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PLAN CHANGE 12 - SUBMISSION ON A PUBLICLY NOTIFIED
PLAN CHANGE UNDER CLAUSE 6 OF THE FIRST SCHEDULE
TO THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991

Please be aware when providing personal information that submissions will be reproduced and included in Council
public documents. Your submission and any supporting documents will be published on Council's website.

Please print and do not use pencil. You can attach more pages if necessary. If you do not wish to use this form, please

ensure that the same information required by this form is covered in your submission. —_—
TO: Hamilton City Council REeLElivED
SUBMISSION ON: Proposed Plan Change 12 - Enabling Housing Supply 29 SEP 2022
FULL NAME: (required) MOSE DAMGEL  RomAN| =
COMPANY NAME: (if applicable) CUSTOMER |

POSTAL ADDRESS: (required) C[ Lverdiiew T A - PP’E el D
SIS NTE SYNTR 2214

EMAIL ADDRESS: (required) Q( (( be vomanu @/qma/\‘/e - Lo

PHONE NUMBER: (required) Dzt S©&933

CONTACT NAME AND ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF PERSON MAKING THE SUBMISSION:

This is the person and address to which all communication from Council about the submission will be sent. You do not need
to fill this in if the details are the same as the above.

Phone: Email:

DO YOU WANT TO BE HEARD IN SUPPORT OF YOUR SUBMISSION?

I:] Yes IE/NO

Hearings will take place later, and we will contact you to arrange a time only if you wish to be heard. Please give us your
contact details in the top section.

IF OTHERS MAKE A SIMILAR SUBMISSION, WOULD YOU BE PREPARED TO CONSIDER PRESENTING A
JOINT CASE WITH THEM AT ANY HEARING?

l:l Yes IE/NO

COULD YOU GAIN AN ADYANTAGE IN TRADE COMPETITION THROUGH THIS SUBMISSION?
|:| Yes @/N’

IF YES, ARE YOU DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY AN EFFECT OF THE SUBJECT MATTER OF THE SUBMISSION
THAT BOTH:

- ADVERSELY AFFECTS THE ENVIRONMENT
- DOES NOT RELATE TO TRADE COMPETITION OR THE EFFECTS OF TRADE COMPETITION?

[__—I Yes [I No
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1. THETOPIC MY SUBMISSION RELATES TO IS: (Tick all that apply).

gt

ypes of houses and neighbourhoods D Moving around our city D Green policies
%tecting our heritage and natural environment Mw it's paid for |:| Other
2.

THE SPECIFIC CHAPTER AND PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: (Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s), such as Rule 20.3.1.)
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3.

oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.)

MY SUBMISSION IS THAT: (State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate whether you support or

¥ <er ATTACH MAVT  QensT -

4. 1SEEKTHE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL: (Give precise details.)
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Signature: Date:

REMINDER: SUBMI NS MUST REACH COUNCIL BY FRIDAY 30 SEPTEMBER 2022.
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SUBMISSION OBJECTING TO THE DESIGNATION OF THE AREA BOUNDED BY RIVER
ROAD, CASEY AVE, RIVERVIEW TCE AND THE BOUNDARY ROAD BRIDGE AS A
HIGH-DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ZONE [HDRZ]

Recommendation:
That the designation of a HDRZ in this area be revoked.

1. I'am a resident on the river side of River Road. My objection for this part is that:

a. There are significant geotechnical information requirements regarding the flood
hazard areas, Gully Hazard areas and the Waikato River stability to address which
would compromise any large development; therefore it seems pointless to go ahead
with designating this area as a HDRZ.

b. There is a wastewater main under some of these properties meaning major
disruptions and expenses to the infrastructure if any development went ahead.

2. Regarding the wider area on the east side of the river your 4.4.1 purpose states:

a. The HDRZ is predominantly for residential activities with high concentration and bulk
of buildings, such as apartments, and other compatible activities.

i. This area currently has no ‘high concentration and bulk of buildings’.

b. The Zone is applied in areas that are within a walkable catchment of the edge of the
Central City Zone.

i. Most people do not walk ‘to the edge of the CBD’. They generally go to a more
central area. From our place it is 1km to the bus stop on Ulster Street. It is a
2km walk to walk into the CBD.

c. The section regarding the ‘Visitor Facilities Precinct’ bears no relationship or similarity
to the area on the East side of the river which is currently totally residential.

d. The design and layout of sites and buildings in the HDRZ are critically important.

i. A big relief that resource consent is required. But how will you ensure there is
‘adequate on-site amenity and privacy [e.g. sun, and current height to
boundary ratios are maintained] and consistent with the expected urban built
character of the Zone is provided for?

e. The Plan places particular emphasis on the importance of development integrating
with and positively contributing to the quality, safety, and convenience of publicly
accessible spaces. These include publicly-owned roads and parks, but also privately
owned spaces that are primarily intended to provide public access to development, and
that development in turn fronts on to or addresses.

i. This is a word salad and really does not advance your purpose.

3. Again: | object to the designation of the area bounded by River Road, Casey Ave,
Riverview Tce and the Boundary Road bridge as a High-Density Residential Zone.





