






































Online submission 

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

Submitter No. S139 

Submitter Name ben gardner -thorne 

Submitter first name ben 

Submitter surname gardner -thorne 

Submitter is contact Yes 

Email zoewteece@gmail.com 

Wish to be heard Yes 

Joint presentation Yes 

Kece1vea: ltl/U�/<'.U.::'.:5 ::,uo 

No:S139 

File Ref: 539570224-15719 

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

Directly affected N/A 

Withhold contact details? No 

Submission points 

Plan section Provision 

Entire Plan General 

Change opposition 

Support/oppose Reasons 

Oppose I 100% disagree with the councils plans to 

change our daylight rules. We worked 

extremely hard to get into our first 

property and with this change we could 

see areas around us building 6 story 

buildings giving us no sunlight in the 

hours we are home after long days at 

work to pay our mortgage. We are located 

at the back of whareama care centre and 

we understand that this to be knocked 

down and turned into kainga ora housing. 

Not only does kainga ora support many 

people who don't work and are on 

benefits we would be cornered with what 

kind of people are being brought in this 

close to our house and children. We also 

don't want to see 6 story buildings which 

could result in more than 100 people 

being brought into this area. Losing all our 

sunlight in the hours we are home would 

result in us moving house and most likely 

being forced to move out of Nelson 

because the house prices are beyond 

crazy as it so we would be out of lucky 

even having a chance to try buy again in 

this region right now. 

The noise levels this could increase 

coming down onto our one-story house 

could result in our future children getting 

less sleep, us getting less sleep and us all 

feeling miserable in our home that we 

worked so hard for. Let along the risk this 

would put us in within our jobs. 

You wouldn't be happy with no sunlight 

and no space to be yourself in your own 

home so unless you actively put yourself 

through hell first then don't expect the 

community to do so. Change the plan 
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Decision sought 

I 100% disagree with the councils plans to 

change our daylight rules. We worked 

extremely hard to get into our first property 

and with this change we could see areas 

around us building 6 story buildings giving us 

no sunlight in the hours we are home after long 

days at work to pay our mortgage. We are 

located at the back of whareama care centre 

and we understand that this to be knocked 

down and turned into kainga ora housing. Not 

only does kainga ora support many people who 

dont work and are on benefits we would be 

conrenred with what kind of people are being 

brought in this close to our house and children. 

We also dont want to see 6 story buildings 

which could result in more than 100 people 

being brought into this area. Losing all our 

sunlight in the hours we are home would result 

in us moving house and most likely being 

forced to move out of Nelson because the 

house prices are beyong crazy as it so we 

would be out of lucky even having a chance to 

try buy again in this region right now. 

The noise levels this could increase coming 

down onto our one story house could result in 

our future children getting less sleep, us getting 

less sleep and us all feeling miserable in our 

home that we worked so hard for. Let along the 

risk this would put us in within our jobs. 

You wouldnt be happy with no sunlight and no 

space to be yourself in your own home so 

unless you actively put yourself through hell 

first then dont expect the commuinty to do so. 

Change the plan 100% its not for our 

community. 



Online submission 

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

Submitter No. S140 

Submitter Name Jon Wahlberg 

Submitter first name Jon 

Submitter surname Wahlberg 

Submitter is contact Yes 

Email .llillzs@frglzs.net 

Wish to be heard Yes 

Joint presentation Yes 

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

Directly affected N/ A 

Withhold contact details? No 

Submission points 

Plan section 

Residential 

Zones 

Provision 

General 

Residential 

Zone 

Support/oppose 

Oppose in part 

Reasons 

There is a great potential to create reverse sensitive issues with 

increased housing density; reduced sections sizes and reduced 

section shapes next to rural property which seeks to undertake 

rural activities. 

Parts of Plan Change 29 objected: 

1. Object to the rezoning of land adjacent to Rural Zone to General

Residential

- Seek to retain existing Residential Zone adjacent to the Rural

Zone, including Rural - Lower Density small holdings Area, unless

otherwise supported by landowner

2. Rule RE.r17.B and Rule RE.r18.B

Object to 3 dwellings on sections adjacent to the Rural Zone,

including Rural - Lower Density small holdings Area.

- Seek only one dwelling adjacent to the Rural Zone, including

Rural - Lower Density small holdings Area.

3. Rule RE.r17.E and Rule RE.r18.E

- Seek a provision to increase setback of buildings from Rural the

Rural Zone, including Rural - Lower Density small holdings Area

boundary

- Seek a setback of 25m for dwellings from Rural Zone. (This being

consistent with the TRMP which recognises the importance of

increased separation to support rural activities)
4. Rule RE.r23.1

- Seek a Permitted provision of only one dwelling adjacent to the

Rural Zone, including Rural - Lower Density small holdings Area.

5 Rule RE.r26.1 

- Seek a provision to setback dwellings 25m from the Rural Zone,

including Rural - Lower Density small holdings Area boundary. 

(This being consistent with the TRMP which recognises the 

importance of increased separation to support rural activities) 

6. Rule 107. 2
- Seek a provision to increase the shape factor of subdivisions

adjacent to the Rural Zone, including Rural - Lower Density small

holdings Area.

- Seek a subdivision zone of at least 1,000m2, with a designated

BLA that is setback 25m from the zone boundary. (This being

consistent with the TRMP which recognises the importance of

increased separation to support rural activities)

- Seek that allotments that adjoins any Rural zone have a width of 

at least 34.5 metres between the zone boundary and the farthest

boundary of the allotment. (This being a 25m rural boundary

offset, 8m shape factor and 1.5m front boundary setback.

Decision sought 

Object to land adjacent to Rural Zone, 

including Rural - Lower Density small 

holdings Area, being rezoned under Plan 

Change 29. 

Council needs to be zoning a gradient of 

activities adjacent to the rural zone to 

avoid matters arising which restricts rural 

activities. 






































