








Dear councillors, tena kotu.

I appreciate you organising
the public meeting the other
night and allowing Nelson
residents the opportunity to
have a voice.

I am hoping that this is read
directly by you (Nick) and not
an assistant or office person
who doesnt actually effect the
choice.

After hearing so much
unhappiness with many
aspects of Plan Change 29,
regarding its content, delivery
and timeframes then I strongly
suggest, in the greater
interests of the wider
community, that Plan Change
29 be pushed back to the
planners, for a more palatable,
re written version that gives
better protection to
neighbours sunlight, heritage
and areas of character in our
City.

For a few reasons, the ‘Plan 29’
needs to be revised & looked
at again;

1.We are first home owners in 
sunny nelson, on seymour 
avenue, we moved here from 
the westcoast 8 years ago and 
only a few years ago and 
managed to buy our first 
house, it is small and under a 
hillside so we only get half 
days sun in the summer and 
winter, which makes it already 
cold and increases our power 
bill, if you put more houses 
around us and other places like 
us that completely block out 
the sun we will have no means 
of warmth and life growing 
light to say the least!

2.The hillside on seymour 
avenue is also had some major 
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2.The hillside on seymour avenue 
is also had some major slips as im 
sure you are aware of & putting 
higher buildings next to the 
hillside would be wrong and 
dangerous as you would be 
distrubing the ground and hill to 
put in foundations for propsed 
buildings.



slips as im sure you are aware
of & putting higher buildings
next to the hillside would be
wrong and dangerous as you
would be distrubing the
ground and hill to put in
foundations for propsed
buildings.

3.With the cost of living gone 
up, alot of people have turned 
to growing what they can at 
home in their gardens as a 
means of food and this 
requires space & sunlight, 
buildings 3-6 storys will not 
help that and only leave more 
people hungry and cold.

4.Lack of sunlight drastically 
effects the moods and moral of 
people, its widely known. If you 
put high rise buildings next to 
small town houses it will cause 
emmesne effects on peoples 
mental health, physical health, 
work moral and freedom of 
growth as this will effect 
gardens and food grown due 
to lack of sunlight.

5.There are certian places 
where i can see upto 3 story 
housing valuable and benefical 
but a small heritage area which 
we work so hard to preserve 
and restore for future 
genertions of history and 
heritage is not a place for high 
story buildings of any kind, our 
heratige area needs sunlight 
and peoples laughter to 
flourish, dark shaddowing 
buildings contradict that. I 
suggest for adding more 
avalible housing for people, 
pick ONE area and build a 
block of higher buildings where 
theren is no other surrounding 
propertys effected, such as at 
the maitai campground or 
brook campground where 
people are already pilling up in 
caravans, cars and tents 
throughout the
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5.There are certian places where i 
can see upto 3 story housing 
valuable and benefical but a small 
heritage area which we work so 
hard to preserve and restore for 
future genertions of history and 
heritage is not a place for high 
story buildings of any kind, our 
heratige area needs sunlight and 
peoples laughter to flourish, dark 
shaddowing buildings contradict 
that. I suggest for adding more 
avalible housing for people, pick 
ONE area and build a block of 
higher buildings where theren is 
no other surrounding propertys 
effected, such as at the maitai 
campground or brook 
campground where people are 
already pilling up in caravans, cars 
and tents throughout the cold 
seasons and the hot seasons 
which at the tempatures we get to 
in nelson isnt safe either, these 
people can actully use and are in 
need of housing. Im also not 
saying to cover the entire 
campground in buildings because 
we also need our nature and 
campgrounds for outdoors time 
and for tourisum in the nelson 
area.

6.Sound & nosie complaints; 
building higher buildings will
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of flats on nile st before you 
go over the bridge towards
the maitai. These places
already source people who 
need warm homes and could 
hold alot more people for 
housing if repaired and held to 
the healthy homes standard 
required by ALL rentals in, im 
unsure why they are any 
differant. IF you spent money 
repairing places like that, 
people would have more 
options for living or better yet 
WANT to live in places like that 
because at the moment those 
places dont meet the basic 
standard of living requirement 
ot apaprence.
- for franklyn village for
example, you could fit TWO
high rise buildings in that area
if turned around and parking
changed in that area.

9. Removing the resource
consent for height and sun
regulations is rediculous and all
the points above support my
opinion & rights for making a
stand as a nelson home owner
and rate payer.

I do agree the hosuing 
situation is limited as people 
keep growing, but putting 
massive towers in amongst 
small areas & heritage ares isnt 
right, you must see the people 
value over the dollar value in 
your gut.

This is in no way a rejection of 
proposed housing intensity 
and growth, but just a way of 
ensuring a more thoughtful 
‘better fit’ for the uniqueness 
of our City, District and its 
Residents. I would also 
strongly recommend that 
inline with your offer of ‘as 
much community engagement 
as possible’, and as a rate payer 
myself and for all the

- for franklyn village for example,
you could fit TWO high rise
buildings in that area if turned
around and parking changed in
that area.

9. Removing the resource consent
for height and sun regulations is
rediculous and all the points
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I do agree the hosuing situation is 
limited as people keep growing, 
but putting massive towers in 
amongst small areas & heritage 
ares isnt right, you must see the 
people value over the dollar value 
in your gut.

This is in no way a rejection of 
proposed housing intensity and 
growth, but just a way of ensuring 
a more thoughtful ‘better fit’ for 
the uniqueness of our City, 
District and its Residents. I would 
also strongly recommend that 
inline with your offer of ‘as much 
community engagement as 
possible’, and as a rate payer 
myslef and for all the other rate 
payer on your data base, im 
highly discusted we werent 
emailed this and request that we 
are emailed when the revised 
version of the plan is open for 
consultation and I personally give 
to you my consent for NCC to 
email to me that notification.

Nothing should be done without 
FULL PUBLIC DISCLOSURE, we are 
the people of here & today, 
respect us and dont try to pull the 
wall over our eyes, as we as 
awhole have always stood with 
you.

Regards,

Amelia pitt & Jason rowling

50b seymour avenue, the brook.

Nelson.
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Online submission
This is a submission that was made online via the Council's website.

Submitter No. S108

Submitter Name Sarah Tobin

Submitter first name Sarah

Submitter middle name Louise

Submitter surname Tobin

Submitter is contact Yes

Email sarahtobin1@gmail.com

Wish to be heard No

Joint presentation No

Trade competition I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Directly affected N/A

Withhold contact details? No

Submission points

Documents included with submission

Plan section Provision Support/oppose Reasons Decision sought

Residential
Zones

High Density
Residential
Zone

Oppose 6 storey buildings would ruin
views and sunlight of
surrounding dwellings. The
effects of which would also
reduce their properties value.
There is no need to intensify
residential zones to that extent
in Nelson.
Buildings higher than 3 stories
should have to go through the
Resource consent process.

Only allow 2 and 3 store
buildings in residential
zones without a resource
consent.

None































Online submission

This is a submission that was made online via the Council's website.

Submitter No. S116

Submitter Name Jill Ford

Submitter first name Jill

Submitter surname Ford

Submitter is contact Yes

Email jill.ford1@gmail.com

Wish to be heard Yes

Joint presentation No

Trade competition I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this 

submission. Directly affected N/A

Documents included with submission

Plan section Provision Support/oppose Reasons Decision sought

Entire Plan
Change

General
support

Support in part They are
as above

I totally support more intensive homes in nelson but feel strongly that a few changes need to be made. Many 
objections I have seen on FB have been around loss of sunlight! And people concerned about loosing a view 
which probably means that their house cost more when they bought it!
There is also way too much 'low cost' / free parking in central Nelson with huge squares allocated to parking 
which could be better used for town houses or up to 6 story apartments.
Having moved from Wellington I am very concerned about the urban sprawl in the region, and valuable 
horticultural land being converted to housing. Also lack of low income housing. I lived in newtown - the most 
dense suburb with mixed income housing, its vibrant, multicultural, everything is close by and finally there is 
good PT and cycle lanes!!! The CBD has lots of apartments and some 3 story town houses its making Wellington 
a better place to live. I still have a small 2 BD room apartment in a complex in Newtown, it has a central 
courtyard, with great community feel and is close to everything. This is an example of one that happens to be for 
sale ATM. https://benstevens.co.nz/property/6c-16-constable-...This is what could be in one of the many parking 
squares in Nelson, instead of which cars parked take up valuble land.

1. Residential - 3 stories is fine and needs to be allowed without additional building consent. - as many of the
older houses (we live on cnr of Collingwood and Brougham) are already effectively 3 stories, ie over 8m high.

2. The big issue is the 'footprint' a maximum of 40% is ridiculaously low and need to be much bigger. In fact all
that is needed is distance away from neighbouring properties and sunlight. Should be no restriction, unless is due
to eg, slip zones, inadequate infrastructure, - waste water, etc. Council shouldnt be basically insisting that
residents have big gardens or massive driveways . This would enable more dense housing of less height.

3. Medium density - much bigger foot print and only 2-4 stories. Already on Trafalgar st there are taller buildings.
Realistically because apartments over 3 stories have to have an elevator then developers wont build apartments
or townhouses over 3 stories unless they can be high enough and have large enough foot print to make them
financially viable.

4. Support 6 story in centre of city, this will mean more people live there, which will be good for local busines,
make the area more viabrant. This has happened in Wellington (where we have moved from) and has been very
successful in reducing need for inner city people

5. Diasbility access - given the growing older population and that Nelson already has a higher % of over 65yr
(which includes us!!) then there needs to be greater requirement for disability access in all multiunit
developments.

Document name Apartments complex

File courtyard.jpg

Description Apartment complex Newtown Wgtn

Document name Example of dense apartment

File insidegrassarea.jpg

Description Apartment complex in newtown, Wgtn, simular could be in one or more of the squares in Nelson central.
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