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order document direc�on or eviden�ary 
support.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.008 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Support the need to delete or significantly 
amend provisions which lack of any 
considera�on of scale and significance 
and apply to all development without 
appropriate thresholds;   

Upper Hut City Council S225.009 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Support the need to delete the addi�on of 
onerous requirements for exis�ng 
consents;   

Upper Hut City Council S225.014 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Support the need to delete provisions 
prohibi�ng urban expansion beyond 
exis�ng urban zoned land, par�cularly 
where this does not align with recent 
rezoning no�fied before this plan change; 

Upper Hut City Council S225.015 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Support the need to delete or significantly 
amend hydrological controls for all 
development, which are going beyond 
hydraulic neutrality, as these are unclear 
and seem to be overly onerous;   

Upper Hut City Council S225.019 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Support the need to amend the proposed 
defini�on of a ‘drain’ that would result in all 
drains being considered ‘modified streams’ 

Upper Hut City Council S225.023 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that there are fundamental issues 
with provisions requiring revision or 
dele�on to ensure PC1 is reasonable, legally 
robust and prac�cal to implement.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.025 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the concerns raised in rela�on 
to process, �ming, and sequencing of 
aspects of the no�fied provisions of PC1. 
Agrees that there are numerous instances 
throughout PC1 where litle regard to 
na�onal policy direc�on and principles of 
natural jus�ce have been considered and 
reasonableness /evidence base and 
prac�cal implementa�on of provisions has 
been inconsistently applied.  
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Upper Hut City Council S225.026 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the concerns raised that PC1  
circumvents or undermines na�onal 
direc�ves. Concerned provisions will make 
urban development required by NPS-UD 
poten�ally impossible to deliver, through 
wrapping constraints around housing 
intensifica�on direc�on. 

Upper Hut City Council S225.032 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the amendments sought to the 
defini�on of earthworks to reintroduce the 
exclusions.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.046 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Supports the amendments sought to the 
defini�on of stormwater treatment system 
to provide flexibility.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.048 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Supports amendments to the unplanned 
greenfield development map.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.067 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the amendments to Policy 
WH.P2 to seek that unplanned 
development is managed and not 
prohibited.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.075 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agree that the scope of Policy WH.P10 
should be narrowed to apply only to 
stormwater networks not individual 
developments within a network, except for 
point source discharges to surface water.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.077 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that is is inappropriate and unjust to 
require onsite stormwater systems to be 
installed, due to the 'like for like' 
replacement of impervious surfaces. 
Considers this places unnecessary burden 
on land owners seeking to undertake 
maintenance of their proper�es. 

Upper Hut City Council S225.078 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the concerns raised in rela�on 
to financial contribu�ons.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.093 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the request to delete Policy 
WH.P31 rela�ng to winter works. 
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Upper Hut City Council S225.098 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Supports the request to delete or amend 
the thresholds and financial contribu�ons 
specified in Rule WH.R6.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.099 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the concerns raised with the 
implica�ons of this rule that would mean 
applica�on of financial contribu�ons and 
costly significant upgrades, given 
requirements to both include costly 
stormwater systems within developments, 
as well as pay financial contribu�ons under 
schedule 30 (i.e. double dipping of cost). 

Upper Hut City Council S225.100 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the concerns raised with the 
implica�ons of this rule that would mean 
applica�on of financial contribu�ons and 
costly significant upgrades, given 
requirements to both include costly 
stormwater systems within developments, 
as well as pay financial contribu�ons under 
schedule 30 (i.e. double dipping of cost). 

Upper Hut City Council S225.102 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the concerns raised regarding 
the implica�ons of the ‘redevelopment’ 
defini�on and lack of thresholds in Rule 
WH.R11 for redevelopment.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.104 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the concerns with the 
implica�ons and prac�cality of Rule 
WH.R13.  

Upper Hut City Council S225.120 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the ra�onale and basis for the 
proposed financial contribu�ons needs to 
be reviewed.  

Porirua City Council  S240.010 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the defini�on of hydrological 
control needs to be amended to assist in 
implementa�on of associated rules.  

Porirua City Council  S240.014 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Supports amendments to the defini�on of 
unplanned greenfield development to 
provide a consen�ng pathway for a 
proposal located in these areas that may 
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have posi�ve outcomes, including for 
freshwater.  

Porirua City Council  S240.033 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the prohibi�on of unplanned 
greenfield development may result in 
unintended consequences with no 
consen�ng pathway to consider a proposal 
located in this area that may have posi�ve 
outcomes, including for freshwater.  

Porirua City Council  S240.046 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that Policy P.P15 should be deleted 
as there is insufficient evidence base to 
support the prohibi�on of unplanned 
greenfield development.  

Porirua City Council S240.060 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the current approach to winter 
works management should be maintained 
and agrees that Policy P.P29 should be 
deleted.  

Kāinga Ora S257.009  Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that a full review of and expansion 
to the areas iden�fied as exis�ng, new and 
future urban areas.  
 

Kāinga Ora S257.019  Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the policy and associated rules 
introduces a significant cost to developers 
on a site. Also agrees that Policy WH.P14 
reads like a rule and would be difficult to 
achieve through redevelopment of exis�ng 
urban environments and could discourage 
brownfield development.  

Kāinga Ora S257.020 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agree that the policy and rules rela�ng to 
financial contribu�ons should be deleted.  

Kāinga Ora S257.021 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agree that the policy and rules rela�ng to 
unplanned urban development should 
deleted as there is not sufficient evidence 
base to treat unplanned greenfield 
development differently to planned 
development.  



 3 

 

3  

Kāinga Ora S257.026 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that winter works can be adequately 
dealt with as a mater of discre�on or via 
current prac�ce.  

Kāinga Ora S257.028 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the 1,000m2 thresholds of this rule 
is a low baseline for development and will 
impose a considerable regulatory burden and 
cost on development through consent 
requirements, which has not been adequately 
assessed within the s32 analysis.  

Kāinga Ora S257.029 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the 1,000m2 thresholds of this rule 
is a low baseline for development and will 
impose a considerable regulatory burden and 
cost on development through consent 
requirements, which has not been adequately 
assessed within the s32 analysis. 

Kāinga Ora S257.030 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the 1,000m2 thresholds of this rule 
is a low baseline for development and will 
impose a considerable regulatory burden and 
cost on development through consent 
requirements, which has not been adequately 
assessed within the s32 analysis. 

Kāinga Ora S257.031 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that WH.R11(b) does not provide alterna�ve 
framework applicable to catchment based solu�ons 
for atenua�on, control and treatment associated 
with "greenfield development", and doesn't allow for 
a corresponding reduc�on in cases where treatment 
exceeds the 85% requirement.  
 
 
 
 

Kāinga Ora S257.032 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees with the removal of reference to 
financial contribu�ons 

Kāinga Ora S257.038 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that winter works can be dealt with as a 
mater of discre�on not a separate non-
complying ac�vity rule.  

Kāinga Ora S257.048 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the financial contribu�ons policy 
and associated rules should be deleted.  

Kāinga Ora S257.054 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that winter works can be dealt with as a 
mater of discre�on not a separate non-
complying ac�vity rule. 
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Kāinga Ora S257.056 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the 1,000m2 thresholds of this rule 
is a low baseline for development and will 
impose a considerable regulatory burden and 
cost on development through consent 
requirements, which has not been adequately 
assessed within the s32 analysis. 

Kāinga Ora S257.057 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the 1,000m2 thresholds of this rule 
is a low baseline for development and will 
impose a considerable regulatory burden and 
cost on development through consent 
requirements, which has not been adequately 
assessed within the s32 analysis. 

Kāinga Ora S257.058 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the 1,000m2 thresholds of this rule 
is a low baseline for development and will 
impose a considerable regulatory burden and 
cost on development through consent 
requirements, which has not been adequately 
assessed within the s32 analysis. 

Kāinga Ora S257.059 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the 1,000m2 thresholds of this rule 
is a low baseline for development and will 
impose a considerable regulatory burden and 
cost on development through consent 
requirements, which has not been adequately 
assessed within the s32 analysis. 

Kāinga Ora S257.064 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that an exclusion needs to be added to 
the earthworks permited ac�vity rule that 
exempts ac�vi�es associated with the trenching 
of services.  

Kāinga Ora S257.065 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that winter works can be dealt with as a 
mater of discre�on not a separate non-
complying ac�vity rule. 

Kāinga Ora S257.067 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the policies, rules and schedules 
rela�ng to financial contribu�ons should be 
deleted.  

Summerset Group 
Holdings Limited 

S38.001 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the defini�on of hydrological 
control needs to be amended to provide more 
specificity about what they actually are.  

Summerset Group 
Holdings Limited 

S38.002 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that roofing with rainwater collec�on 
complying with hydraulic neutrality rules should 
not be considered an impervious surface.  
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Summerset Group 
Holdings Limited 

S38.007 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the cost of the 85% treatment 
requirement on landowners/ developers, and the 
impacts on housing supply in the region has not been 
sufficiently assessed in the Sec�on 32 Evalua�on, it is 
poten�ally inconsistent with the NPS-UD.  
 

Summerset Group 
Holdings Limited 

S38.010 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that the s32 statement that there is a 
higher risk for discharges of sediment over the 
winter months is incorrect.  

Forest Enterprises S111.002 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that rules WH.R17 to WH.R22 and Rules 
P.R16 to P.R21 neglect to acknowledge the 
precedence of the Na�onal Environmental 
Standards of Planta�on Forestry (NESPF) and 
Na�onal Environmental Standards of 
Commercial Forestry (NESCF).  
 

Forest Enterprises S111.003 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that where councils are proposing a new 
rule that is more stringent than the NES-PF, 
there is a requirement to demonstrate the more 
stringent rule is jus�fied in the context of the 
region/district in accordance with sec�on 32(4) 
of the RMA.  

Forest Enterprises S111.004 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that there is a lack of jus�fica�on and 
defini�on for erosion prone land.  

Forest Enterprises S111.006 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that NES-CF has rules and controls for total 
suspended solids and planta�on forestry discharge 
and seeks jus�fica�on on how rules in PC1 provide 
greater posi�ve environmental outcomes.  
 

Forest Enterprises S111.016 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that Rule P.R16 does not acknowledge 
the precedence of the NES-PF and NES-CF 

Forest Enterprises S111.017 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that Rule P.R17 does not acknowledge 
the precedence of the NES-PF and NES-CF 

Forest Enterprises S111.018 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that Rule P.R18 does not acknowledge 
the precedence of the NES-PF and NES-CF 

Forest Enterprises S111.018 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that Rule P.R19 does not acknowledge 
the precedence of the NES-PF and NES-CF 

Forest Enterprises S111.018 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that Rule P.R20 does not acknowledge 
the precedence of the NES-PF and NES-CF 

Forest Enterprises S111.018 Support Allow Support submission 
point in full 

Agrees that Rule P.R21 does not acknowledge 
the precedence of the NES-PF and NES-CF 
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