
accord with part 3 of the General Approach
character of the plan. There is no policy
guidance in the Proposed District Plan or the
RPS as to how land should be zoned. As
such, the zoning operated as a rule or method
without a supporting policy. The proposed
map applies the General Rural Zone to lots
which has already been consented,
subdivided or developed as residential lots in
Riversdale Beach. This is contrary to the
Zone Standard in the National Planning
Standards. Those lots should be zoned
Settlement Zone. The mapping does not
provide for the anticipated demand for
residential development or the anticipated
effects of climate change in Riversdale
Beach. The above proposed zoning would
better implement national direction including.
[see original submission]

Overlay at Riversdale Beach doesn't reflect
best available data on what is HPL under the
NPS-HPL definition.

The coastal environment overlay, particularly
at Riversdale Beach is inconsistent with the
criteria in RPS policy 4. Riversdale settlement
is excluded from the Coastal Environment
overlay, yet built up areas inland of it are
included in the mapped Coastal Environment.
This is anomalous. It is feasible to exclude the
settlement as its elements, patterns and
processes are highly modified and have low
Natural Character. Equally, it could be
included in the CE and simply rated low
Natural Character. It is improper to include
built up areas inland of the excluded
settlement. The CE mapping appears to have
been simply rolled over from the Operative
Combined District Plan. Techniques and case
law has been updated since then and the

Amend proposed zoning around Riversdale
Beach form GRUZ to SETZ and NOSZ as set
out in attached map.

Amend the NPS-HPL overlay to reflect Highly
Productive Land as mapped in report of
BakerAg attcached.

Amend the coastal environment overlay, in
particular inland of the settlement at
Riversdale Beach as set out in the attached
map.

Remap the Coatal Environment to only
concide with the Foreshore Protection Area or
to include the Settlement, and if so, rate the
Settlement Areas as Low Natural Character.
Re-assess and remap the Coastal
Environment according to current practice and
at a scale applicable to Riversdale.

Map the existing development as Residential
and the consented but unbuilt areas as
Residential.
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Section Provision | n Point
mapping and assessment needs to be
redone.
Planning Natural S$239.049 East Leigh Limited | Oppose The overlay is not justified. This overlay at Delete Overlay Significant/ Special Amenity
Maps Environmen ("ELL") Riversdale Beach and other coastal Landscapes. In particular from coastal
t Values settlements and surrounds does not have any | settlements and surrounds as appropriate
apparent basis. The coastline at Riversdale when they do not have the values in
Beach does not meet the values in SAL1 of SCHEDS.
SCHEDS. This is out of sync with the NZILA Delete the 40m Coastal Contour overlay.
Landscape Assessment guidelines Te Tangi
a te Manu.
Planning Natural S$239.050 East Leigh Limited | Amend The foreshore protection area around Amend Foreshore Protection Area overlay to
Maps Environmen ("ELL") settlements like Riversdale Beach is too better provide for future sea level rise.
t Values narrow. It does not adequately provide for
anticipated effects of climate change.
SETZ - SETZ-R2 S$239.051 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R2. Retain Rule SETZ-R2 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R3 S$239.052 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R3. Retain Rule SETZ-R3 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R4 S$239.053 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R4. Retain Rule SETZ-R4 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R5 S239.054 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R5. Retain Rule SETZ-R5 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R6 S$239.055 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R6. Retain Rule SETZ-R6 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R7 S239.056 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R7. Retain Rule SETZ-R7 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R8 S$239.057 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R8. Retain Rule SETZ-R8 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R9 S239.058 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R9. Retain Rule SETZ-R9 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R10 S239.059 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of SETZ-R10. Retain Rule SETZ-R10 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
SETZ - SETZ-R11 S$239.060 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R11. Retain Rule SETZ-R11 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R12 S239.061 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R12. Retain Rule SETZ-R12 as natified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SETZ - SETZ-R13 $239.062 East Leigh Limited | Support Generally supportive of Rule SETZ-R13. Retain Rule SETZ-R13 as notified.
Settlement ("ELL")
Zone
SWDC - S171.001 Edgar Oppose The submission details the lack of Amend the designation SWDC-S-26
Designatio | South Vandendungen consultation with surrounding sites, how the (Martinborough Wastewater Disposal) to not
ns Wairarapa use of Pain Farm to distribute wastewater include the Pain Farm complex and undertake
District contradicts its intended use, historical full consultation with adjoining properties
Council mismanagement, and general disposal rules. regarding the Martinborough wastewater
treatment facility.
Whole Whole Plan | S19.001 Edward Henrard Not Stated | Submission relates to boundary adjustments, | No decision requested.
Plan submitter discusses intent to subdivide.
ENG - Introduction | S227.001 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | Submitter states that paragraph 8 of the Amend ENG-Energy Introduction as follows:
Energy Creevey part introduction is not clear or accurate, so should | "...There are potential tensions between the
be amended or deleted. existing values of these areas and their
potential for wind energy generation. Solar
Solar irradiance is available all-over New energy generation poses similar tensions.
Zealand at a level suitable for energy High-guality-selarfarms-need-to-account
generation and is not a constraint that is for-the followinein-their desi ;
specific to the Wairarapa. )
Proximity to a substation or overhead line is Fhesolarirradianceof anarea—b-
not a constraint. This is a convenience and Proximity-to-an-existing substation-or
cost saving for the proposing company. L. . .
existing-everhead-ine—eFlatland-with-a
Flat land is not a constraint. Solar generation | less-than-5-degree-slope:
can and is being achieved on undulating land | By their nature, there is tensions
or hillsides in other countries. A less than 5% . .
gradient is a cost cutting convenience for the between other competing land uses, in
proposing company. particular..."
ENG - Introduction | S227.002 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | To understand the point in which the level of Amend ENG-Energy chapter Introduction
Energy Creevey part adverse effects become too much, it is [paragraph 9], to include 'measurable levels'

considered a clear maximum point or level
should be referred to.

to support the statement "some level of
adverse effects may need to be accepted..."
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
_Section Provision | n Point
ENG - Introduction | S227.003 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | Infrastructure required for solar power Amend ENG-Energy Chapter Introduction
Energy Creevey part generation has a short life span, high content | [paragraph 9], to include a definition of
of rare earth minerals and a large carbon "sustainable" where it is reffered to in the
footprint in their production. Noted there is no | context of "sustainable energy future".
definition of 'sustainable' in the Proposed
Wairarapa Combined District Plan document.
ENG - ENG-03 S227.004 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | The submitter expresses that solar and wind Amend ENG-03 as follows:
Energy Creevey part infrastructure needs to be renewed frequently | 'ENG-O3 Energy generation and efficiency
compared to other forms of energy generation | To move the Wairarapa towards a low
and solar being the least efficient form of emission economy through the efficient use of
energy generation. energy efficiency and generation of electricity
from repewable sources in the
Wairarapa.'
ENG - ENG-P2 S227.005 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | Small scale electricity generation should be Amend ENG-P2 as follows:
Energy Creevey part for owner use to promote local resilience. "ENG-P2 Enable small-scale renewable
electricity generation
Enable small-scale electricity generation for
owners use and not to feed into the
national grid where it is of a form and
scale that avoids, remedies, or mitigates
its adverse effects."
ENG - ENG-P4 S227.006 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | Submitter does not detail specific reasons for | Amend ENG-P4 as follows:
Energy Creevey part the decisions requested regarding ENG- Provide for large-scale renewable electricity

P4(f), (h) and (i), but notes for (j) that

contaminated soil can still grow food, but it will

have absorbed accumulative chemicals the
body can not remove.

generation activities where effects are
appropriately managed, by having regard
to:...

f. potential adverse effects from the activity,
including traffic generation, visual, light,

safety, ard-noise;, heat, accumulative
noise, wireless connectivity
interference, increased fire risk, and
increased wind; ...

h. cumulative effects from multiple
renewable electricity generation
activities; [add measurement for how
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ENG -
Energy

ENG -
Energy

ENG-P5

ENG-R1

$227.007

$227.008

Elisabeth Jane
Creevey

Elisabeth Jane
Creevey

Support in
part

Support in
part

Submitter has not provided reason.

Submitter has not provided reasons.

close power plants can be in relation to
each other]

i. potential for adverse effects on nearby
residents, natural features and
landscapes, waterbodies, indigenous
biodiversity, historic heritage, and sites
of significance to Maori;

j. potential effects on the-preductive
capaeity healthy productivity of the
land, including the ability to protect the
productive capacity of highly productive
land;

Amend ENG-P5 as follows:

"ENG-P5 Reverse Sensitivity

Manage subdivision and land use activities to
avoid adverse effects on the efficient
operation of established renewable electricity
generation facilities and manage
placement of energy generation
facilities to avoid reverse sensitivities of

established residents and land use."

Amend ENG-R1 as follows:

'ENG-R1 Installation, maintenance, repair,
upgrade, and removal of new utility
equipment for investigating a site for suitability
for a renewable electricity generation activity.
All zones

1. Activity status: Permitted

AII Zones

2. Activity status: Restricted discretionary
Where:
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Section Provision | n Point
7. Actual and potential loss of highly
productive land.All Zones3. Activity
Status: Discretionary x. Additional
Infrastructure.'

ENG - ENG-R2 S$227.009 Elisabeth Jane Support in | Submitter has not provided specific reasons. Amend ENG-R2 as follows:

Energy Creevey part "ENG- R2 Operation, maintenance, repair,
expansion and removal of existing
renewable electricity generation
activities
b. All above ground structures and
underground infrastructure that are no
longer required for renewable electricity
generation purposes are removed within
two years of being replaced or becoming
redundant:..."

Insert "expansion of any existing
renewable electricity generation
activities" as a Discretionary Activity.

ENG - ENG-R3 S227.010 Elisabeth Jane Support in | No reasoning provided. Amend to include a maximum size of "small

Energy Creevey part scale".

ENG - ENG-R4 S227.011 Elisabeth Jane Supportin | No reasoning provided. Amend to include maximum size of

Energy Creevey part "community scale".

ENG - ENG-R6 S227.012 Elisabeth Jane Support in | No reasoning provided. Amend to include a maximum size of "large

Energy Creevey part scale".

NOISE - Introduction | S227.013 Elisabeth Jane Supportin | Noise level regulations need to accommodate | Amend NOISE-Noise Introduction as follows:

Noise Creevey part the low-level electrical buzz from solar "...d. NZS6807:1994 Noise Management and

facilities. There are also mechanical
machinery turning panels. The constant
nature of the noise during all daylight hours
and its impact on sensitive activities needs to
be addressed in the PDP.

Land Use Planning for Helicopter Landing
Areas; and
e. NZS 6808:2010 Acoustics Wind Farm

Noise; and f. NZS [xxxx:xxxx] Acoustics
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Solar Energy Generation Noise. [attach
accompanying document] "
Definitions S227.014 Elisabeth Jane Supportin | Submitter does not provide specific reasons Amend Definition for 'Large-scale renewable
Interpretati Creevey part for the first two amendments. For the removal | electricity generation activity' as follows:
on of "battery energy storage system” the "Large-scale renewable solar and wind
submlttgr notes the; deflllnltlon should not electricity generation activity
automatically consider "battery energy o . L
Storage Systems" a part of a |arge_sca|e MeanS e|eCtrICIty generat|0n activities
electricity generation activity. A large-scale utilising renewable free energy sources
elgctrlqty generation facility can function and for the purpose...
exist without a battery storage system, and . .
therefore should not be included in the ..Itincludes all ancillary components
definition. It is further noted, battery energy and activities such as substations,
storage system should have separate and battery-energy storagesystems;
specific consent regulations. . . L
climate/environmental monitoring
equipment"
ENG - Introduction | $227.015 Elisabeth Jane Amend Solar array structures are 'buildings'. They are | Amend the ENG-Energy chapter to state that
Energy Creevey fully roofed, whether this is through a solar array structures fall under the definitin of
permanently fixed table or on a tracking 'building'.
system, and are fixed or located on or in land.
Therefore they should be held to the same
standards as buildings, which should be
made clear in the ENG chapter.
ENG - Introduction | S227.016 Elisabeth Jane Amend Arrays and other associated structures within | Amend ENG-Energy chapter to include the
Energy Creevey the facility are infrastructure (in line with term 'infrastructure' when refering to large-
infrastructure definition) and intensively cover | scale electricity generation.
the land. Reference should therefore be made
to them being 'infrastructure'.
ENG - New S227.017 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include that all utility
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale scale power generation consent applications
request electricity production, so more regulatory are to be publicly notified.
measures should be added.
ENG - New S227.018 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include a standard
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale regulating the location of utility scale solar
request electricity production, so more regulatory power generation to non-residential areas,

measures should be added.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
non-prime farmland or marginal land.
ENG - New S$227.019 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include a new note
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale that resource consent is to remain with the
request electricity production, so more regulatory original parties (consent holder) and is not to
measures should be added. be used as an instrument of trading to entities
not party to the original applications. New
owners would require a new resource consent
/ renewal of consent.
ENG - New S$227.020 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include a new
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale standard setting out consultation
request electricity production, so more regulatory requirements, mandating consultation with
measures should be added. relative stakeholders; Iwi, conservation,
aviation, water protection and historical
authrotieis, telecomunications owners and
operators.
ENG - New S227.021 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to oblige applicants to
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale shoulder testing and assessment expenses.
request electricity production, so more regulatory
measures should be added.
ENG - ENG-S2 S227.022 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-S2 to include the requirement for
Energy Creevey part Council process applications for large scale water quality monitoring; all water wells and
electricity production, so more regulatory bore within 5.5km of a solar panel prior to
measures should be added. construction, during use, and up to 5 years
after decommissioning.
ENG - ENG-S1 S$227.023 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-S1 to include a standard, that
Energy Creevey part Council process applications for large scale there shall be a three yearly review of
electricity production, so more regulatory decommissioning plans; including restoration,
measures should be added. toxic waste disposal, fault of landowner's
failure to decommission, financial assurance,
cash held in country, not to include salvage
values, disaster and halt of production
conditions.
ENG - New S227.024 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include a new
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale standard that includes:
request electricity production, so more regulatory Applicant to establish safety protocols,

measures should be added.

provide annual equipment and training for
emergency services, coordination plan with
responders and hospitals, and cover cost for
facility call outs.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Applicant and landowner to procure adequate
liability insurance; to cover injury, death,
property damage.
ENG - ENG-P3 S227.025 Elisabeth Jane Oppose in | Community scale electricity generation should | Amend ENG-P3 as follows:
Energy Creevey part be for direct community use and not the "ENG-P3 Provide for community-scale
national grid, to promote local resilience. renewable electricity generation
Encourage community-scale renewable
electricity generation where it is for direct
community use and not to feed into the
national grid in the General Rural Zone
where effects are appropriately
managed..."
ENG - Introduction | S227.026 Elisabeth Jane Supportin | Solar power generation plants manufacture Amend ENG-Energy to include reference to
Energy Creevey part energy. The general description in the ENG- energy generation plants being industrial
Energy section should therefore include activities.
words like buildings, infrastructure,
manufacture and especially industrial activity.
Words like 'green’, 'solar farm', 'sustainable’,
'renewable' have been overused and
undefined by a very large industry. These
words hide the industrial nature and impacts
or power generation.
ENG - New S227.027 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include a new
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale standard, requiring independent engineering
request electricity production, so more regulatory Assessments to be undertaken for wind
measures should be added. loading and wet ground conditions.
ENG - New S227.028 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include a new
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale standard, that ensures all applications include
request electricity production, so more regulatory impact reports; visual, glare, noise, fire and
measures should be added. safety
ENG - New S227.029 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include a new
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale standard requiring community impact
request electricity production, so more regulatory evaluations; economic, tourism, agricultural,
measures should be added. employment...with consent applications.
ENG - New S227.030 Elisabeth Jane Amend Clear rules are needed in the plan to help Amend ENG-Energy to include the following
Energy provision Creevey Council process applications for large scale provision:
request eleCtriCity production, SO more regulatory Construction and Maintenancel. Post-

measures should be added.

approval construction to commence
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ENG -
Energy

ENG-S4

$227.031

Elisabeth Jane
Creevey

Support in
part

Clear rules are needed in the plan to help
Council process applications for large scale
electricity production, so more regulatory
measures should be added.

within 12 montbhs, if not plan approval
null and void.2. Stringent development
standards for chemical content with
specific product details provided.3.
Wildlife preservation corridor per 20Ha
of Solar field no less than 10 meters in
width4. Solar field size restrictions; Max
80.9Ha, not within 3.5km of another
utility scale solar facility.5. Maximum
1% footprint of total farmland acreage
per council to be used for renewable
energy6. Fencing is not to be topped
with razor wire nor to include opaque
barriers.7. Sound and vibration levels
limited and tested.8. Underground
wiring to be inside conduit9.
Modifications require new permits as if
a new project10. Biannual statement of
activity to be provided to ensure facility
is actively producing electricity for the
power grid. Panels below useful life
threshold activate the decommissioning
plan.

Amend ENG-S4 to also include the following
specific requirements with regard to setbacks

and height:1. No panel within 50m from
non-participating property line or
road2. No panel within 150m from a
residential building.3. No panel within
3.6km from school property line4. No
panel within 3.6km from a town
boundary.5. No panel within 3.2km of
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
an artesian well or bore6.Solar field not
placed within a storm water system,
floodplain or above an aquifer -7. No
panel exceed 4.5m at highest rotation -
Notice given to any landing strip owner;
setbacks to be agreed by landing strip
owner
ENG - New S$227.032 Elisabeth Jane Amend Submitter notes this, including the other Amend ENG-Energy to provide specific
Energy provision Creevey related submission points related to protection for residents (either a rule or
request increasing regulations, are now being standard) as follows:Protection for
introduced to Local Council plans in cc_)untrles Residents1. Complaints about energy
that have had 20 years or more experience R o
living with utility scale renewable energy generating facility interference of
systems, their impacts and associated telecommunication, television
companies. Submitter urges Councils to read broadcast, microwave transmissions or
the Spencer County, Indiana, July 2023.16 . ’ . .
ordinance, which contains details of how glare issues to be rectified within 24hrs
these measures are implemented. at company cost.2. Solar companies
must value guarantee all owner-
occupied residential dwellings within
1.6 km of a solar panel for a period of
35 years.
Strategic CCR-03 S144.001 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend CCR-O3 as follows: The Wairarapa
Direction part decisions requested. In summary the develops and functions in a way that does not
submitter notes that the proposed plan increase risk and consequences of natural
creates an unfortunate and perhaps hazards, and which anticipates and plans
unintended |nfe_rence thqt lifestyle block for community needs in significant
owners and their properties are not valued )
within Wairarapa society and economy. events, eg, food security.
Strategic RE-O5 S144.002 E McGruddy Oppose Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Delete RE-O5 as follows: Oppertunitiesfor
Direction decisions requested. In summary the ifestyl beivisi I
submitter notes that the proposed plan . .
creates an unfortunate and perhaps developmentare-enly-providedinparts
unintended inference that lifestyle block of-therural-environment-where-they-do
el it bli .
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
owners and their properties are not valued ppedﬂet_fe*q_a.nd_p.pe.teet.fng_t.he
within Wairarapa society and economy. lueti v of the land
And insert: The Wairarapa contains
vibrant and viable per-urban areas,
buffering the interface between urban
and rural zones and providing multiple
social and economic services.
SUB - SUB-03 S144.003 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend SUB-O3 as follows: "subdivision and
Subdivisio part decisions requested. In summary the development within urban boundaries
n submitter notes that the proposed plan and within existing small lot
creates an unfortunate and perhaps . .
unintended inference that lifestyle block subdivisions are provided for where
owners and their properties are not valued they integrate with the existing and
within Wairarapa society and economy. planned...."
SUB - SUB-P5 S144.004 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend SUB-P5 as follows:
Subdivisio part decisions requested. In summary the "Provide for subdivision, use and
n submitter notes that the proposed plan development were it does not compromise the

creates an unfortunate and perhaps
unintended inference that lifestyle block
owners and their properties are not valued
within Wairarapa society and economy.

purpose, character and amenity values of the
General Rural Zone by:
a) enabling and promoting openness and

predominance of vegetation and
development sympathetic to existing
landforms;

b) enabling and promoting a productive
working landscape, providing for varying
forms and scale for local and export
markets; ...

d) managing the density and location of
residential development,providing for
varying forms and scale for housing
options; ensuring allotments can be self
serviced;

e) retaining a-clear-delineationand
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-P6

SUB-R4

S$144.005

$144.006

E McGruddy

E McGruddy

Oppose in
part

Oppose in
part

Submitter lists a number of reasons to support
decisions requested. In summary the
submitter notes that the proposed plan
creates an unfortunate and perhaps
unintended inference that lifestyle block
owners and their properties are not valued
within Wairarapa society and economy.

Submitter lists a number of reasons to support
decisions requested. In summary the
submitter notes that the proposed plan
creates an unfortunate and perhaps
unintended inference that lifestyle block
owners and their properties are not valued
within Wairarapa society and economy.

eontrast peri-urban areas as buffers
between the district's rural areas and
urban areas; ...

Amend SUB-P6 as follows:
"SUB-P6 Aveid-inapprepriate Subdivision
in the General Rural ZoneAveid
bivicion inthe G Ruralz
I " Lt i ci o size.
le_or ] . . I
ahticipated-purposecharacteror
i -Allow
subdivision and development that
results in the efficient and productive
use of land, with lot sizes sufficient to
accommodate intended land uses by:
a) Hmitirg enabling small lot subdivision
within existing small holdings in the
General Rural Zone te-enly-in-areas
I I iy " 4

Amend SUB-R4 as follows:
General Rural Zone: Subdivision of land less

than 4ha-8ha in the General Rural Zone
1. Activity status: Centrelled-Permitted
Where:

a. The allotment subject to subdivision is
located within either the South
Wairarapa or Carterton District or
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SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-R4

$144.007

E McGruddy

Oppose

Submitter lists a number of reasons to support
decisions requested. In summary the
submitter notes that the proposed plan
creates an unfortunate and perhaps
unintended inference that lifestyle block
owners and their properties are not valued
within Wairarapa society and economy.

Masterton District;

b. The allotment is not located en-highly
productivetand-or within the
Martinborough Soils Overlay or a
mapped Hazard Overlay or a mapped
Ecological or Landscape Overlay;

c. The allotment subject to subdivision is
less than 4ha-8hain area;

d. No provi...

Delete matters of control under SUB-R4

(1):Mattersof control:dl The mattersset
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
— 7 - I
it | cionifi I |

acilitios 16_Fi . butions17.

Bendsand-otherpaymenisand

guarantees&Themattersreforredte
GRUZ - Introduction | S144.008 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend the introduction as follows:
General part decisions requested. In summary the ... The Wairarapa is increasingly seen as an
Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan attractive place to reside. Rural lifestyle living

creates an unfortunate and perhaps
unintended inference that lifestyle block
owners and their properties are not valued
within Wairarapa society and economy.

provides a residential choice for people
wanting a lifestyle on larger sites, with the
opportunity to carry out small scale productive

activities in a rural setting. Rural lifestyle
blocks are clustered in "peri-urban"
areas around the main towns and
transport corridors and make a
significant contribution to the vibrancy
and economic prosperity of the districts
- "greening" the landscape, prototyping
new crops, growing produce for local
markets, providing resilience in the
event of a major earthquake or other
significant natural event impacting
urban centers and supply lines, and
enhancing the social, cultural and
economic wellbeing of their
communities.

The Rural Lifestyle Zone provides
opportunities for rural lifestyle living in
the Wairarapa. The General Rural Zone
provides for further opportunities for
rural lifestyle living, in appropriate
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point

locations and to an appropriate scale,
insofar as it does not risk the loss and
fragmentation of the rural character,
productive land, and productive
potential of the land within the
Wairarapa rural hinterland.

GRUZ - GRUZ-0O1 S144.009 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend GRUZ-O1 as follows:

General part decisions requested. In summary the The General Rural Zone is used primarily for

Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan primary production, activities that support
creates an unfortunate and perhaps primary production, ard-other activities

unintended mfe_rence thgt lifestyle block that have a functional need or
owners and their properties are not valued ) L
within Wairarapa Society and economy_ Operat|ona| need to be |0cated W|th|n

the General Rural Zone, and
smallholdings clustered in peri-urban
areas around the main towns.

GRUZ - GRUZ-02 S144.010 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend GRUZ-O2 (b) as follows:
General part decisions requested. In summary the The predominant character of the General
Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan Rural Zone are maintained and enhanced,
creates an unfortunate and perhaps which include: ...
unintended inference that lifestyle block b. sparsely developed landscape with open
owners and their properties are not valued space between buildings that are
within Wairarapa society and economy. predominantly used for agricultural, pastoral

and horticultural activities (e.g. barns and
sheds), low density rural living (e.g.
farmhouses, seasonal worker
accommodation, and a small degree of rural

lifestyle), ard community activities (e.g.
rural halls, domains, and schools) and

more closely settled peri-urban areas
serving as a transition between urban
areas and the rural hinterland; ...
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creates an unfortunate and perhaps
unintended inference that lifestyle block
owners and their properties are not valued
within Wairarapa society and economy.

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
GRUZ - GRUZ-06 S144.011 E McGruddy Supportin | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend GRUZ-06 (b) as follows:
General part decisions requested. In summary the b. Opportunities for rural lifestyle subdivision
Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan and development in appropriate existing
creates an qnfortunate anq perhaps locations within the General Rural Zone
unintended inference that lifestyle block . . )
owners and their properties are not valued is provided-for-enabled, insofar as GRUZ-
within Wairarapa society and economy. 06(a) is met.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P1 S144.012 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend GRUZ-P1 as follows:
General part decisions requested. In summary the a. Enable primary production activities that
Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan are compatible with the purpose, character,
creates an unfortunate and perhaps and amenity values of the General Rural
unintended inference that lifestyle block Zone.
owners and their properties are not valued b. Provide for other activities that have a
within Wairarapa society and economy. functional need or operational need to be
located in the General Rural Zone that are not
incompatible with primary production.
c. Provide-for-Enable rural lifestyle
development in appropriate locations
where GRUZ-P1{a}and GRUZ-PL{b)are
enabled-erprovided-for:
GRUZ - GRUZ-P3 S144.013 E McGruddy Support in | Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend GRUZ-P3 as follows:
General part decisions requested. In summary the Provide for subdivision, use, and
Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan development where it does not compromise

the purpose, character, and amenity of the
General Rural Zone, by: ...

e. managing the-densityandlocation-of
enabling residential development within
existing small lot subdivisions and
restricting the development of new
small lot subdivisions;

f. ensuring allotments can be self-
serviced;

g. retaining a-clear-delineation-and
eontrast smaller lots in peri-urban areas
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
as a buffer between the Wairarapa's
rural areas and urban areas; and...
GRUZ - GRUZ-P4 S144.014 E McGruddy Support Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend GRUZ-P4 as follows:
General decisions requested. In summary the GRUZ-P4 Aveid Discourage
Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan inappropriate subdivisionAveid
creates an unfortunate and perhaps . T
unintended inference that lifestyle block Discourage subdivision in the General...
owners and their properties are not valued
within Wairarapa society and economy.
GRUZ - GRUZ-S4 S144.015 E McGruddy Support Submitter lists a number of reasons to support | Amend GRUZ-S4 as follows:
General decisions requested. In summary the 1. For sites comprising less than 40-ha-8ha :
Rural Zone submitter notes that the proposed plan a. up to three residential units per
creates an unfortunate and perhaps . . X .
unintended inference that lifestyle block site subject to meeting the conditions
owners and their properties are not valued set out in SUB-R4; and b- ehe-minor
within Wairarapa society and economy. residentialunit persite, where the-minor
dentialunitis thin 30 ¢
I . identi . ¥
gross-floerarea-ofno-morethan80m2:
2. For sites comprising of 40-ha 8ha or
more: ...
Matters of discretion for sites of 8ha or
more:
1. Whether it can be demonstrated that
the residential unit(s) provides ancillary
accommodation for landowners and/or
workers involved with primary
production on sites ever48-ha. ...
Contents S247.001 Enviro NZ Amend District Plans must be prepared having regard | Insert the Wellington Region Waste
Introductio Services Ltd to management plans and strategies Management and Minimisation Plan as an
n prepared under other Acts (s74(2)(b)(i) of the | 'other document' with respect to section

RMA). The Wellington Region Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan is one of
those documents that should inform the
strategic context of the Combined District

74(2)(b)(i) of the Resource Management Act.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Plan.
Waste management and minimisation is a
critical issue in the Wairarapa region and has
significant impacts on meeting climate change
goals. The actions of the WRWMMP need to
inform District Plan provisions.
Definitions S247.002 Enviro NZ Supportin | Refuse trucks need to have the appropriate Insert a definition for 'ancillary transport
Interpretati Services Ltd part space within road reserves to support network infrastructure' as follows:"Ancillary
on collection of bins. With intensification, road_ transport network infrastructuremeans
reserves need to be carefully planned. While | | o
the p|acement of bins is temporary’ the InfraStructure |0cated Wlthll‘l the
provision of space for their collection is roadreserve that supports the transport
paramognt. tg allow efficient collection of bins networkand includes: ... j. space for
and avoid injury to users of the road while . . .
refuse trucks are operating. Adding this Council kerbside waste bins.
clause to the definition will ensure that this
element of the road reserve is considered.
Definitions S247.003 Enviro NZ Amend Requests that a definition should be added to | Insert new definition for 'cleanfill area' as
Interpretati Services Ltd the PDP to recognise that cleanfills and follows: "Cleanfill area Means an area
on landfills are important uses in the rural area. . .
The definition has the same meaning as that used e.xc|u5|ve!y for the disposalof
in the National Planning Standards. The cleanfill material."
definition will also allow for these activities to
be defined differently from industrial activities.
Definitions S247.004 Enviro NZ Amend This definition should be added to the district Insert new definition for 'Cleanfill material' as
Interpretati Services Ltd plan to recognise that cleanfills and landfills follows:"Cleanfill material means virgin
on are important uses in the rural area. The

definition has the same meaning as that in the
National Planning Standards.

excavated natural materialsincluding
clay, gravel, sand, soil and rock thatare
free of: a. combustible, putrescible,
degradable orleachable components; b.
hazardous substances and materials; c.
products and materials derived
fromhazardous waste treatment,
stabilisation ordisposal practices; d.
medical and veterinary wastes,
asbestos,and radioactive substances; e.
contaminated soil and other
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
contaminatedmaterials; and f. liquid
wastes."
Definitions S247.005 Enviro NZ Amend Insert a definition for composting in order to Insert new definition for 'Organic Composting'
Interpretati Services Ltd provide for the activity of composting of as follows:"Organic CompostingAny
on household food waste on a town-wide scale. P . . .
The definition is taken from the Natural combination of S(_)I'd or semi-solid
Resources Plan for the Wellington Region. It | vegetable and animal waste that has
also needs to be clarified whether organic fully decomposed and matured to a
{r?ggs‘;"aSte composting is defined as rural stable product. For the purposes of the
L Plan, compost does not contain human
sewage."
Definitions S247.006 Enviro NZ Oppose in | The definition for infrastructure under the Amend the definition for 'infrastructure' as
Interpretati Services Ltd part RMA excludes waste processing and disposal | follows:
on facilities, however the Natural and Built "Has the same meaning as in section 2 of the
Environment Act includes 'district or regional RMA, as set out below:
resource recovery or waste disposal facilities." | ....
The PDP should therefore include district and | i) anything described as a network
regional waste facilities as part of the utilityoperation in regulations made for
infrastructure definition to acknowledge that thepurposes of the definition of networkutility
theydar('je '?'?1 ess?lntilal Pal"t of the EGLViceS operator in section 166. m) district or
needed. This will also align it with the .
definition in Proposed Plan Change 1 to the r(?glonal res-o'u-rce :ecoveryor waste
Regional Policy Statement and operative disposal facilities.
Natural Resources Plan for the Wellington
Region.
Amending the definition will also ensure that
the appropriate objectives and policies come
into play in the Strategic Directions chapter,
particularly INF-O1. Without this amendment,
non the of objectives and policies will
operationally apply to any regional landfills,
district refuse transfer stations, or recycling
facilities.
Definitions S247.007 Enviro NZ Amend Amend so that (i) - (ix) are listed as (b) - (j) to | Amend definition for 'Noxious or offensive
Interpretati Services Ltd ensure these activities are not a subset of (a). | activity' as follows:
on There should be an exclusion for recycling "Means an industrial activity involving:

facilities where cardboard, glass, and Class 1,
2, and 5 plastics are collated and packaged.

a. blood or offal treating; bone boiling
orcrushing; dag crushing; fellmongering;fish
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These facilities deal with inert substances and
have little odour. If any odour did result, the
last clause would apply.

cleaning or curing; gut scraping andtreating;
andtallow melting; b. i—flax pulping; flock
manufacture orteasing of textile
materials for anypurpose; and wood
pulping; ¢ #- storage and disposal of
sewage,septic tank sludge, or
refuse(excluding municipal
recyclingprocessing facilities); dii-
slaughtering of animals; storage,drying
or preserving of bones, hides,hoofs or
skins; tanning; and woolscouring; eiv
any other processes involving
fuelburning equipment, which
individuallyor in combination with
otherequipment, have a fuelburning rate
ofup to 1000 kg/hr; fv. burning out of
the residual content ofmetal containers
used for thetransport or storage of
chemicals; gwi. the burning of
municipal,commercial or industrial
wastes, bythe use of incinerators for
disposal ofwaste; hvii: any industrial
wood pulp process inwhich wood or
other cellulosematerial is cooked with
chemicalsolutions to dissolve lining, and
theassociated processes of bleaching
andchemical and by-product recovery;
ivith. crematoriums; and jix. any industrial
activity which involvesthe discharge of
odour or dust beyondthe site boundary"
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Definitions S247.008 Enviro NZ Support Definition is supported, however it needs to Amend definition for 'Rural Industry' to clarify
Interpretati Services Ltd be clarified whether organic food waste whether organis food waste composting is
on composting is defined as rural industry. included.

Definitions S247.009 Enviro NZ Support Definition is supported. Retain definition for 'sensitive activities' as
Interpretati Services Ltd notified.
on

Definitions $247.010 Enviro NZ Supportin | Itis suggested that (i) - (ix) are listed as (b) - Amend the definition for 'significant
Interpretati Services Ltd part (j) to ensure thege act|V|t|e§ are npt a subset hazardous activity’, to change the list
on of (a). The inclusion of the industries as stated

is appropriate and allows for the incidental
temporary storage of hazardous substances
to be excluded.

numbering as follows:

"a. Manufacturing of hazardous
substances and associated storage
(including industries manufacturing
agrochemicals, fertilisers, acids/alkalis or
paints)b.+ Oil and gas exploration and
extraction facilitiesc. #-Purpose built
bulk storage facilities forthe storage of
hazardous substances(other than petrol,
diesel, or LPG); d. #i=The storage/use of
more than100,000 litres of petrol; e.-w
The storage/use of more than100,000
litres of diesel; f. ¥ The storage/use of
more than 6tonnes of LPG; g. wi-
Galvanising plants; h. wii- Electroplating
and metal treatmentfacilities; i. wii=
Tanneries; j. ix-Timber treatment; k.
Freezing works and rendering plants; I.
xi Wastewater treatment plants; m. xi-
Metal smelting and refining
(includingbattery refining or recycling);
n. xit-Milk treatment plants; o. xiv
Fibreglass manufacturing; p. xv. Polymer
foam manufacturing; and q. xvi. Landfills
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
For the avoidance of doubt, ..."
Definitions S247.011 Enviro NZ Support This definition is supported and its inclusion Retain the definition for 'waste management
Interpretati Services Ltd provides for landfills being a different waste facility' as notified.
on activity, given their different properties.
Strategic RE-O5 S247.012 Enviro NZ Supportin | The objective does not include rural industry Amend RE-O5 as follows:
Direction Services Ltd part or waste facilities which have buffer distance "Opportunities for rural lifestyle
requirements that can only be satisfied in a subdivisionand development are only
rural environment. These activities are provided inparts of the rural environment
particularly susceptible to encroachment from | where theydo not conflict with enabling
lifestyle development. primaryproduction or activities and
infrastructurethat need to be located in
the rural environment, and protecting
theproductive capacity of land."
Strategic UFD-04 S247.013 Enviro NZ Support in | The proposed addition of 'local infrastructure’ | Amend UFD-04 as follows:
Direction Services Ltd part would include district or regional resource "Urban growth and development is
recovery or waste disposal facilities which are | integratedwith the efficient provision, including
essential to urban growth and development, if | the timingand funding, of infrastructure
Botfdefined aDS infrastructure als under the (including localinfrastructure), schools,
efinitions. District or regional waste "
processing and disposal facilities should be and open spaces.
listed as infrastructure and therefore
considered as infrastructure under this
objective.
Strategic INF-O1 S247.014 Enviro NZ Support in | The additional wording will support Amend INF-O1 as follows:
Direction Services Ltd part infrastructure not defined as such in the "The benefits of infrastructure

definition but defined under the NPS-UD.
These other types of infrastructure which
includes waste infrastructure owned by
Councils) are critical to the fabric of a
successful district. Waste infrastructure in
particular, can be subject to reverse
sensitivity.

(includingresource recovery and waste
disposalfacilities) are recognised, while
ensuringits adverse effects are well
managed,and infrastructure is protected
fromincompatible land use, subdivision
anddevelopment, including
reversesensitivity effects."
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
HAZ - HAZ-P1 S247.015 Enviro NZ Support Support policy. Retain HAZ-P1 as notified.

Hazardous Services Ltd

Substance

s

HAZ - HAZ-P2 S247.016 Enviro NZ Support Support Policy. Retain HAZ-P2 as notified.

Hazardous Services Ltd

Substance

s

HAZ - HAZ-R1 S247.017 Enviro NZ Support The proposed rule is considered appropriate. Retain HAZ-R1 as notified.

Hazardous Services Ltd

Substance

s

HAZ - HAZ-R2 S247.018 Enviro NZ Support in | It would be beneficial for the distance for Amend HAZ-R2 as follows:

Hazardous Services Ltd part sensitive activities to be increased. 1. Activity status: Non-complying

Substance Where:

s a. The sensitive activity is located
within500m 258 of a significant
hazardousfacility

GRUZ - GRUZ-O1 S247.019 Enviro NZ Supportin | The proposed objective recognises those Amend GRUZ-O1 as follows:

General Services Ltd part activities that are not primary production that The General Rural Zone is used primarilyfor

Rural Zone have a need to be in the zone, however a primary production, activities thatsupport

functional need test is often too difficult for primary production, and otheractivities that
infrastructure providers (provided regional have an functional-need-eroperational
waste facilities are included in the definition) need to be located within theGeneral
and needs to be deleted to ensure that

essential infrastructure can be provided. Rural Zone.

GRUZ - GRUZ-02 S247.020 Enviro NZ Supportin | The proposed amendment is to acknowledge | Amend GRUZ-02 as follows:

General Services Ltd part that not all noise, etc, effects are derived from | The predominant character of the

Rural Zone primary production activities. Some of these GeneralRural Zone are maintained and

effects result from rural industry and other
activities which need to be allowed for.

enhanced,which include:

a. areas of...

c. a range of noises, smells, lightoverspill,
and traffic, often on a cyclicand seasonal
basis, generated from theproduction,
manufacture, processingand/or transportation

of raw materialspredominantly derived
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
from primaryproduction and ancillary
activities;
d...
GRUZ - GRUZ-0O4 S247.021 Enviro NZ Support in | This objective is supported with the proposed | Amend GRUZ-04 as follows:
General Services Ltd part amendment which ensures that essential Primary production activities areenabled, and
Rural Zone infrastructure can be provided. other activities that havean functional-need
or operational needto be located within
the General RuralZone are enabled
where they are notincompatible with
primary productionactivities.
GRUZ - GRUZ-05 S247.022 Enviro NZ Support in | The proposed additional text will strengthen Amend GRUZ-05 as follows:
General Services Ltd part the objective to avoid reverse sensitivity Sensitive activities are restricted
Rural Zone efft_acts on those rur_al land uses descr_lbed, throughdesigned and locationed to
which need protection from encroaching ] - .
subdivision and sensitive activities. These avoid ormitigate reverse sensitivity
land uses include regional infrastructure. effects andincompatibility with primary
production,other land uses activities and
keytransport corridors in the General
RuralZone.
GRUZ - GRUZ-P2 S247.023 Enviro NZ Neutral No reason stated. No decision requested.
General Services Ltd
Rural Zone
GRUZ - GRUZ-P3 S247.024 Enviro NZ Supportin | The elements of rural character detailed in the | Amend GRUZ-P3 as follows:
General Services Ltd part policy do not include waste infrastructure as Provide for subdivision, use, anddevelopment
Rural Zone types of activities which have an operational where it does notcompromise the purpose,

need to be in the rural environment. None of
the policies give clear direction on these
activities apart from the reverse sensitivity
policy. There is also concern that only
'managing' residential development will lead
to cumulative impacts on working rural land
uses.

character, andamenity of the General Rural
Zone, by: ...

d. managing the location, scale
andeffects of other activities which
havean operational need to be located
inthe General Rural Zone; ed. providing
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GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

GRUZ-P5

GRUZ-P6

S§247.025

$247.026

Enviro NZ
Services Ltd

Enviro NZ
Services Ltd

Support in
part

Support in
part

The proposed policy is also suitable for
cleanfill activities and should be expanded to
include this activity.

This policy leaves out the establishment of
new waste management facilities and landfills
apart from avoiding their establishment in
proximity to urban areas. An important control
for the managing effects of any fill or waste
management activity are separation
distances.

for varying forms, scale,and separation
of structuresassociated with primary
productionactivities; fe. controlling
managing-the density andlocation of
residential development; gf. ensuring
allotments can be selfserviced; hg.
retaining a clear delineation andcontrast
between the Wairarapa'srural areas and
urban areas; and ih. avoiding,
remedying, or mitigatingreverse
sensitivity effects.

Amend GRUZ-P5 as follows:

GRUZ-P5 Quarrying and cleanfillactivities
Manage quarrying activities and
cleanfillactivities within the General
Rural Zoneby:

a. enabling farm quarries; and

b. providing for other quarrying
activitiesand cleanfill activities where it
can bedemonstrated that: ...

Amend GRUZ-P6 as follows:
Avoid or mitigate the potential for
reversesensitivity effects by:

c. ensuring adequate separation
distancesbetween existing sensitive
activitiesand new intensive primary
productionactivities, quarrying activities,

landfills,cleanfills, waste management
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Section Provision | n Point
activitiesand rural industry; and ...

GRUZ - GRUZ-R18 | S247.027 Enviro NZ Support As the standard seeks to control the size of Retain GRUZ-R18 as notified.

General Services Ltd buildings, this rule is supported considering

Rural Zone that most waste facilities do not require
buildings larger than 2000m2.

GRUZ - GRUZ-S3 S247.028 Enviro NZ Supportin | The proposed amendment should apply to Amend GRUZ-S3(2)(d) as follows:

General Services Ltd part new dwellings in close proximity to existing .

Rural Zone landfills and waste management activity (such | d. 500m of an intensive primaryproduction
as food waste composting) to ensure that activity or landfill or wastemanagement
;evgr_se sensitivity effects on these regional activity under separateownership.
acilities do not occur.

GIZ - Glz-01 S247.029 Enviro NZ Support Support objective. Retain GIZ-O1 as notified.

General Services Ltd

Industrial

Zone

GIZ - Glz-02 S247.030 Enviro NZ Support The objective provides a good description of Retain GIZ-02 as notified.

General Services Ltd what is expected in the GIZ. Retain as

Industrial notified.

Zone

GIZ - Glz-03 S247.031 Enviro NZ Support in | Adding sensitive activities to the objective will | Amend GIZ-O3 as follows:

General Services Ltd part strengthen purpose of the zone. Sensitive The role and function of the General

Industrial activities have the most potential to cause IndustrialZone is not compromised by non-

Zone reverse sensitivity effects to industrial industrial orincompatible or sensitive
activities. activities.

GIZ - GIZ-P3 S247.032 Enviro NZ Support Requiring an operational need for goods and Retain GIZ-P3 as notified.

General Services Ltd services to be located in the Industrial zone

Industrial will discourage certain retail from establishing.

Zone Retain as notified.

GIZ - GIZ-P5 S247.033 Enviro NZ Support The parameters for the establishment of Amend GIZ-P5 as follows: Avoid Restrict

I(:‘:enera_l Services Ltd residential a.nd sensitive activities in this zone activities that could be sensitiveto the

ndustrial need to be tightened to ensure that these ) A T

Zone activities do not cause reverse sensitivity effects of industrial activities from

effects, which is the main premise for the
zone.

beinglocated within, or in close
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proximity to, theGeneral Industrial Zone
GIZ - GlZ-R6 S247.034 Enviro NZ Oppose Limiting the establishment of residential Amend GIZ-R6 as follows:
General Services Ltd accommodation with a discretionary activity 1. Activity status: Permitted Discretionary
Industrial status will ensure that suitably narrow .
; S R Where:
Zone exceptions for residential activity will occur. . . L .
The rule is currently too weak and will lead to | . The residential activity is ancillary to
cumulative residential activities establishing, anindustrial activity on the site;
negating the purpose of the zone for industrial b. There is no more than one residential
activities. o )
unitper site; and
c. The occupier of the residential unit
works onthe same site.
2. Activity status: Non-
complyingDiseretionary...
GIZ - GIZ-R7 S247.035 Enviro NZ Support The proposed gross floor area threshold is Retain as notified, specifically GIZ-R7(a).
General Services Ltd considered suitable to avoid reverse
Industrial sensitivity effects.
Zone
GRZ - New S247.036 Enviro NZ Amend Given the proposed density of 1 unit per Insert new provision as follows:GRZ-SX
Gen_eral _ provision Services Ltd 200m2 in the Medium Density Residential Waste Management1. Where individual
Residential | request Precinct, the space allocated for waste . .
Zone management is often not thought about or not bins are used, aminimum storage space

designed for given the tight building
envelopes required for this density. Bin
storage that is not designed for can generate
adverse effects on amenity and the health
and safety of residents, road corridor users
and collection staff.

Proposed standard allows for bin storage of a
sufficient size, and in a location that will be
screened from the road or access to the site.
The standard requires bins to be accessible
do that when moving from their storage
location to the kerbside, the access is without
steep gradients or stairs and is wide enough
for bin access. The standard will ensure that

for bins of 1.4m2per dwelling is
provided. The bins must bevisually
screened, be accessible forresidents to
get to the kerb without stairsor steep
gradients. 2. Where kerbside collection
is employed, akerbside space of 1m per
dwelling isavailable without impeding
the footpath.Activity Status where
compliance notachieved: Restricted
Discretionary. Matters of discretion are
restricted to:?
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bins do not obstruct driveways or be located
on the footpath.
Definitions S247.037 Enviro NZ Support Insert a new definition to recognise that Insert a new definition: LandfillMeans an

Interpretati Services Ltd cleanfills and landfills a.n.a.lmportant uses in area used for, or previously used for,
on the rural area. The definition has the same X i

meaning as that in the National P|anning the dlsposa| Of Solld waste. It eXC|udeS
Standards. The definition will also allow for cleanfill areas.

these activities to be defined differently from

industrial activities.

MPZ - S76.001 Erina Te Whaiti Support in | Rezoning to MPZ has taken place without Amend to allow flexibility or establish a
Maori part knowledge/approval of all landowners as only | process to allow owners of whenua Maori to
Purpose ratepayers have been contacted. opt-out or opt-in to the MPZ.

Zone

Tangata Statutory S76.002 Erina Te Whaiti Oppose in | There are multiple owners of the land but Iwi Amend to ensure that Statutory Boards do not
Whenua Relationshi part do not govern those properties. speak on behalf of individual owners of

ps whenua Maori land.

MPZ - S76.003 Erina Te Whaiti Amend Unclear what the process/who is responsible Amend so there is clarity and a process for
Maori for determining whakapapa connection. determining whakapapa connections for land
Purpose owned by Wairarapa Maori being rezoned
Zone MPZ.

Planning Zones S$139.001 ET Quests Limited | Oppose Opposed to the proposed zoning of 248 High | Amend the proposed zoning of the site
Maps Street as General Residential Zone (GRZ) located at 248 High Street (Lot 41 DP320512)

and wants this changed to Mixed Use Zone from GRZ - General Residential Zone to MUZ
(MUZ), which will enable either extension of - Mixed Use Zone.
the existing visitor accommodation on the site,

or the ability to establish new commercial

activities. Under the Operative Plan, these

activities are Permitted, but would default to a

Discretionary activity under the proposed

GRZ. The MUZ is more suited to the site as

visitor accommodation (existing) would be a

permitted activity and is specifically provided

for under Policy MUZ-P1. In addition, the

submitter considers the MUZ would better

align with the existing and well-established

zoning under the Operative Plan and provides

for reasonable potential future uses.

Whole S214.001 Federated Supportin | The submitter seeks that the Combined Retain the proposed direction for rural
Plan Farmers of New part District Plan contains a resource management | industry,farming, and rural environments in

Zealand

policy framework that enables primary

the proposed districtplan subject to the
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
production activities in rural areas to occur as | amendments sought in this submission.
existing uses, and with few barriers where itis | Amend to comprehensively address the issue
sought to establish new primary production ofpublic access to the Coast and the related
activities. The Councils appear to have health and safetyissues that result from this
focused on the essential matters for its district | access particularly whereaccess is across or
which includes rural industry and the rural adjacent to private property.
environment. The submitter is generally Amend as required as a result of therelief
supportive of the direction that has been set sought.
in respect of rural industry, farming, and the
rural environment. Some amendments are
sought in our submission and are intended to
provide clarity to some provisions and
strengthen others.
Definitions S214.002 Federated Support in | The submitter support, where possible and Retain definitions for 'conservation activities',
Interpretati Farmers of New part applicable, the use of RMA, National Planning | 'farm quarry', 'rural airstrip', 'hazard sensitive
on Zealand Standards and National Policy Statement activities', 'seasonal worker accommodation’,
definitions. and 'significant hazardous facility'.
The submitter supports the proposed
definitions for the following terms:
- Conservation activities;
- Farm Quarry;
- Rural airstrip;
- Hazard sensitive activities;
- Productive capacity;
- Seasonal worker accommodation; and
- Significant hazardous facility.
Definitions S214.003 Federated Support The submitter seeks the inclusion of a Insert new definition for 'anciallry rural
Interpretati Farmers of New definition for 'Ancillary rural earthworks' in the | earthworks' as follows:ANCILLARY RURAL
on Zealand Combined District Plan.

Activities ancillary to primary production,
which support primary production, should not
have to apply for resource consent. The
definition should encompass the activities
listed below along with any related definitions
that are required:

- The tilling or cultivation of soil for the
establishment and maintenance of crops and
pasture;

- Harvesting of crops;

- The planting and removal of trees (e.g. Pest

EARTHWORKS means:- any earthworks
or disturbance of soil associated
withcultivation, land preparation
(including theestablishment of
sediment and erosion
controlmeasures), for planting and
growing operations ofcrops and
pasture;- the harvesting of agricultural
and horticultural crops(farming) and
forests (forestry); and planting
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Species, willows), and riparian planting; trees,removing trees and horticultural
O Pt rtwasie; | TOOLTPINg - the maintenance and
- Digging post holes and drilling bores; construction of facilities
- Installing and maintaining services such as typicallyassociated with farming and
water pipes anduiggnd o forestry activities. Thisincludes (but is
- Farm quarries where excavated material is .
not removed from the farm site. not limited to): farm/forestry
tracks,roads, vehicle maneuvering areas
and landings, stockmarshalling yards,
stock races, silage pits, offal pits,farm
effluent ponds, feeding pads, digging
post holes,fencing and sediment control
measures, drilling bores,the installation
and maintenance of services such
aswater pipes and troughs, off-stream
farm waterstorage dams, hard stand
areas for stock, fertiliserstorage pads,
airstrips and helipads; and- Farm
quarries where quarry winnings are
only usedwithin the farm quarry; and
Definitions S214.004 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports in part the proposed Amend 'agricultural aviation' definition as
Interpretati Farmers of New part definition for 'Agricultural aviation'. Aviation is | follows:
on Zealand used in primary production for a variety of Means intermittent operation of an aircraft

reasons including stock management, crop
monitoring, aerial spraying etc. Aviation is
also used for ancillary activities to primary
production such as transporting fencing
equipment to remote places on the farm etc.
The submitter would like to see provision for
ancillary activities to primary production in the
definition for 'Agricultural aviation'.

‘ | airstrinor hall andi

area for:

e primary production, bieseeurity;-or
eonservationactivities including stock
management, lifting offencing
materials, pest control, the application
offertiliser, agrichemicals, vertebrate
toxic agents,frost management and
associated refuelling. andother activities
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

Interpretati
on

Interpretati
on

Definitions

Definitions

S214.005 Federated
Farmers of New

Zealand

Support in
part

S214.006 Federated
Farmers of New

Zealand

Support in
part

The submitter supports defining
'Environmental Compensation'. However, the
current definition seems to be grammatically
incorrect and should read "unavoided,
unremedied and unmitigated...".

The submitter supports in part the definition
for 'Less Hazard Sensitive Activities'. They
seek that the definition includes buildings
associated with primary production activities
to reflect the low level of risk these activities
pose to people and property.

ancillary to primary production;ande
Biosecurity activities; and ¢
Conservation activities.

Amend the definition for 'environmental
compensation' as follows:

Means any action (works, services,
protection, restoration,enhancement, or
restrictive covenants) as compensationfor

unavoided, unremedied, and unmitigated
adverseeffects of the activity for which
consent is being sought,including actions
that provide measurable
biodiversityoutcomes that address
residual adverse biodiversity
effectsarising from project development
and which do not meetthe thresholds of
a biodiversity offset.

Amend the definition of 'less hazard sensitive
activities' as follows:

Means activities that are less sensitive to
natural hazards whichare:

a. Accessory buildings used for non-habitable
purposes:

b. Park management activity; and

c. Buildings and structures associated
with temporaryactivities; d. Non-
habitable buildings and structures
associated withprimary production
activities; and e. Rural industry
activities.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Definitions S214.007 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports in part the inclusion of | Retain definition of 'National grid subdivision
Interpretati Farmers of New part 'National Grid Subdivision Corridor' as a corridor' as notified.
on Zealand means of safety and reverse sensitivity
effects. They urge Council to be cautious and
not to extent these corridors any further than
what is minimally necessary, especially on
private property.
Definitions S214.008 Federated Oppose in | The submitter opposes defining 'Potentially Amend the definition of 'potentially hazard
Interpretati Farmers of New part hazard sensitive activities' to include buildings | sensitive activities' as follows:
on Zealand associated with primary production activities Means activities that are potentially sensitive
and rural industry activities. Where respective | to natural hazards,which are: a—Buildings
activities are non-habitable, these do not pose iated-wit! . luction:
a 'potential’ level of risk to people and ) o !
communities. These activities should be a. Commercial activities
included in the definition of 'Less hazard b. Industrial activities e-Ruratindustry
sensitive activities' and should be allowed to activities
located and exist within natural hazard areas.
Definitions S214.009 Federated Support There is no definition of 'reverse sensitivity' in | Insert new definition for 'reverse sensitivity' as
Interpretati Farmers of New the PDP. Reverse sensitivity is an important follows:Reverse sensitivity Means the
on Zealand resource m_anggement issue for people who potential for the operation of an
operate activities vulnerable to legal . . .
complaints from sensitive activities located in | eXisting lawfullyestablished activity to
rural areas. The submitter seeks a definition be compromised, constrained, or
of TENGEp sensitivity to assist with curtailedby the establishment or
interpretation of objectives, policies, and rules . . .
in the PDP. alteration of another activity which
maybe sensitive to the actual, potential,
or perceived environmentaleffects
generated by an existing activity.
Definitions S214.010 Federated Oppose The 'special amenity landscape' definition Delete the 'special amenity landscape’
Interpretati Farmers of New serves no practical purpose, and together defintiion.
on Zealand with Schedule 8 of the PDP, should be

deleted.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
Definitions S214.011 Federated Oppose The submitter opposes the 'surface Delete the definition for 'surface waterbody'.
Interpretati Farmers of New waterbody' definition. The term 'waterbody' is
on Zealand already defined in the PDP making this
definition an unnecessary duplication.
Strategic CCR-0O1 S214.012 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports in part strategic Amend as follows:
Direction Farmers of New part direction CCR-O1. In a changing regulatory The Wairarapa develops and functions in a
Zealand environment with national targets to achieve a | way that assists thecommunity in the
low carbon future it is important that those transition to a low-carbon future.
persons exercising functions and powers
under the RMA assist the community to
transition to a low carbon future. Many
activities in rural areas are significantly
impacted by climate change regulations which
can have consequences on the local,
regional, and national economy.
Strategic RE-O1 S214.013 Federated Support The submitter supports RE-O1 which Retain RE-O1 as notified.
Direction Farmers of New recognises the important contribution that the
Zealand rural environment has to the region's
economic and social wellbeing.
Strategic New $214.014 Federated Support The submitter acknowledges that everyone Insert new objective as follows:RE-
Direction provision Farmers of New must adapt to ensure sustalnable_ OXPrimary production activities are
request Zealand management of natural and physical .
resources in accordance with the purpose of | Supported to adapt to changerequired
the RMA. The submitter seeks the inclusion of | by regulatory and consumer demands.
an additional Strategic Direction Objective to
recognise the importance of providing for and
supporting land practice change to address
Strategic UFD-02 S214.015 Federated Support The submitter supports UFD-O2 which sets Retain UFD-02 as notified.
Direction Farmers of New the direction for urban growth in the
Zealand Wairarapa's urban areas. Efficient and
effective planning for urban growth is
important to ensure minimal loss of versatile
soils.
Strategic UFD-03 S214.016 Federated Support in | Sufficient development capacity for Amend UFD-O3 as follows:
Direction Farmers of New part recreational needs is beyond scope of the There is sufficient development capacity to
Zealand territorial authorities function under section meet the Wairarapa'shousing, commercial,

31(1)(a) of the RMA which is to ensure that
there is sufficient development capacity to
meet the expected demands of the district in
respect of housing and business land. The
submitter acknowledges that the NPS-UD
definition of 'community services' includes

industrial, educational ard
recreationalneeds within the Masterton
urban area.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
community facilities, educational facilities and
those commercial activities that serve the
needs of the community. However, Policy 5 of
the NPS-UD only requires the district plan to
enable 'community services' in Tier 3 urban
environments, which only applies to
Masterton. South Wairarapa District Council
and Carterton District Council have already
determined they are not Tier 3 urban
environments, as they have not deleted the
requirements for on-site parking in their
district jurisdictions in accordance with Clause
3.38 of the NPS-UD.
ENG - ENG-P2 S214.017 Federated Support in | The submitter supports ENG-P2 in part. It is Amend ENG-P2 as follows:
Energy Farmers of New part possible that this policy enables small-scale Enable small-scale renewable electricity
Zealand renewable electricity generation to occur on generation where it is ofa form and scale that
highly productive land. Where this occurs, the supports the productive capacity of
policy should ensure that the productive . . . .
capacity of highly productive land is not h|ghly|':>roduct|\./g land z.and. avoids;
impacted. The policy needs to give effect to remedies-orritigatesits-adverseeffects
clause 3.9 of the NPS-HPL. This requires a inelading:-a. minimises or mitigates any
policy which ensures that small-scale use and actual loss or potentialcumulative loss
development of highly productive land has no L
impact on the productive capacity of the land of the availability and
and must: productivecapacity of highly productive
- Minimise or mitigate any actual loss or land in the WairarapabDistrict; and b.
potential cumulative loss of the availability . . .
and productive capacity of highly productive avoid, or otherwise mitigate any actual
land in the Wairarapa district; and or potentialreverse sensitivity effects
- Avoid if possible, or otherwise mitigate, any on land based primaryproduction
actual or potential reverse sensitivity effects activities: and c. avoid. remedies. or
on land-based primary production activities . ! ’ ! !
from the use or development. mitigates other adverse effects.
ENG - ENG-P3 S214.018 Federated Oppose in | The submitter is concerned the current Amend ENG-P3 as follows:Ercourage
Energy Farmers of New part wording 'Encourage community-scale . : .
Zealand renewable electricity generation’ goes too far Support consideration of community-

in compelling these renewable electricity
generation activities. Using the word
‘encourage’ suggests the PDP will actively
promote and incentivise community-scale

scale renewable electricity generation.

(c) the-ability-te protecting the
productive capacity of highly productive
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ENG -
Energy

ENG -
Energy

ENG -
Energy

ENG-P4

ENG-P5

ENG-R1

$214.019

S$214.020

$214.021

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support in
part

Support

Support

renewable electricity generation activities.
However, this could place an excessive
burden on local governments and utilities to
realise such proposals. Recommend
changing the policy language to 'Support
consideration of community-scale renewable
electricity generation.' This revised wording
would provide for these community-scale
renewable electricity generation activities
without obligating local authorities to advocate
and marshal their establishment. It provides
flexibility for communities to develop
renewables at their own pace rather than
mandating overt encouragement from
governing bodies.

Reservations regarding the phrasing of ENG-
P3(c). The existing language, specifically "the
ability to protect the productive capacity of
highly productive land" is ambiguous and has
the potential to be contradictory to the
Objective and policies outlined in the National
Policy Statement for Highly Productive Land
(NPS-HPL). Suggest rephrasing the clause to
align with the NPS-HPL more clearly.

The submitter seeks the amendment of ENG-
P4(j) so that the phrasing more accurately
aligns with the NPS-HPL. Seeks a definition
of 'Reverse Sensitivity' to assist with the
interpretation of objectives, policies, and rules
in the PDP.

The submitter supports ENG-P5 as it
recognises the need to manage new
development and land use activities near
existing renewable electricity generation
activities to minimise reverse sensitivity
effects.

The submitter supports the rules outlined in
the ENG-Energy chapter of the PDP. They
specifically endorse the heightened activity

land;

Amend ENG-P4(j) as follows:
j. Potential effects on the productive capacity

of land, includingthe-ability-te protecting

the productive capacity of
highlyproductive land.

Retain ENG-P5 as notified.

Retain ENG-R1 as notified.
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NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-O2 $214.022

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-O3 $214.023

NU -
Network
Utilities

NU-O4 $214.024

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support

Oppose

Oppose

status for the General Rural Zone. This is
consistent with the overarching Objective of
the NPS-HPL, while concurrently
acknowledging the benefits to be derived from
the use and development of renewable
energy under section 7(j) of the RMA and the
NPS-REG.

The submitter supports NU-O2 as currently
proposed. This objective recognises that
network utilities can have adverse effects on
the environment. The objective achieves an
appropriate balance between addressing
impacts on the environment and recognising
the functional and operational needs of
network utilities.

Existing network utilities (within Network Utility
Corridors) and Designated Network Utility
Land should be protected only within Network
Utility Corridors. Extending protection of
network utilities beyond the Network Utility
Corridor is unnecessary and provides no
certainty for private landowners as to what
they are entitled to do on their own land. If
network utility operators wish to negotiate
additional 'protection’ outside the Network
Utility Corridors and Designated Network
Utility land, then they are free to negotiate this
with private landowners. The PDP should not
be used as a mechanism to circumvent
negotiation and agreement with private
landowners.

The National Grid should be protected only
within the National Grid Corridor. Extending
protection of network utilities beyond these
areas is unnecessary and provides no
certainty for private landowners as to what
they are entitled to do on their own land. If
network utility operators wish to negotiate
additional 'protection’ outside National Grid
Corridors, then they are free to negotiate
access arrangements with private
landowners.

Retain NU-O2 as notified.

Amend NU-O3 as follows:

The safe function and operation of network
utilities is protectedfrom the adverse effects,
including reverse sensitivity effects
ofincompatible subdivision use and

development within existingnetwork
utility corridors or within designated
network utilityland.

Amend NU-O4 as follows:

Subdivision, use and development within
the national gridcorridor is managed to
avoid reverse sensitivity effects on
theNational Grid and ensure that the
operation, maintenance,repair,
upgrading and development of the
National Grid is notcompromised.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
The PDP should not be used as a mechanism
to circumvent negotiation and agreement with
private landowners.
NU - NU-P6 S214.025 Federated Support As stated in previous submission points by Amend NU-P6 as follows:
Network Farmers of New this submitter, protection for the National Grid | Manage subdivision, use and development
Utilities Zealand should not extend beyond the National Grid Aear within theNational Grid Corridor to:
Corridor. a. avoid the establishment or expansion
of sensitiveactivities;
b. Ensure that the safe and efficient
operation,maintenance, repair,
upgrading, removal, anddevelopment of
the National Grid is not
compromised;and
c. Ensure that reverse sensitivity effects
on the NationalGrid are avoided.
NU - NU-R1 S214.026 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports the intent of the rules | Amend the Permitted activity status for rules
Network Farmers of New part for network utilities but queries why there is which allow network activities to occur which
Utilities Zealand no consideration required of the potential will adversely impact on existing rural

adverse effects that network utilities, their
establishment, operation and upgrading can
have on existing lawfully established activities
in the rural environment. The Councils appear
to have focused primarily on reverse
sensitivity impacts related to network utilities,
potentially to the detriment of other duly
established activities.

The Councils, by classifying many network
utility activities as permitted activities, have
not considered reverse sensitivity impacts on
existing rural activities. This places an
additional burden on landowners in the rural
environment to work out how they can
continue their operations around the
restrictions network utilities bring with them.

activities and operations.
Insert new matter of discretion for Restricted
Discretionary and Discretionary activities as

follows:The potential adverse effects on
the operation of existingfarming and
rural activities located in the general
rural and rurallifestyle zones.
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
_Section Provision | n Point
TR - TR-02 S214.027 Federated Support TR-0O2 is supported by the submitter as it Retain TR-O2 as notified.
Transport Farmers of New recognises and provides for adverse effects
Zealand from transport to be avoided, remedied, or
mitigated.
TR - TR-P6 S214.028 Federated Support in | The submitter supports TR-P6 as it provides Amend TR-P6 as follows:
Transport Farmers of New part for the management of adverse effects from Provide for the development and safe
Zealand transport on adjacent activities. However, the | operation of the transportnetwork, including
submitter proposes that the wording should the state highway network and rail
encompass the effects management network,while maanaging avoiding,
hierarchy similar to TR-O2. remedying, or mitigating the
adverseeffects of the development and
use of roads, including statehighways, on
adjacent activities
CL- S214.029 Federated Support The submitter supports the planning approach | Retain Contaminated Land chapter as
Contamina Farmers of New adopted in response to contaminated land. notified.
ted Land Zealand
HAZ - S214.030 Federated Support The submitter supports the planning approach | Retain Hazardous Substances chapter as
Hazardous Farmers of New adopted in response to Hazardous notified.
Substance Zealand Substances.
s
NH - NH-02 S214.031 Federated Support The submitter does not understand how using | Delete NH-O2.
Natural Farmers of New natural features will reduce the susceptibility
Hazards Zealand of people, communities, property, and
infrastructure to damage from natural
hazards. Using natural features is not a risk-
based approach to managing the effects of
natural hazards on people and communities.
NH - NH-P1 S214.032 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports identifying and Amend NH-P1 as follows:
Natural Farmers of New part mapping areas affected by natural hazards Identify and map areas affected by natural
Hazards Zealand provided a risk-based approach is used to

identify these areas. They also encourage the
Councils to engage with the relevant
impacted landowners who are located within
those areas.

The submitter supports the management of
subdivision use and development in these
areas based on the sensitivity of the activities

hazards using arisk-based approach and
take-arisked-based-approachte
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Section Provision | n Point
to the impacts of natural hazards posed to by-considering-the likelihood
people's lives, wellbeing, and property. andconseguences-of differing ratural
The submitter believes that NH-P1 would be | hazare-events
better split into two separate policies.

NH - New S$214.033 Federated Support The submitter supports identifying and Insert new policy as follows:NH-PX -
Natural provision Farmers of New mapping areas affected by naturgl hazards Subdivision Use andDevelopment of
Hazards request Zealand provided a risk-based approach is used to .

identify these areas. They also encourage the Natural Hazard areasTake a risked
Councils to engage with the relevant based approach to the management
impacted landowners who are located within ofsubdivision, use, and development
those areas. ’ RN
based on: 1. the sensitivity of the

The submitter supports the management of activities to the impacts ofnatural
areas based on the sensitivity of the activities le's li d lIbei d
to the impacts of natural hazards posed to people’s lives an . WE_ elnga.n -
people's lives, wellbeing, and property. property by considering the likelihood

. . andconsequences of differing natural
The subrr)ltjter believes that NH-Pj would be hazard events.
better split into two separate policies.

NH - NH-P2 S214.034 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports in part NH-P2. They Retain NH-P2 where teh definition of
Natural Farmers of New part agree that hazard sensitive activities should 'potentially sensitive activities' is amended to
Hazards Zealand not be located in high hazard areas and that exclude buildings associated with primary

hazard sensitive activities should be allowed
in moderate hazard areas provided the
requirements in NH-P3 are met.

The submitter opposes defining potentially
hazard sensitive activities to include buildings
associated with primary production activities
and rural industry activities. The respective
activities are non-habitable and do not pose a
'potential’ level of risk to people and
communities. As such, they should be
permitted to locate within all natural hazard
areas.

production and rural industry activities.
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NH - NH-P5 S214.035 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports this policy subject to Retain NH-P5 where the definition of
Natural Farmers of New part the amended definition of 'potentially hazard 'potentially sensitive activities' is amended to
Hazards Zealand sensitive activities'. exclude buildings associated with primary
production and rural industry activities.

NH - NH-P10 S214.036 Federated Support in | The submitter seeks to ensure that mitigation | Amend NH-P10 as follows:
Natural Farmers of New part works involving private land within natural Enable natural hazard mitigation or stream
Hazards Zealand hazard areas undertaken by a statutory and rivermanagement works undertaken by a

agency, or their nominated contractors or statutory agency ortheir nominated

agents, are undertaken in a manner that is contractors or agents within hazard

compliant with section 181 of the Local areaswhere these will significantly decrease

Government Act 2002. Seeks to clarify that the existing risk to people's safety and

this policy will not limit the landowners' rights wellbeing, property, and infrastructurein

to carry out natural hazard mitigationor | 5004 rdance with powers in relation to

stream and river management works on their

land. construction ofworks on private land

under the Local Government Act 2002.

NH - NH-R1 S214.037 Federated Support in | The submitter supports the purpose of this Amend NH-R1 so that flood mitigation, or
Natural Farmers of New part rule, but objects to the requirement that flood stream and river management works, prior to
Hazards Zealand mitigation, or stream and river management extreme weather events is a permitted activity

works, are only permitted when done by or on | for landowners.

behalf of a statutory agency or their

nominated agent. There are often extenuating

circumstances (e.g. extreme weather events)

that see members of the community (e.g.

farmers) having to undertake flood mitigation

(e.g. drainage works) without permission from

Council.
NH - NH-R3 S214.038 Federated Supportin | One of the consequences of including Retain NH-R3 provided the buildings
Natural Farmers of New part buildings associated with primary production associated with primary production and rural
Hazards Zealand and rural industry activities in the definition of | industry activities are deleted from the

'potentially hazard sensitive activities' is that
farmers would have to comply with finished
floor level requirements as stated in NH-R3.
This is unreasonable for farmers and an
onerous mitigation measure that is not relative
to the risk to people's lives or wellbeing
because of the non-habitable nature of these
buildings.

definition of 'potentially hazard sensitive
activities'.
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HH - S214.039 Federated Support The submitter supports the objectives, Retain the Historic Heritage chapter as
Historic Farmers of New policies, and rules in the Historic Heritage notified.
Heritage Zealand chapter.
TREE - S214.040 Federated Support The submitter supports the objectives, Retain the Notable Trees chapter as notified.
Notable Farmers of New policies, and rules in the Notable Trees
Trees Zealand chapter.
SASM - SASM-0O1 S214.041 Federated Support in | Recognition of sites and areas of significance | Amend as follows:
Sites and Farmers of New part to Maori may result in broad capture of private | Sites and areas of significance to Maori are
Areas of Zealand land with new SASM layers. Concerns recognised identifiedin order to enable
Sngmflf:ar}c regardmg the brogd remit qf recognition the Council and M3ori to make
e to Maori provides no certainty for private landowners X
as to what they are entitied to do on theirown | arrangementswith landowners for such
land in this situation. If the Councils wish to sites and areas to be protected
negotiate protections for the newly recorded fntai .
SASMs on private land, then they are free to andmaintained;
negotiate with the landowner(s). Identification
of SASMs would be a more appropriate
objective. Then the process of negotiation
over management of these sites could occur.
SASM - SASM-02 S214.042 Federated Support in | Exercise of kaitiakitanga by tangata whenua Amend as follows:
Sites and Farmers of New part in relation to sites and areas of significance to | Tangata whenua can exercise kaitiakitanga in
Areas of Zealand Maori provides no certainty for private relation to sitesand areas of significance to
Significanc landowners as to what they are entitled to do | them in the Wairarapa, except forany such
e to Maori on thigg@wn land. If the Councils wish to sites and areas that are identified on
negotiate exercise of kaitiakitanga in relation .
to sites and areas of significance to Maori that | Private land,unless the landowners
might occur on private land, then they are free | have agreed that tangata whenua
to negotiate with the landowner(s) to do so. : i
The PDP should not be used as a mechanism | c2nexercise kaitiakitanga on such land...
to circumvent negotiation and agreement with
private landowners.
SASM - SASM-03 S214.043 Federated Supportin | Protection of sites and areas of significance to | Amend as follows:
Sites and Farmers of New part Maori should not occur on private land without | a. Sites and areas of significance to M&ori are
Areas of Zealand agreement of landowners. If the Councils wish | protected frominappropriate subdivision, use
Significanc to negotiate exercise of Kaitiakitanga on and development, except for anysuch sites
e to Maori private land, then they are free to negotiate

with the landowner(s).

and areas that are identified on private
land, unlessthe landowners have
agreed to protect such sites
frominappropriate subdivision use and
development.
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SASM - SASM-P2 S214.044 Federated Supportin | Protection of sites and areas of significance to | Amend as follows:Where agreement has

Sites and Farmers of New part Maori should not occur on private land ywthqut been reached with landowners,

Areas of Zealand agreement of landowners. If the Councils wish o

Significanc to negotiate exercise of Kaitiakitanga on pProtectand maintain sites and areas of

e to Maori private land, then they are free to negotiate significance to Maori by:

with the landowner(s). a. Ensuring sites and areas of significance

to Maori are notmodified, destroyed,
removed and/or visuallyencroached
upon by inappropriate activities;
b. Requiring activities on, or in proximity
to sites and areasof significance to Maori
to maintain the site or area'scultural,
spiritual, and historical values, interests,
orassociations of importance to tangata
whenua; and
c. Enabling maintenance and restoration
of sites andareas of significance to Maori
where the culturalspiritual and historical
values, interests, associations
ofimportance to tangata whenua of the
sites or area areprotected;

SASM - SASM-P3 S214.045 Federated Support Restrictions on earthworks within sites and Amend as follows:

Sites and Farmers of New areas of significance to Maori should not Allow for:

Areas of Zealand occur on private land without agreement of a. Small-scale earthworks for burials within

Significanc landowners. If the Councils wish to negotiate existingurupa; and

e to Maori exercise of Kaitiakitanga on private land, then | b. Other earthworks on, or in proximity to sites

they are free to negotiate with the
landowner(s).

and areasof significance to Maori only where
it can bedemonstrated that the identified
values will beprotected, having regard to:

i. The extent of the earthworks

ii. The manner in which the earthworks are
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SASM -
Sites and
Areas of
Significanc
e to Maori

SASM-P4

$214.046

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support in
part

Restrictions of activities within sites and areas
of significance to Maori should not occur on
private land without agreement of
landowners. If the Councils wish to negotiate
exercise of Kaitiakitanga on private land, then
they are free to negotiate with the
landowner(s).

undertaken;

iii. The monitoring of earthworks; andiv. The
cultural, spiritual, and historical values,
interests,associations of importance to

tangata whenua of thesite or area. This shall
not apply to identified sites and areas
of significance toMaori that are on
private land unless agreement has
beenreached with landowners to
restrict earthworks within such sitesand
areas.

Amend as follows:

Allow the following activities to occur on, or in
proximity to sitesand areas of significance to
Maori, while ensuring their design,scale and
intensity will not compromise cultural,
spiritual, andhistorical values, interests, or
associations of importance totangata whenua:
a. Land disturbance;

b. Demolition or removal of existing buildings
andstructures where the structure is not or
does not formpart of the site or area;

c. Alterations to existing buildings and
structures;

d. Operation, maintenance, and repair or
upgrading ofexisting network utility structures;
and

e. Erection of signs.

This shall not apply to identified sites

and areas of significance toMaori that
are on private land unless agreement

has beenreached with landowners to

restrict activities within such sitesand
areas.
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SASM - SASM-P5 S214.047 Federated Supportin | Restrictions of subdivision, use, and Amend as follows:

Sites and Farmers of New part development within sites and areas of Only allow any other use and development
Areas of Zealand significance to Maori should not occur on on, or in proximity tosites and areas of
Significanc private land without agreement of significance to Maori where it can

e to Maori landowners. If the Councils wish to negotiate bedemonstrated that the cultural, spiritual,

exercise of Kaitiakitanga on private land, then
they are free to negotiate with the
landowner(s).

and historical values,interests, or associations
of importance to tangata whenua ofthe site or
area are protected and maintained having
regard to:

a. Whether there are any alternative methods,
locations,or designs that would avoid or
reduce the impact on thevalues, interests, or
associations of importance totangata whenua
associated with the site or area ofsignificance;
b. Outcomes articulated by tangata whenua
through anassessment of environmental
effects, cultural impactassessment, or iwi
planning documents;

c. The protection and maintenance or
potentialenhancement of the values, interests,
or associations ofimportance to tangata
whenua of the site or area ofsignificance and
the relationship of tangata whenuawith their
taonga, commensurate with the scale
andnature of the proposal.

d. How values of significance to tangata
whenua,including tikanga, kaitiakitanga, and
43 ataurangaMaori may be incorporated and
e. For subdivision, ensure sufficient land is
providedaround the site or area of
significance to Maori toprotect values,
interests, or associations of importanceto
tangata whenua and the remainder of the site
is asize which continues to provide it with a
suitable settingto the values, interests, or
associations of importanceto tangata whenua

of the site or area. This shall not apply to
identified sites and areas of significance
toMaori that are on private land unless
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Section Provision | n Point
agreement has beenreached with
landowners to implement these
restrictions withinsuch sites and areas.
SASM - SASM-P6 S214.048 Federated Support in | Restrictions of subdivision, use, and Amend as follows:
Sites and Farmers of New part development within sites and areas of Ensure the adverse effects of activities on
Areas of Zealand significance to Maori should not occur on sites and areas ofsignificance to Maori are
Significanc private land without agreement of managed by:
e to Maori landowners. If the Councils wish to negotiate a. Avoiding activities within sites and areas of
exercise of Kaitiakitanga on private land, then | significanceto Maori unless there is a
they are free to negotiate with the functional need to do so andno practicable
landowner(s). alternative location;
b. Avoiding significant and adverse effects on
the site orarea's cultural spiritual and
historical values; and
c. For other adverse effects:
i. Where adverse effects cannot be avoided,
they areminimised.
ii. Where adverse effects cannot be
minimised, they areremedied; and
iii. Where more than minor residual adverse
effects cannotbe avoided, minimised, or
remedied, the activity itself isavoided.This
shall not apply to identified sites and
areas of significance toMaori that are
on private land unless agreement has
beenreached with landowners to
implement such consideration
andmanagement of effects of activities
within such sites and areas.
SASM - SASM-P7 S214.049 Federated Support Special restrictions on subdivision, use, and Amend as follows:Where agreement has
Sites and Farmers of New devglo_pment act|V|t|_es wlthln sites and areas been reached with landowners
Areas of Zealand of significance to Maori should not occur on R L.
Significanc private land without agreement from toimplement restrictions on
e to Maori landowners. Where the Council have subdivision, use and
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negotiated such restrictions within sites on
private land (which has historically been
alienated and acquired by the crown and on-
sold to private owners) then they should
support the landowners.

developmentactivities within sites and
areas of significance to Maori that
areon private land, the Council shall
support landowners to
manage,maintain, preserve, and protect
sites and areas of significance toMaori,
including by:

a. increasing awareness, understanding,
and appreciationwithin the local
community of the presence and
importance ofsites and areas of
significance to Maori;

b. encouraging landowners to engage
with local tangatawhenua and/or
manage and develop positive
workingrelationships in respect of the
ongoing management and/orprotection
of sites and areas of significance to
Maori.

c. promoting the use of matauranga
Maori, tikanga andkaitiakitanga to
manage, maintain, preserve, and protect
sitesand areas of significance to Maori
through engagement andcollaboration
with tangata whenua;

d. providing assistance to landowners to
preserve, maintain, andenhance sites
and areas of significance to Maori;
and/ore. for sites in schedule 4, seeking
to establish an extent
throughengagement and collaboration
with tangata whenua.
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SASM - SASM-R2 S214.050 Federated Support Support the permitted activity status for Retain SASM-R2 as notified.
Sites and Farmers of New SASM-R2 in allowing for activities necessary
Areas of Zealand for day-to day farming operations.
Significanc
e to Maori
ECO - ECO-01 S214.051 Federated Oppose The submitter opposes ECO-O1. This Amend ECO-01 as follows:
Ecosystem Farmers of New objective imposes an undue burden on Maintain are-or enhance the biological
Is ar_1d Zealand landowners concgrn_ing the maintfenance and diversity ofhabitats of indigenous
ndigenous enhancement of indigenous species and . ; o
Biodiversit habitats. species-and-habitats within
y theWairarapa.

The wording of this objective is inconsistent

with the National Policy Statement for

Indigenous Biodiversity, which aims for the

maintenance and achievement of no net loss

in indigenous biodiversity.

Recommend an amendment of the objective's

emphasis, focusing on the maintenance or

enhancement of habitats for indigenous

species. This adjustment is necessary for two

reasons: firstly, it may not always be practical

to both maintain and enhance such habitats

simultaneously. Secondly, it is important to

recognise that only habitats can be

maintained or enhanced through human

endeavour, as the maintenance or

enhancement of specific species is ultimately

determined by natural processes beyond

human control.
ECO - ECO-P2 S214.052 Federated Support The submitter supports ECO-P2 which Retain ECO-P2 as notified.
Ecosystem Farmers of New advocates collaboration with other agencies
s and Zealand and organisations to undertake joint
Indigenous initiatives. Commend the Councils for
Biodiversit recognising the importance of supporting
y landowners' initiatives in the protection and

enhancement of indigenous biodiversity.

Farmers play a vital role in maintaining and
enhancing areas of indigenous biodiversity.
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Acknowledging and reinforcing the efforts of

landowners in these initiatives is crucial. Their

on-the-ground knowledge, commitment, and

practical engagement are instrumental in

achieving positive outcomes for biodiversity.

Encourage active facilitation and recognition

of the valuable contributions of landowners,

fostering a collaborative approach that

leverages their expertise and commitment in

the shared goal of maintaining or enhancing

indigenous biodiversity in the Wairarapa

region.
ECO - ECO-P3 S214.053 Federated Support in | The submitter supports ECO-P3 but requests | Amend ECO-P3 as follows:
Ecosystem Farmers of New part that engagement with affected landowners Identify those areas that are habitats
s and Zealand also occurs during the identification and comprising significantindigenous vegetation
Indigenous mapping of areas that are habitats comprising | or significant habitats of indigenousfauna in
Biodiversit significant indigenous vegetation or significant | the Wairarapa and involve landowners in
y habitats of indigenous fauna in the Wairarapa. the process ofidentification and

It is essential that affected landowners are determination of these areas.

part of the process in the identification and

mapping of these areas so that they are

aware of and have the ability to be involved

with the determination of the area of the site.
ECO - ECO-P4 S214.054 Federated Supportin | Only sites where landowner(s) agreement has | Amend ECO-P4 as follows:
Ecosystem Farmers of New part been reached should be included in Protect those areas that are habitats
s and Zealand Schedules 5, 6, 7, 9, 10 or 11. (Schedule 8, comprisingsignificant indigenous vegetation
Indigenous and all relevant provisions for that schedule, or significant habitatsof indigenous fauna in
Biodiversit should be deleted). the Wairarapa frominappropriate subdivision,
y land use, and developmentby:

If the Councils wish to negotiate scheduling of
habitats comprising indigenous vegetation or
habitats of indigenous fauna on private land in
the PDP, then the Councils are free to
negotiate with landowner(s) to do so. The
PDP should not be used as a mechanism to
circumvent negotiation and agreement with
private landowners.

1. only providing for activities that
demonstrate anoperational need or functional
need to be locatedin this area;

2. ensuring areas are not removed in whole or
part;

3. requiring activities within or directly
adjacent tothese areas to avoid, remedy, or
mitigate theadverse effects on the values of
the area; and

4. managing effects of vegetation modification
withinthe margins of any natural wetlands and
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ECO -
Ecosystem
s and
Indigenous
Biodiversit

y

ECO-P5

S$214.055

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support in
part

A range of farm structures and facilities need
to be included within the list of activities
allowed under this policy in situations where
scheduled habitats of significant indigenous
vegetation or fauna are located on farmland.

Existing farm access tracks and farm water
supply pipelines in particular may need to be
relocated to allow superior conservation
solutions, albeit that any new replacement
farm access tracks and pipelines may of
necessity have to be wholly or partly within
SNAs - depending on the location and
situation.

rely uponResource Management (National
EnvironmentalStandards for Freshwater)

Regulations 2020 in allother cases. This
shall not apply to habitats comprising
significant indigenousvegetation or
significant habitats of indigenous fauna
that areon private land unless
agreement has been reached
withlandowners to include such sites
and areas in the schedule of significant
indigenous vegetation or significant
habitats ofindigenous fauna.

Amend as follows:

Enable the following activities relating to
habitatscomprising significant indigenous
vegetation orsignificant habitats of indigenous
fauna in theWairarapa where they contribute
to the protection,maintenance, and
enhancement of the areas:

1. removal of broken branches, deadwood,
diseasedvegetation, or exotic species;

2. maintenance of the safety and efficiency of
networkutilities;

3. maintenance of existing access tracks for
networkutilities;

4. maintenance of existing farm buildings,
farm accesstracks, farm drains, culverts,
gates and fence lines, farmstock water
supply dams, pipes and troughs
andfirebreaks and the construction of
new fence lines, farmwater supply
pipelines, farm tracks and firebreaks;

5. customary activities; and

6. conservation activities.
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ECO - ECO-P6 S214.056 Federated Oppose The submitter recognises the importance of Amend ECO-P6 as follows:

Ecosystem Farmers of New ECO-P6 in managing effects on significant Manage the effects of subdivision, use,

s and Zealand indigenous vegetation or habitat. Suggest anddevelopment of significant indigenous

Indigenous refining the policy to focus primarily on vegetation andsignificant habitats of

Biodiversit threatened species, streamlining the indigenous fauna in theWairarapa by:

y approach for practicality. Emphasise the need | 1. avoiding the loss or degradation of areas of
for a balanced and flexible strategy, significantindigenous vegetation and
acknowledging the challenges landowners significant habitats ofindigenous fauna in
face in avoiding, remedying, or mitigating preference to remediation ormitigation;

every adverse effect. The submitter proposes | 2. avoiding the loss of habitat that supperts
a revised Rgliey thaPligstises threatened o provides akey life function for

species, ensuring effective biodiversity o .
conservation while respecting practical Threatened erAt-Risk indigenousspecies;

constraints. and
3. requiring that any unavoidable more
than minoradverse effects on areas of
significant indigenousvegetation and
significant habitats of indigenous
faunaare remedied or mitigated.
More than minor residual adverse
effects on significantindigenous
vegetation and significant habitats
ofindigenous fauna, outside the Coastal
Environment,that cannot be avoided,
remedied, or mitigated inaccordance
with clauses 1 - 3 above shall be offset,
orif biodiversity offsetting cannot be
reasonably achieved,shall be addressed
through environmentalcompensation.

ECO - ECO-P8 S214.057 Federated Oppose The submitter considers this policy unduly Delete ECO-PS8.
Ecosystem Farmers of New onerous. It will have the perverse effect of
s and Zealand discouraging people from choosing to
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Indigenous voluntarily plant indigenous vegetation and
Biodiversit will encourage people to choose to plant
y exotic vegetation instead. This will have a

counterproductive impact on indigenous
biodiversity.

ECO - ECO-P9 S214.058 Federated Support The submitter supports ECO-P9 affirming the | Retain ECO-P9 as notified.

Ecosystem Farmers of New commitment to encourage the protection and
s and Zealand restoration of natural habitats on private land.

Indigenous It is crucial to recognise that farmers are
Biodiversit already proactively engaged in initiatives that
y contribute to positive conservation outcomes.

This includes voluntary efforts to protect and
restore natural habitats, highlighting a
genuine commitment to environmental
stewardship.

ECO - ECO-R1 S214.059 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports the permitted activity Amend ECO-R1 as follows:
Ecosystem Farmers of New part status outlined in ECO-R1 for the modification | v. required to remove or trim branches of
s and Zealand of indigenous vegetation within a Significant vegetation tothe extent necessary to avoid
Indigenous Natural Area, with particular appreciation for them interfering withlawfully established
Biodiversit provisions v. and vi. These provisions permit pasture, drains, farm tracks,structures,
y the removal or trimming of vegetation buildings, fence lines, network

branches as necessary to prevent o o
interference with lawfully established utilities,existing roads or access tracks;
structures, buildings, and fence lines.

Recommend an expansion of the rule to

encompass other lawfully established

activities essential to the daily operations and

maintenance of a farm, such as pasture,

drains and farm tracks. This inclusive

approach ensures that the rule adequately

addresses the practical needs of farmers

while maintaining the necessary balance for

environmental conservation within Significant

Natural Areas.

ECO - ECO-R2 S214.060 Federated Support The submitter supports the permitted activity Retain ECO-R2 as notified.
Ecosystem Farmers of New status outlined in ECO-R2 for the modification
s and Zealand of indigenous vegetation outside a Significant
Indigenous Natural Area.

Biodiversit
y
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NATC - NATC-P1 S214.061 Federated Oppose in | The PDP uses a definition of 'Surface Amend NATC-P1 as follows:
Natural Farmers of New part waterbody' that captures artificial drains. This | Manage the design, location, and scale of
Character Zealand will result in needless delays and costs from subdivision, use anddevelopment adjoining
capturing day-to-day maintenance of artificial | surface waterbodies so they preserve
channels and drains in resource consent thespecial qualities and natural character of
processes. Artificial channels and drains surface waterbodies(not including artificial
should be exempt from this policy. channels and drains).
NATC - NATC-P3 S214.062 Federated Support The submitter supports allowing earthworks Retain NATC-P3 as notified.
Natural Farmers of New within 25m of significant waterbodies where
Character Zealand they are for the purpose of maintenance
works on infrastructure such as maintaining
drains, man-made dams, access tracks or
roads.
NATC - NATC-P5 S214.063 Federated Oppose in | The PDP uses a definition of 'surface Amend NATC-P5 as follows:
Natural Farmers of New part waterbody' that captures artificial drains. This | Discourage buildings and structures within
Character Zealand will result in needless delays and costs from

capturing day-to-day maintenance of artificial
channels and drains in resource consent
processes. Atrtificial channels and drains
should be exempt from this policy.

10m of surfacewaterbodies (not including
artificial channels and drains) withinthe
General Rural Zone, 5m of any surface
waterbody in anyother zone and 25m of
significant waterbodies across all
zonesand only allow buildings and
structures within these setbackswhere:
a. there is a functional need or
operational need for their locationwithin
the setback;

b. the location, intensity, scale, design,
and form of the buildingor structure
preserves natural character values; and
c. any potential cumulative effects on
natural character valuesare minimised.
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NFL - NFL-O2 S214.064 Federated Oppose There is no need to recognise or manage Delete NFL-O2.
Natural Farmers of New 'special amenity landscapes' as a separate
Features Zealand phenomenon. Amenity values (which include
and amenity within landscape settings) can be
Landscape appropriately managed through other plan
s provisions, such as appropriate development
standards for appearance, bulk, height,
location, and setbacks of structures within
appropriate Zone Framework rules.
Regulatory frameworks should err on the side
of a 'less restrictive regime' where the
purposes of the Act and the objectives of the
plan can be met (following the principle in
Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society Inc v
Whakatane District Council [2017] NZEnvC
51 at [59]).
NFL - NFL-P2 S214.065 Federated Oppose The submitter considers that there is no need | Delete NFL-P2.
Natural Farmers of New to recognise or manage 'special amenity
Features Zealand landscapes' as a separate phenomenon.
and Amenity values (which include amenity within
Landscape landscape settings) can be appropriately
s managed through other plan provisions, such
as appropriate development standards for
appearance, bulk, height, location, and
setbacks of structures within the appropriate
Zone Framework rules. Regulatory
frameworks should err on the side of a 'less
restrictive regime' where the purposes of the
Act and the objectives of the plan can be met
(following the principle in Royal Forest and
Bird Protection Society Inc v Whakatane
District Council [2017] NZEnvC 51 at [59]).
NFL - NFL-P3 S214.066 Federated Oppose The submitter opposes NFL-P3 as rural Amend NFL-P3 as follows:
Natural Farmers of New production activities and ancillary farm Only allow subdivision, use, and development
Features Zealand buildings situated within rural areas should within anidentified Outstanding Natural
and not be caught in resource consent process Feature and Landscape where it:
Landscape under a landscape management regime. This | a. avoids significant adverse effects and
s would result in unnecessary costs and delays | avoids, remedies,or mitigates any other

for little or no environmental benefit.

adverse effects on the
identifiedcharacteristics and values of the
Outstanding NaturalFeature and Landscape;
b. is demonstrated it is appropriate by:
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NFL -
Natural
Features
and
Landscape
s

NFL-P5

S$214.067

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Oppose

The submitter opposes NFL-P5 because rural
production activities and ancillary farm
buildings situated within rural areas should
not be caught in resource consent process
under a landscape management regime. This
would result in inefficient and unnecessary
costs and delays for little or no environmental
benefit.

i. having an operational need or functional
need to belocated in this area;

ii. minimising earthworks and changes to the
landform;

iii. reducing the scale and prominence of any
buildings orstructures, including any proposed
building platforms,and integrating landform
and context into the designand through the
use of naturally occurring buildingplatforms
and sympathetic materials;

iv. avoiding or minimising the removal of any
indigenousvegetation;v. enabling the repair,
maintenance, and removal ofexisting
infrastructure; and

vi. enabling the continuation, or enhancing, of
tangatawhenua cultural and spiritual values
and customaryactivities; and vii. enables
rural production activities (including
ancillaryfarm buildings) to operate
efficiently and to makeeffective use of
the land resource of the General

RuralZone.

Amend as follows:

Allow subdivision, use, and development
within an OutstandingNatural Features and
Landscapes where it is associated

withconservation activities or rural
production activities and ancillaryfarm
buildings, or:

a. it relates to the maintenance, repair,
or removal ofexisting infrastructure;

b. there is a functional need or
operational need for theactivity to be
located in the Outstanding
NaturalFeatures or Landscapes;
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NFL -
Natural
Features
and
Landscape
s

NFL-S1

$214.068

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Oppose

The submitter opposes NFL-S1 as rural
production activities situated within rural areas
should not be caught in resource consent
process under an earthworks management
regime. This would result in inefficient and
unnecessary costs and delays for little or no
environmental benefit.

c. the form, scale, and nature of the
activity will notdetract from the
characteristics and values of
theOutstanding Natural Features and
Landscapes by:

i. integrating landform and context into
the design andthrough the use of
naturally occurring buildingplatforms
and sympathetic materials;

ii. limiting the prominence or visibility of
built form,including by integrating it into
the natural landform;andiii. restoring or
reinstating areas of earthworks
andreplanting areas of modification of
vegetation; and

d. the activity is consistent with Policies
NFL-P3 and NFL-P4.

Amend as follows:

Earthworks must not exceed:

a. a maximum cut or fill height greater than
1.5mabove ground level; and

b. a maximum area of 50m2 per site.

This standard does not apply to:Earthworks
associated with maintaining existing

farmtracks, water supply pipelines, farm
water supply dams,farm drains,
livestock mustering yards, farm
vehiclehard stand areas, airstrips,
sileage pits, fence lines, andaccess ways
are exempt from the above area
standardsbut must comply with NFL-
S1(1)(a).
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NFL - NFL-S2 S214.069 Federated Oppose The submitter opposes NFL-S2 as rural Amend NFL-S2 as follows:

Natural Farmers of New production activities situated within rural areas | This standard does not apply to modification

Features Zealand should not be caught in resource consent of indigenousvegetation that is:

and process under an indigenous vegetation a. 3m either side of, or within, an existing

Landscape clearance/modification regime. This would formed road,stock crossing, or accessway;

s result in inefficient and unnecessary costs b. 3m either side of a fence, or other lawfully

and delays for little or no environmental establishedstructure; or
benefit. c. within 10m of an existing lawfully

establishedresidential unit.
d. vegetation clearance of indigenous
vegetationassociated with,
maintenance of pasture, existing
farmtracks, water supply pipelines,
farm water supply dams,farm drains,
livestock mustering yards, farm
vehiclehard stand areas, airstrips,
sileage pits, fence lines, areexempt
from the above standards.

NFL - NFL-S3 S214.070 Federated Oppose The submitter opposes NFL-S3 as rural Amend NFL-S3 as follows:

Natural Farmers of New production buildings and structures situated Buildings and structures within an

Features Zealand within rural areas should not be caught in Outstanding NaturalFeatures and Landscape

and resource consent process under a landscape | must meet the following standards:

Landscape management regime. This would result in a. the gross floor area of any building or

s inefficient and unnecessary costs and delays structure on a sitemust not exceed 50m2 per

for
little or no environmental benefit.

site

b. the building or structure must not exceed
one storeyand must not exceed a maximum
height of 5m;

c. Maximum of one residential unit per a site;
d. any roof cladding must be of matt finish in a
naturalrange of browns, greens, and greys to
complement thetones found in the natural
surroundings, with the colourhaving a light
reflectivity value (LRV) percentagebetween 5
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and 25%; and
e. cladding is limited to natural materials
and/or recessivecolours with light reflectivity
value (LRV) of 35% or less Except that: a.
This standard shall not apply to
buildings and structuresancillary to
rural production activities, such as
fencesand gates, storage barns, farm
implement sheds,livestock shelters for
mustering areas, dairy
sheds,shearing/wool sheds, and herd
homes.
PA - PA-O1 S214.071 Federated Supportin | The submitter supports PA-O1 as currently Amend PA-O1 as follows:
Public Farmers of New part proposed in the PDP. However, there is a Public access to and enjoyment of the coast,
Access Zealand need for an additional objective that provides rivers, lakes andnatural inland, wetlands and
recognition of private property rights as well their margins is maintained andenhanced
as the impacts public access may have on the | where appropriate and in a manner
amenity value of selected landscapes and .
areas that:
a. preserves their natural character,
The landowners' privgte property rights are a indigenous biodiversity,landscape,
key area of focus which needs to be historic heritage, and cultural values;
considered within this chapter.
and
b. minimises incompatibility of providing
public access withadjoining activities.
PA - New S214.072 Federated Support The submitter Suppor'ts PA-O1 as Currently Insert new Objective as follows:Practical and
Public provision Farmers of New proposed in the PDP. However, there is a .
Access request Zealand need for an additional objective that provides safe public access to and along the

recognition of private property rights as well
as

the impacts public access may have on the
amenity value of selected landscapes and
areas.

margins of lakesand rivers and the
coastal environment is provided in a
way thatrespects private property and
does not result in adverse effectson
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. . natural character, landscape,
The landowners' private property rights are a | ;1 yisanous biodiversity,historical
key area of focus which needs to be .
considered within this chapter. heritage, or cultural values.
PA - PA-P2 S214.073 Federated Oppose The submitter requests PA-P2 is amended so | Amend as follows:Erable—activities-within
Public Farmers of New that public access is compatible with these ¢l E i | | I
Access Zealand existing lawfully established activities. o i ’ )
ahdthermarginsthatdo-notrestrictor
preventpublicaccessto,oradjacentte
the-coastand-surface-waterbodies:
Ensure public access to or adjacent to
the coast and surfacewaterbodies are
compatible with existing lawfully
establishedactivities within the coast,
rivers, lakes and wetlands and
theirmargins.
PA - PA-P3 S214.074 Federated Support in | Restrictions of public access to the Coastal Amend as follows:
Public Farmers of New part Marine area are important to protect natural Ensure use, subdivision, and development of
Access Zealand habitats, activities of cultural value to Maori, the coastalenvironment provides for, or

and public health and safety. Policy 19(3) of
the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement
2010 lists circumstances where public access
to the coastal marine area can be restricted.
One of these includes exceptional
circumstances sufficient to justify the
restriction. The submitter seeks that
exceptional circumstances to justify the
restriction should be included in PA-P3.
Landowners, when negotiating public access
over their private land, should have this
avenue to justify restriction of public access
over their land.

enhances, public access whereappropriate
to and along the Coastal Marine Area.
Access shouldonly be restricted for the
following reasons:

a. to protect natural habitats;

b. to protect sites and activities of
cultural value to Maori

c. to protect historic heritage features
and areas; or

d. to protect public health and safety; or
e. in exceptional circumstances
sufficient to justify the restriction.

225



248

Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
PA - New_ . S214.075 Federated Support The p.olicy framework needs to include Insert new policy as follows:To provide
Zubllc provision Farmers of New dlregtlon for private property to ensure that information and education to the public
ccess request Zealand public access does not cause damage or X X .
create security risks. Farmers provide more regardingwhere public access is
public access across their private property available, and that access over
than other landowners (such as residential or : : feci
industrial). Farmers are familiar with the privateland is only by the permission of
adverse effects that result from public access | the landowner
such as rubbish, weed incursions, and
nuisance effects on their homes and places of
work.
SUB - SUB-01 S214.076 Federated Oppose The purpose of subdivision is not to create Amend SUB-O1 as follows:
Subdivisio Farmers of New lots for natural features and landscapes, Subdivision and developments create
n Zealand waterbodies, indigenous biodiversity, historic allotments and patterns ofland use and

heritage, or SASMs (although lots may end up
encompassing some such areas). This
objective is heavily 'urban-centric' and it either
needs to be more generic, or it needs to
include a range of other considerations
besides merely urban ones, or special area
overlays.

development that:
a. Provide for the anticipated purpose,

character, andamenity of each zone and-the

226



Plan
Section

Plan
Provision

Submissio
n Point

Submitter Position

249

Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB -
Subdivisio
n

SUB-02

SUB-P2

$214.077

S214.078

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Oppose

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Oppose

The submitter opposes the draft wording of
SUB-02. Suggest wording that does not imply
that 'servicing' is a ubiquitous requirement
regardless of context.

Infrastructure will not always be available for
all types of subdivision (e.g. for rural lot
subdivision in remote rural areas), nor will it
always be appropriate to require all types of
infrastructure for all types of subdivision.

Amend SUB-02 as follows:

Subdivision and developments are-serviced
te provide for thelikely or anticipated
use of the land while avoiding,
remedying,or mitigating adverse effects
on the environment by ensuring:

a. Subdivisions within the urban
boundary connect toreticulated water
and wastewater services (andreticulated
stormwater services where they
areavailable or provide for on-site
stormwater disposal)with sufficient
capacity to accommodate proposed
oranticipated development; and

b. Subdivisions in Rural Zones can be
appropriatelyserviced via on-site
measures.

Amend SUB-P2 as follows:

Require subdivision-to-belocated-where
appropriateinfrastructure for new
subdivision isavailable,orte
provideinfrastructure in an integrated
and comprehensive manner by:

a. ensuring appropriate infrastructure
has the capacity toaccommodate the
development or anticipated
futuredevelopment of the land in
accordance with thepurpose of the zone,
is in place at the time of subdivisionor
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development and integrates with
existing andplanned infrastructure.

b. Requiring connections to Council's
reticulated systemswithin the urban
boundary to meet the
performancecriteria of the relevant
Council;

c. Ensuring allotments outside the urban
boundary are ofa sufficient size and
shape where appropriate soilconditions
to accommodate on-site
wastewater,stormwater, and water
supply infrastructure, and thatthere is
sufficient water supply capacity for
firefightingpurposes;

d. Ensuring roads and any vehicle access
to sites meetminimum design standards
to allow for safe andefficient traffic
movements and can safelyaccommodate
the intended number of users and
theintended functioning of the road or
access;

e. Providing for transport network
connections within andbetween
communities;

f. Where consistent with the zone,
providing for a varietyof travel modes
that reflect the purpose, character, and
amenity values of the zone, including
walking, cycling,and access to public
transport; and

g. Achieving safe and efficient access
onto and from statehighways.
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SUB - SUB-P5 S214.079 Federated Oppose The submitter opposes SUB-P5. Amenity Amend SUB-P5 as follows:
Subdivisio Farmers of New values should not be a consideration for Provide for subdivision, use and development
n Zealand subdivision in rural areas, lest it be used as where it does notcompromise the purpose,
an excuse to impose unreasonable reverse character-and-amenity-values of
sensmv!ty rest.n(.:t.lons against primary theGeneral Rural Zone by:
production activities. - .
a. Enabling and promoting openness and
Similarly, 'predominance of vegetation' and predominanceof vegetation;
provision for ‘varying forms, scale and b. Enabling and promoting a productive
separation of structures associated with T g P gap
primary production activities' are not relevant | Workinglandscape
considerations for subdivision in rural areas. c. Enabling primary production and
ancillary activities; e—Providing-for
varying-forms;scaleandseparation
: . ith o
et ivities:
e. Managing the density and location of
residentialdevelopment;
f. Ensuring allotments can be self-
serviced;g. Retaining a clear delineation
and contrast between thedistrict's rural
areas and urban areas; and
h. Avoiding, remedying, or mitigating
reverse sensitivityeffects.
SUB - SUB-R1 S214.080 Federated Support The submitter supports boundary adjustments | Retain SUB-R1 as notified.
Subdivisio Farmers of New enabled as a controlled activity. This allows
n Zealand rural landowners to efficiently reallocate

ownership of farmland, according to changing
circumstances. As no additional lots are being
created in boundary adjustments, the overall
intensity of land ownership and the
cumulative effects of transport networks and
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services remains unchanged. Therefore,
effects of boundary adjustments are minor.
SUB - SUB-R5 S214.081 Federated Oppose The submitter opposes SUB-R5. A farmer Amend as follows:
Subdivisio Farmers of New should not be forced to dispose of 40ha if 1. Activity Status: ControlledWhere:
n Zealand they only need to dispose of 20ha. a. There is no more than one additional
allotment created;
The requirement for 'no vacant lots to be b. The subdivision is of land around an
created' is meaningless in a rural setting. Itis | existing lawfullyestablished residential unit
highly efficient for new lots to be vacant so c. The additional allotment is no less than
that they can be put to maximum productive 0.5ha
potential. d. The balance area remaining from the
record of titlesubject to subdivision is no less
Direct access to state highways should not be | than 46ha 20ha; e—Ne-vacant-allotments
intensified as a result of new subdivision. ted followinet bivisi
However, where an existing access is from a ) ] k )
state highway, the effects of that are the f. Compliance is achieved with:
same or similar as prior to subdivision and i. SUB-S1 ii. SUB-S2iii. SUB-S3iv. SUB-S4v.
therefore the use of such existing access SUB-S5vi. SUB-S6vii. SUB-S7viii. SUB-
should be permitted to continue. ' ) ’
P $8ix. SUB-S9
g. The subdivision complies with or does
not increase anyexisting or previously
approved non-compliance withthe
underlying zone standards:
h. There is no new direct access to State
Highway 53, anyLimited Access Road
direct access to State Highway 2.
i. There is no new direct access to State
highway 2
SUB - SUB-R12 S214.082 Federated Support in | The submitter supports the restricted Amend SUB-R12 as follows:
Subdivisio Farmers of New part discretionary status for subdivision within the 1. Activity Status: Restricted
n Zealand coastal environment. The submitter does not DiscretionaryWhere:

support the minimum allotment size of 40ha.
A farmer should not have to dispose of 40ha if
they only need to dispose 20ha.

For subdivision in proximity to existing

a. a proposed building platform is identified
for eachproposed allotment that is capable of
accommodatinga building that complies with
the permitted activitystandards of the
underlying zone;
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subdivided and developed land at Cape
Palliser, Castlepoint, Flat Point, Mataikona, b. A building platform is not located in an area
Ngawai, Otahome, Riversdale, and ofOutstanding Natural Character, Very High
Whangaimoana, there should be recognition and Highnatural Character, or Foreshore
that cumulative effects of further subdivision Protection Area; and
within the coastal environment are less likely c. Any allotments created have minimum
to present problems. In these areas, allowing | gllotment size of40ka 20ha
further appr.oprlate subdivision coy!d Matters of discretion:
strengthen isolated rural communities and . .
there should be a matter of discretion to ... 8. the extent to which appropriate
consider the merits of this. subdivision could strengthenisolated
rural communities where cumulative
effects of furthersubdivision and
development within the coastal
environment willbe minor due to
proximity to existing subdivided and
developedland at cape Palliser,
Castlepoint, Flat Point, Mataikona,
Ngawi,Otahome, Riversdale and
Whangaimoana.
SUB - SUB - Table | S214.083 Federated Oppose The submitter considers that 40ha is too large | Amend as follows:
Subdivisio | 1 Farmers of New an area for efficient rural property GRUZ: General Rural Zone 46ha 20ha
n Zealand management. A farmer should not have to
dispose of 40ha if they only need to dispose
20ha.
FC - S214.084 Federated Support The submitter supports the overall intent of Retain the Financial Contributions chapter as
Financial Farmers of New the FC- Financial Contributions Chapter. notified.
Contributio Zealand Placing responsibility on those developing
ns and subdividing to fund infrastructure

upgrades and community facilities needed to
service growth is an equitable policy. Endorse
flexibility into the policy to waive or reduce
contributions where pursuing full cost
recovery would not serve the wider
community interest or would be unfair. This is
important for situations like a farmer
subdividing off a small section for retirement
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or to release some necessary capital. Setting
reasonable caps on reserve and transport
contributions per allotment and allowing
annual adjustments of district wide
infrastructure
contributions should help avoid
disincentivising appropriate growth.
CE - CE-O1 S214.085 Federated Supportin | The New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement Amend CE-O1 as follows:
Coastal Farmers of New part (NZCPS) requires recognition of the The qualities that contribute to the coastal
Environme Zealand characteristics and qualities that contribute to | environmentincluding natural character,
nt natural character of the coastal environment landscape, historic, cultural andecological
and protection of those from inappropriate values are maintained and, where
subdivision, use and development while appropriate,restored er-erhanced-
encouraging restoration of the coastal
environment. There is no requirement to
‘enhance' such characteristics, therefore this
should not be a goal of the PDP.
CE - CE-02 S214.086 Federated Supportin | The New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement Amend CE-O2 as follows:
Coastal Farmers of New part (NZCPS) requires recognition of the The natural character of the coastal
Environme Zealand characteristics and qualities that contribute to | environment is preserved,including:
nt natural character of the coastal environment 1. Protecting the qualities, characteristics and
and protection of those from inappropriate values ofareas of Outstanding Natural
subdivision, use and development while Character and Very Highand High Natural
encouraging restoration of the coastal Character in the landward extent ofthe coastal
environment. There is no requirement to environment; and
‘enhance' such characteristics, therefore this 2. Maintaining and where appropriate
should not be a goal of the PDP. enhaneingrestoring natural character in
all other areas of thecoastal
environment.
CE - CE-0O5 S214.087 Federated Supportin | The submitter has concerns that the Amend CE-O5 as follows:
Coastal Farmers of New part objectives and policies do not recognise and People and communities are able to provide
Environme Zealand provide for: for their social,economic and cultural well-
nt - the functional need of certain activities to be | being, recognising that theprotection of

in areas where the resource is located; and
- existing lawfully established activities to
continue to operate.

It is important that there is a framework that
allows for the on-going operations of farms

natural character and indigenous
biodiversity,public access, or cultural values
does not preclude subdivision,use or
development, where this does not

compromise thesevalues. Existing lawfully
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CE -
Coastal
Environme
nt

CE-P1

CE -
Coastal
Environme
nt

CE-P4

S$214.088

$214.089

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support

Support in
part

which means it needs to be specifically spelt
out in relevant objectives and policies. There
also needs to be recognition and provision for
activities with a functional need to be able to
locate in coastal hazard areas.

Identifying the extent of the coastal
environment is important to farmers whose
properties may form part of the coastal
environment. Land identified as part of the
coastal environment is subject to objectives,
policies, and rules for the purpose of
recognising and providing for the preservation
of the natural character of the coastal
environment. Support CE-P1 and the
characteristics upon which the extent of the
coastal environment is identified. These are
consistent with Policy 1 of the New Zealand
Coastal Policy Statement 2010. Support
planning maps to clearly depict to
stakeholders the extent of the coastal
environment.

Farmers own or use land that forms part of
the coastal environment. Existing agricultural
activities may be managed by this policy.
Concerns regarding the methods in this policy
to ensure that the form, scale, and nature of
the activity will not detract from the

natural character of the coastal environment.
Particular concerns with maintaining and
enhancing public access. Public access can
and does occur over private property. This
raises issues of security and safety for private
landowners. Farmers have and still are
experiencing public access users leaving
gates open and/or straying off the public
access paths. A balance needs to be
obtained so that private landowners,
particularly in rural environments are not

established activities can continue
tooperate and that the functional need
of certain activities to be inareas where
the resource is located is recognised
and providedfor.

Retain CE-P1 as notified.

Amend CE-P4 as follows:

Manage subdivision, use and development
within the coastalenvironment to ensure:

a. there is a functional need or operational
need for theactivity to be located in the
coastal environment; and

b. The form, scale and nature of the activity
will notdetract from the natural character of
the coastalenvironment by:

... Vi. maintaining and enhancing public
access while also ensuringthat adverse
effects on private land are minimised,
maintainingcustomary access and

recreational use.
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adversely impacted on by members of the
public and other parties seeking access. Any
policy that seeks to maintain and enhance
public access needs to recognise that public
access does occur over private land and the
adverse effects that
may result need to be addressed. Council
also needs to consider how access to the
sites can be controlled so that private
landowners are still able to continue with their
existing and lawfully established activities and
operations.
CE - CE-S1 S214.090 Federated Oppose The Standards in this rule are urban centric, Amend CE-S1 as follows:
Coastal Farmers of New overly restrictive, and not appropriate for the 1. Earthworks within the coastal environment
Environme Zealand full range of rural production activities within must notexceed:
nt wide-open spaces of rural areas. a. A maximum cut or fill height greater than
Considerably more development and 3m aboveground level; and
earthworks can be tolerated without having b. A maximum area of 500m2 per site.
adverse effects on the environment. CE-S1
risks capturing routine farm activities in a 2. Earthworks within areas of very high and
resource consent process resulting in onerous | high naturalcharacter must not exceed:
costs and delays for little or no environmental | a. a maximum cut or fill height of 1.5m above
benefit. Therefore, more exceptions for rural ground leveland
earthworks are warranted. b. A maximum area of 50m2 per site.
This Standard does not apply to:
a. Earthworks associated with maintaining
existing farmtracks, water supply
infrastructure, farm water supplydams,
farm drains, livestock mustering yards,
farmvehicle hard stand areas, airstrips,
sileage pits, fencelines and access ways
are exempt from the above
areastandards but-must-comply-with
NS e and NELSTH 2 Ha)-
CE - CE-S2 S214.091 Federated Oppose The Standards in this rule are urban centric, Amend CE-S2 as follows:
Coastal Farmers of New overly restrictive, and not appropriate for the Modification of indigenous vegetation must
Environme Zealand full range of rural production activities in the not exceed, in totalarea, 50m2 in any
nt wide-open spaces of rural areas. 12month period.This standard does not apply
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Considerably more development and to modification of indigenousvegetation that
clearance of indigenous vegetation can be is:
tolerated without having adverse effects on a. 3m either side of, or within, an existing
the environment. CE-S2 risks capturing formed road,track, stock crossing or
routine farm activities in a resource consent accessway;
process resulting in onerous costs and delays | b. 3m either dies of a fence, or other lawfully
for little or no environmental benefit. establishedstructure; or
Therefore, more exceptions for rural c. Within 10m of an existing lawfully
indigenous vegetation clearance are establishedresidential unit. Except that: a.
wardes Vegetation clearance of indigenous
vegetationassociated with the
maintenance of pasture, existingfarm
tracks, farm water supply pipelines,
farm watersupply dams, farm drains,
livestock mustering yards,farm vehicle
hard stand areas, airstrips, sileage
pits,fence lines and access ways are
exempt from the abovearea standards.
CE - CE-S3 S214.092 Federated Oppose The Standards in this rule are urban centric, Amend as follows:
Coastal Farmers of New overly restrictive, and not appropriate for the 1. Buildings and structures within the coastal
Environme Zealand full range of rural production buildings and environmentmust meet the following building
nt structures in the wide-open spaces of rural standards:

areas. Considerably more development can
be tolerated without having adverse effects on
the environment. CE-S3 risks capturing
routine farm buildings and structures in a
resource consent process resulting in onerous
costs and delays for little or no environmental
benefit. Therefore, more exceptions for rural
production buildings are warranted.

a. the gross floor area of any individual
building orstructure on a site must not exceed
200m2;

b. The building or structure must not exceed a
maximumbheight of 7m;

c. Maximum of one residential unit per site;

d. Any roof cladding must be of matt finish in
a naturalrange of browns, greens, and greys
to complement thetones found in the natural
surroundings, with the colourhaving a light
reflectivity value (LRV) percentagebetween 5
and 25% ande. Cladding is limited to natural
materials and/or recessivecolours with light
reflectivity value (LRV) of 35% or less.

2. Buildings and structures within the
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LIGHT -
Light

NOISE -
Noise

NOISE -
Noise

LIGHT-P3

NOISE-O2

NOISE-P1

$214.093

S$214.094

5$214.095

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand
Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support

Support

Support

The submitter supports LIGHT-P3. This policy
sufficiently provides for the use of light to aid
primary production activities that occur in the
morning and late at night. Use of artificial light
is also important for security purposes.

The submitter supports NOISE-O2.

The management of noise should reflect the
predominant land use within each zone. It
would be perverse for rural production
activities that are characteristically noisy, such
as operation of frost fans or bird-scaring
devices, to be prevented from occurring in

ForeshoreProtection Area must meet the
following standards:

a. the gross floor area of the building or
structure on a sitemust not exceed 15m2;

b. The building or structure must not exceed a
maximumbheight of 3m and;

c. The building or structure must only be used
for nonhabitable purposes.

3. Buildings and structures within an area
identified asVery High and High Natural
Character and Landscapemust meet the
following standards:

a. the gross floor area of the building or
structure on a sitemust not exceed 50m2;

b. The building or structure must not exceed a
maximumbheight of 5m.

Standard CE-S3(1) does not apply to the
Settlement Zone Except that:Buildings or
structures associated with rural
production activity,such as fences and
gates, storage barns, farm implement
sheds, livestock shelters for mustering
areas, dairy sheds,shearing/wool sheds,
and herd homes are exempt from

theabove standards.

Retain LIGHT-P3 as notified.

Retain NOISE-O2 as notified.

Amend NOISE-P1 as follows:
Enable the generation of noise from activities
that:

1. maintain the predominant land-use
character andamenity values of the
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rural areas on account of the sensitivity of receiving environment byappropriately
nearby rurgl re_3|dent|al land uses that have controlling the types of activities and
chosen to live in remote rural areas . . )
thelevels of noise permitted in each
zone; and
2. Does not compromise the health,
safety and wellbeingof people and
communities

NOISE - NOISE-P2 S214.096 Federated Not Stated | The management of noise should reflect the Amend NOISE-P2 as follows:
Noise Farmers of New predominant land use within each zone. It Provide for other activities that generate
Zealand would be perverse for rural production noise, where-theseavoid,remedy—of

activities that are characteristically noisy, such itigat fects, having

as operation of frost fans or bird-scaring

devices, to be prevented from occurring in regard to:

rural areas on account of the sensitivity of 1. the extent to which it avoids conflict

nearby rural residential land uses that have with existing noisesensitive activities;

chosen to live in remote rural areas. . !
2. whether the level of effects is
compatible with thecharacter and
amenity of the location anéd
operation;
3. the compatibility of the noise with
other noisesgenerated from permitted
zone activities and otheractivities not
controlled by the Plan, within the
receivingzone;
4. the degree to which the noise
breaches the permittednoise standards
for the receiving zone(s). 5 \AWhether
adverseeffectscan-beinternalisedto
the-extentto-whichtheycanbe
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6. the frequency, intensity, duration, and
offensiveness ofthe noise generated;
7. any adverse effects on the health,
safety and wellbeingof people and
communities within the
surroundingarea, including sleep
disturbance and annoyance.
8. whether the activity adopts the best
practicable optionto avoid, remedy, or
mitigate adverse effects and
theappropriateness of potential
mitigation measures tocontrol and
monitor the noise levels in addition or as
alternatives to the best practicable
option throughnoise management plans
or other methods; and
9. potential positive effects associated
with the activity.
NOISE - NOISE-P8 S214.097 Federated Support The submitter supports NOISE-P8. Retain NOISE-P8 as notified.
Noise Farmers of New
Zealand
NOISE - S214.098 Federated Support The submitter supports the list of activities Retain the list of activities that are not subject
Noise Farmers of New that are not subject to the rules and standards | to therules and standards in the NOISE-Noise
Zealand in the NOISE - Noise Chapter. We particularly | Chapter asproposed.
support where Council has included
agricultural aviation and helicopter landing
areas.
GRZ - New S214.099 Federated Support in | Overall, the chapter appears reasonably Insert new objective as follows:GRZ-
Gen_eral _ provision Farmers of New part balanceq. While the submitter supports the OXAvoid reverse sensitivity effects on
Residential | request Zealand general intent, they want to ensure rural X L
Zone character and productive values on the fringe | lawfully established ruralactivities

of residential and rural zones are
appropriately recognised and protected.

where residential development adjoins
rural sites.Where residential
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It is evident from the PDP mapplng that the development adjoins rural sites
General Residential Zone dwec_tly_qdpms the recognise and provide for the
General Rural Zone across a significant : X
portion of the region, lacking a buffer zone in | consideration of effects on rural
between. character,amenity, and operations.
This raises the concern that the plan does not
contain adequate provisions to manage
reverse sensitivity effects, whereby residential
activities within the urban area can affect the
operation of adjoining rural activities. This
could unduly constrain existing or future
primary production when there is future
development of the General Residential Zone.
GRUZ - GRUZ-03 S214.100 Federated Support in | The submitter supports GRUZ-O3. However, Amend GRUZ-03 as follows:
General Farmers of New part this objective should give effect to the The productive capacity of h|gh|y
Rural Zone Zealand Natlona! Policy Statement for Highly . productive land and resourcesof the
Productive Land to ensure that the productive .
use of highly productive land and resources is | General Rural Zone is supported through
supported. enabling a rangeof primary production
oriented and reseuree
dependentactivities that depend on the
highly productive land resource,and
avoiding activities that constrain
productive capacity ofhighly productive
land.
GRUZ - GRUZ-05 S214.101 Federated Support The submitter supports this objective. Primary | Retain GRUZ-O5 as notified.
General Farmers of New production activities have a functional need to
Rural Zone Zealand locate in the General Rural Zone and
therefore should have priority protection from
reverse sensitivity effects from sensitive
activities.
GRUZ - GRUZ-06 S214.102 Federated Supportin | The submitter seeks a minor amendment to Amend GRUZ-06 as follows:
General Farmers of New part GRUZ-06. a. Rural lifestyle subdivision and development
Rural Zone Zealand is managedin a way that avoids additional

fragmentation of highlyproductive land
and its productive petential capacity.
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GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

GRUZ-P1

GRUZ-P3

S$214.103

S$214.104

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support in
part

Support in
part

This policy needs to reflect the National Policy
Statement for Highly Productive Land (NPS-
HPL). There needs to be a strong emphasis
on enabling primary production activities that
rely on the Highly Productive Land resource,
and a strong and direct emphasis on avoiding
rural lifestyle development on such land.

This policy needs to reflect the National Policy
Statement for Highly Productive Land.
'Promoting openness and predominance of
vegetation' is unnecessarily constraining on
productive use of Highly Productive Land and
should not be a policy requirement. There
needs to be a strong emphasis on enabling
primary production activities that rely on the

b. Opportunities for rural lifestyle
subdivision anddevelopment in
appropriate locations within theGeneral
rural Zone is provided for, insofar as
GRUZO6(a) is met.

Amend GRUZ-P1 as follows:

a. Enable primary production activities and
ancillaryactivities that are compatible
with the-purpese;character—and-amenity
vatbesofthe GeneralRuralZone
productive capacity of Highly
Productive Land;

b. Previde-for allow, where appropriate,
other activitiesthat have a functional
need or operational need to belocated in
the General Rural Zone that are
notincompatible with primary
production.

c. Previde-for Avoid rural lifestyle
subdivision anddevelopment of Highly
Productive Land inappropriatelocations
where GRUZ-P{a}and GRUZ-PL{b)
areenabled-orprovidedfor:

Amend GRUZ-P3 as follows:a—Enablingand
. I
Lomi ¢ ion:
b. Enabling and promoting a productive
workinglandscape
c. Enabling primary production and
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

GRUZ -
General
Rural Zone

GRUZ-P4

S214.105

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support in
part

Highly Productive Land resource, and a
strong and direct emphasis on avoiding rural
lifestyle development on such land.

This policy needs to give effect to the National
Policy Statement for Highly Productive Land
(NPS-HPL).

ancillary activities;

d. Providing for varying forms, scale, and
separation ofstructures associated with
primary productionactivities;

e. Managingthe densibyandtocation-of
avoidingresidential development that
does not have a functionalneed to
locate in the General Rural Zone;

f. Ensuring allotments can be self-
serviced;

g. Retaining a clear delineation and
contrast between theWairarapa's rural
areas and urban areas; and

h. Avoiding, remedying, or mitigating
reverse sensitivityeffects on primary
production activities.

Amend GRUZ-P4 as follows:
Avoid subdivision in the General Rural Zone
that will result insites that are of a size, scale,

or location that is contrary toenabling
productive use of Highly Productive
Land and theanticipated purpose,
character, and amenity values of the
zone,by:

a. Limiting small lot subdivision within
the General RuralZone to areas where
there is no Highly Productive Land,or
limited productive potential and where it
does notcompromise the use of land for
primary productionactivities; and

b. Recognising avoiding the cumulative
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Plan Plan Submissio | Submitter Position | Summary of Reasons Summary of Decision Requested
Section Provision | n Point
effects associatedwith small lot
subdivision on the productive use
andpotential of Highly Productive Land
within the GeneralRural Zone.
GRUZ - GRUZ-R6 S214.106 Federated Support The submitter supports GRUZ-R6 which Retain GRUZ-R6 as notfied.
General Farmers of New permits agricultural aviation in the General
Rural Zone Zealand Rural Zone.
GRUZ - GRUZ-S4 S214.107 Federated Support The submitter supports that this standard Retain GRUZ-S4 as notified.
General Farmers of New does not apply to buildings used for seasonal
Rural Zone Zealand worker accommodation. It is important that for
very large sites, particularly sheep farms in
remote hill country areas, to have additional
seasonal worker accommodation.
MUZ - S214.108 Federated Support The submitter supports policies and rules in Retain Mixed Use Zone chapter as notified.
Mixed Use Farmers of New this chapter that have the effect of minimising
Zone Zealand adverse effects of the Mixed Use Zone and
activities in it on adjacent rural land.
GIZ - Glz-02 S214.109 Federated Support The submitter supports GIZ-O2 which Retasin GIZ-0O2 as noffiied.
General Farmers of New recognises the importance of maintaining
Industrial Zealand amenity values of areas adjacent to the
Zone General Industrial Zone.
This contributes to amenity protections at the
rural-industrial interface by requiring visual
screening and planting to mitigate potential
impacts on adjoining rural zones. Consider it
appropriate that industrial visual effects are
internalised, and rural character is preserved
across zone boundaries.
GIZ - Glz-P4 S214.110 Federated Support The submitter supports GIZ-P4 which serves Retain GlZ-P4 as notified.
General Farmers of New to minimise adverse effects from industrial
Industrial Zealand activities on other zones, including rural
Zone areas. Specifically, they endorse the

requirements to:

- Screen industrial activities where adjoining
rural zones

- Landscape boundaries in the Waingawa
Industrial Area that interface with rural sites
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Summary of Reasons

Summary of Decision Requested

GIZ -
General
Industrial
Zone

FUZ -
Future
Urban
Zone

New
provision
request

FUZ-O1

S214.111

S$214.112

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

Support

Support

- Screen outdoor storage and service areas
visible form public roads or rural land

These mechanisms will help to internalise
effects within industrial zones and avoid
encroachment o