S126
Voided



SI27
Voided









Si30
Voided












My submission is | reject everything about Plan change 29 in its entirety. However, if the RMA do go
ahead with the plan | would like to submit the following:

e llive in an area currently zoned low density residential. | oppose the change of the zoning in
our area from low density to general density. This doesnt appropriately recognise the
character and amentity of our existing residential area and would have a more than minor
effect on the overall amenity of the local environment as enjoyed by existing residents. It
doesnt suit the area with the large old homestead (built 1914) and gardens.

| oppose the removal of any current daylight angles that affect any residential home and these
should not be changed or removed for any building in a residential area, or any building that will
affect an existing residential home. | oppose any buildings over two storeys inresidential areas which
will affect existing residential homes.

Further the plan would change the suburban character in a way that could set a precedent. The
planned character of the single house zone in Nelson is one of predominantly one or two-storey
buildings ‘within a generally spacious settting’. If the subject site is developed as allowed that area
of single house zone cannot realistically be said to be predominantly in accordance with the
character. {from recent environmental commissioners hearing for beach haven which residents
stopped the intensive development).

| support multi storey buildings in the Nelson CBD, but not in residential areas, or areas which affect
residential areas. The loss of privacy, loss of sunlight, increased noise, mental health issues are a
major concern for existing residents who potentially have six storey buildings looking into their
homes and backyards. High rise buildings will detrimentally affect the character and soul of Nelson.
We choose to live here for the sunshine, lifestyle and enjoyment of life - not to become a concrete
jungle.

[ am concerned that the existing infrastructure in Nelson need to being increased to cope with the
proposed increase in our population- where is the schoaols, preschools, daycare for a sudden increase
in housing. There arent enough to cope with current population. What about dementia units? That
our wastewater, sewer, parking, rubbish collection, drinking water (we have restrictions nearly every
year) have not been upgraded for the increase in housing. Parking, roads etc. Our hospital doesnt
have enough beds to meet demand already. Health services overloaded - so what has NCC done to
ensure we have infrastructure and services to meet the increased population. Failing to do this
would be negligent.

When our subdivision was built it was deemed a low density housing area. this was to preserve the
environmental factors of the area, the heritage trees and the heritage property. We, and our
neighbours, built knowing this was a low density area. We wish for low density zoning to remain for
our property.

The poor neighbours who lose aesthetics, daylight and sunlight and are left, literally, in the cold.
Solar panels will be less effective. People will not be able to enjoy the outdoor areas.

imagine a 3,4,5 or 6 storey apartment building built north of a residential property, or people looking
over your backyard 24/7 in the fourth storey next door and the loss of enjoyment and privacy of
your own home.

Imagine your current home having multi story buildings all around you, maybe 6 high. Imagine it on
three sides of you, or maybe all around. The increased noise, and vehicle movements. Rubbish
bins- servicing multiple dwellings all limed up on the footpath, increased water run off.



As a teen | lived in Nelson in an older house with multi storey buildings built on either side - its not
hice. its confining - its dark, cold, wet. Our house got little sunlight with the multi storeys blocking
light. once the two storey concrete wall was built next door on the boundary the outside was wet
and damp all the time and the house dark and cold. The neighbours cats and pets used our vege
garden as the toilet. Where are these pets going to roam.

There is no privacy and people looking down on you all the time. As someone who experienced this
forty years ago i thought Nelson had moved on - but they going backwards.

Sunshine is a factor that makes your soul soar and by blocking light and sun it affects moods and
mental health as well.

One of my big concerns is people make lifestyle and living choices. Some people choose to live in
apartment villages (with people all around them {we did when we were younger and lived overseas).
However, people also choose to live in a quiet neighbourhood with no high rise buildings and
enjoying then quiet enjoyment of their own homes (tenants and homeowners alike) however, this
choice is being taken away from them.

Recently | walked up Ngawhatu Valley in stoke - there is so much land and then i walked over to
Marsden Valley where there is much housing being build (two storey units under construction).
There has been so much housing development in stoke that has this been taken into account as it
seems they say no land - but houses are sprouting like mushrooms in Ngawhatu and Marsden valleys
and Ngawhatu has land for miles still to develop.

| lived in flint, Michigan, USA for a few years decades ago. it was a lovely place to live. people
flocked there, lots of parks, jobs.

It then changed quickly (for many reasons) - in a couple of years. Violence, poverty, drugs, gangs
changed it in a few years. | knew of many people run out and walked away from their homes with
nothing- the govt, police, councillors couldn’t do a thing. people say it wont happen here - but they
are naive and it could happen.

Intensive housing leads to all sorts of social issues - the biggest being loss of privacy, loss of sunlight,
loss of enjoyment of homes, noise. Where are all the parks for the kids to play, schools, daycares,
hospital beds, infrastructure?

If Proposed plan 29 proceeds then the NCC are clutching figures out of the sky saying it wont happen
overnight. Its the developers and Kainga Ora and Iwi who will decide how quickly it happens - hot
NCC. Once it is approved it is out of their control.

People who haven’t seen a beautiful, fun, rich city fall don’t believe it could happen to them - it can
if the values of a city and its soul aren’t preserved for future generations. More housing can be done
without destroying existing communities, residential homes and quiet enjoyment of our homes. It is
a tenants and home owners right to have quiet enjoyment of their home.

Date - 13/9/2023

Signed - Diane Joy Chandler
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Online submission

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

Submitter No. S139
Submitter Name
Submitter first name ben

Submitter surname gardner -thorne

ben gardner -thorne

Submitter is contact Yes
Email zoewteece@gmail.com
Wish to be heard Yes
Joint presentation Yes

Trade competition
Directly affected N/A

Withhold contact details? No

Submission points

Plan section  Provision Support/oppose
Entire Plan General Oppose
Change opposition

Reasons

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 resultin 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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Recelvea: 18/UY/2UZ3 dun
No: S139
File Ref: 539570224-15719

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

Decision sought

| 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 online via the Council's website.

Submitter No.
Submitter Name
Submitter first name
Submitter surname
Submitter is contact
Email

Wish to be heard
Joint presentation
Trade competition

Directly affected

Withhold contact details?

S140

Jon Wahlberg
lon

Wahlberg

Yes
fralzs@frglzs.net
Yes

Yes

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

N/A

No

Submission points

Plan section Provision

Residential General

Zones 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.
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RMA FORM 5 — Continued
Submission on publicly notified Proposed Plan Change 29 —, Nelson
City Council

Clause 6 of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1

Submission Point 1

The specific provision of the proposal that my submission relates to:

Plan Change 29 — General

My submission is (support, oppose, amend):

None

Reasons for my submission

Thank you for the opportunity to submit on this proposed plan change. Woolworths New Zealand
Limited (Woolworths NZ Ltd) supports the general direction of Proposed Plan Change 29 to provide
well-functioning urban environments, while appropriately managing the risk of natural hazards within
Nelson City.

Woolworths NZ Ltd currently operates 191 Countdown stores nationwide and employs over 20,000
people. Woolworths NZ Ltd is also the franchisor for the Fresh Choice and Super Value brands, with a
further 70 stores nationwide.

There are three Countdown stores and one Fresh Choice store in Nelson City:
e Stoke Countdown: Corner of Putaitai Street and Main Road Stoke, Stoke
e Nelson Countdown: 23 St Vincent Street, Nelson
e Trafalgar Park Countdown: Corner of Paruparu Road and Halifax Street, Nelson
e Fresh Choice: 69 Collingwood Street, Nelson

Woolworths NZ Ltd is proud to work with communities and councils to create and deliver successful
supermarkets that support and foster community wellbeing.

1 seek the fdilbWing decision frbm the lqcai agtﬁprity (rgfain, afnér_\d, édd, deieté):”

None
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Submission Point2 e
The specific provision of the proposal that my submission relates to:

Chapter 9: Suburban Commercial Zone: Rules — Item SCr.21 New buildings and alterations and
additions to buildings

Permitted SCr.21.1 — Minor alterations and additions to a building that does not change its external
design and appearance of the building are permitted.

Controlled SCr.21.2 — not applicable

Discretionary/Non-Complying/Prohibited SCr.21.3 — A new building, or any alterations and additions
to existing buildings that are not otherwise permitted by SCr.21.1 are restricted discretionary activity.
Discretion is restricted over:

------

Assessment Criteria SCr.21.4....

My submission is (support, 6ppose, a'méir{d'): ) -

Oppose in part - Amend

Reasons for my submission

Woolworths NZ Ltd supports the ability to undertake minor alterations and additions to buildings
without the need for resource consent where these result in inconsequential changes to the bulk,

scale and appearance of a building.

As proposed, the item title of this rule refers to ‘new buildings and alterations and additions’,
however the permitted activity criteria of SCR.21.1 does not relate to new buildings, and only
relates to additions and alterations. New buildings are addressed under the SCr.21.3 and
automatically require resource consent as a Restricted Discretionary Activity. As currently drafted
the rule appears to merge two separate matters into a separate rule being ‘new buildings’ and
‘additions and alterations’ which is not overly clear to the plan user.

The Proposed Plan Change does not include a definition of ‘minor alterations and additions’.
Therefore, it is assumed that any additions and alterations to a building which change its external
appearance or design are not classed as minor, and therefore cannot be considered a permitted
activity under SCr.21.1. It is understood this rule is seeking to achieve quality visual appearance
however as drafted it is considered highly ambiguous and will likely require persons to approach
Council on an individual case by case basis to confirm whether it can be agreed as being ‘minor’. It is
also not clear to what extent ‘external design and appearance’ would be taken and whether this
would also capture signage attached to a building.

SCr.21.3 requires new buildings, or any alterations or additions to existing buildings that are not
otherwise permitted by SCr.21.1, to be considered as a Restricted Discretionary Activity. The
matters to which Council’s discretion is restricted is set out below as SCr.21.3 i-iv. This criteria does
not refer to any further assessment criteria, however SCr.21.4 as drafted, which sits immediately
under this rule, suggests to the plan user that this criteria is also relevant. It is considered the
restricted discretionary criteria should be amended to refer to the criteria under SCr21.4 ifitis
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intended that this also be assessed as part Wokfvany resource consent apptication for a Restricted
Discretionary Activity.

I seek the following decision from the local authority (retain, amend, add, delete):
Woolworths NZ Ltd seek that SCr.21 is separated into two rules, one applying to new buildings and
one applying to minor alterations and additions.

Woolworths NZ Ltd also seek that greater clarity be provided to define ‘minor alterations and
additions’ to enable this rule to be utilised without the need for case by case checking with Council.

Woolworths NZ Ltd seek that the Restricted Discretionary Activity criteria is amended to refer to the
further assessment criteria set out under SCr.21.4 if this is intended to be assessed as part of an
application for a Restricted Discretionary Activity resource consent.

Submlssmn PomtBr

The SpeCIfIC prov:stbn dfthe pr'o'pcr)sal that my submlssmn relates to

Chapter 9: Suburban Commercial Zone: Rules — item SCr.21 New buildings and alterations and
additions to buildings

Discretionary/Non-Complying/Prohibited SCr.21.3 — A new building, or any alterations and additions
to existing buildings that are not otherwise permitted by SCr.21.1 are restricted discretionary activity.
Discretion is restricted over:

Resource consent applications will be considered without notification, or obtaining written approval
of affected parties.

lely submuésnon is (support oppose, amend)

Support
Reasons for rﬁy submisston

Woolworths NZ Ltd supports the inclusion of a non-notification clause for Restricted Discretionary
Activities under rule SCr.21.3.

I seek the following decision from the local authority (retain, amend, add, delete):

Retain as proposed.

Submission Point 4 -
The specvflc prows:on of the proposal that my submlssmn relates to

Chapter 8: Inner City Zone: Rules — Item ICr.37B New buildings and alterations and additions to
buildings

B
B
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Permitted ICr.37B.1 — Minor alterations and additions to a building that does not change its external
design and appearance of the building are permitted.

Controlled ICr.37B.2 — Not applicable

Discretionary/Non-Complying/Prohibited I1Cr.37B.3 — A new building, or any alterations and additions
to existing buildings that are not otherwise permitted by ICr.37B.1 are restricted discretionary activity.

Discretion is restricted over:

......

Assessment Criteria ICr.37B.4....

My subrﬁission is (supportr,yt')‘ﬁpose, armend):

Oppose in part - Amend

'Reasons for my submission

Woolworths NZ Ltd supports the ability to undertake minor alterations and additions to buildings
without the need for resource consent where these result in inconsequential changes to the hbulk,
scale and appearance of a building.

As proposed, the item title of this rule refers to ‘new buildings and alterations and additions’,
however the permitted activity criteria of ICr.37B.1 does not relate to new buildings, and only
relates to additions and alterations. New buildings are addressed under the ICr.37B.3 and
automatically require resource consent as a Restricted Discretionary Activity. As currently drafted
the rule appears to merge two separate matters into a separate rule being ‘new buildings’ and
‘additions and alterations’ which is not overly clear to the plan user.

The Proposed Plan Change as drafted does not include a definition of ‘minor alterations and
additions’. Therefore it is assumed that any additions and alterations to a building which change its
external appearance or design are not classed as minor, and therefore cannot be considered a
permitted activity under ICr.37B.1. It is understood this rule is seeking to achieve quality visual
appearance however as drafted it is considered highly ambiguous and will likely require persons to
approach Council on an individual case by case basis to confirm whether it can be agreed as being
‘minor’. It is also not clear to what extent ‘external design and appearance’ would be taken and
whether this would also capture sighage attached to a building.

ICr.37B.3 requires new buildings, or any alterations or additions to existing buildings that are not
otherwise permitted by ICr.37B.1 to be considered as a Restricted Discretionary Activity. The
matters to which Council’s discretion is restricted is set out below as |Cr.37B.3 i-iv. This criteria does
not refer to any further assessment criteria, however ICr.37B.4 as drafted which sits immediately
under this rule suggests to the plan user that this criteria is also relevant. It is considered the
restricted discretionary criteria should be amended to refer to the criteria under ICr.37B.4 ifit is
intended that this also be assessed as part of any resource consent application for a Restricted

Discretionary Activity.

1 seek the following decision from the local authority (retain, amend, add, delete):
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Woolworths NZ Ltd seek that ICr.378B is separated into two rules, one applying to new buildings and
one applying to minor alterations and additions.

Woolworths NZ Ltd also seek that greater clarity be provided to define ‘minor alterations and
additions’ to enable this rule to be utilised without the need for case by case checking with Council.

Woolworths NZ Ltd seek that the Restricted Discretionary Activity criteria is amended to refer to the
further assessment criteria set out under ICr.37B.4 if this is intended to be assessed as part of an
application for a Restricted Discretionary Activity resource consent.

Submission Point5 I
The specific provision of the proposal that my submission relates to:

Chapter 9: Suburban Commercial Zone: Rules — item ICr.37B New buildings and alterations and
additions to buildings

Discretionary/Non-Complying/Prohibited ICr.37B.3 — A new building, or any alterations and additions
to existing buildings that are not otherwise permitted by ICr,37B.1 are restricted discretionary activity.
Discretion is restricted over:

......

Resource consent applications will be considered without notification, or obtaining written approval
of affected parties.

My submission is (support, oppose, amend):

Support
Rea#éné f;)r my s@bfﬁissibn

Woolworths NZ Ltd supports the inclusion of a non-notification clause for restricted discretionary
activities under rule ICr.378B.3.

el the following decison fromthe loca authoriy (etan, amend, add,deltel:

Retain as drafted.

B
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