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Further Submission points

Original Submission

HNZPT is supportive that point 2.1.Purpose €, contains a direct reference to "qualifying matters," given that they can be
considered as an exemption to the intensity and design of development on certain sites and are included as part of this chapter.
While HNZPT is seeking other amendments as part of this submission point table, the introduction of "qualifying matters" will
enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national importance found at s6{e): the relationship of Maori and their culture
and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi tapu, and other taonga: and s6{f): the protection of historic heritage
from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.1

Reason
Retain Purpose 2.1(e) as natified.

This is in line with the WHG submission. We support the direct reference to "qualifying maters" in provision 2.1(e) as notified in
PC12 because they can be considered as an exemption to the intensity and design of development on certain sites and are
included as part of this chapter.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission
HNZPT supports in part this objective and policy suite that seeks to recognise and protect Hamilton historic heritage, as this will
enable to the Plan to provide for as this will assist to give effect to enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national

importance found at s6(e): the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi
tapu, and other taonga: and s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.2

Reason

Retain Objective 2.2.10 as notified.



WHG supports Objective 2.2.10 as notified because this will assist to give effect to enable the Plan to provide for the RMA
maters of national importance found at s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and
development.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT supports in part this objective and policy suite that seeks to recognise and protect Hamilton historic heritage, as this will
enable to the Plan to provide for as this will assist to give effect to enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national
importance found at s6(e): the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi
tapu, and other taonga: and s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

However, HNZPT considers that the suite should be amended by deleting the word "enhances" from Policy 2.2.10a as this word
has no clear meaning in the context of historic heritage. HNZPT considers that the word "promotes" as used in the associated
explanation is better suited to this policy.

Point 486.3

Reason
Amend Policy 2.10(a) as follows: "Development is sensitive to and promotes Hamilton identity and heritage values".

WHG supports Policy 2.10(a) because this will enable the Plan to provide for the RMA maters of national importance found at
s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT supports in part this objective and policy suite that seeks to recognise and protect Hamilton historic heritage, as this will
enable to the Plan to provide for as this will assist to give effect to enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national
importance found at s6(e): the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi
tapu, and other taonga: and s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.4

Reason

WHG supports Policy 2.2.10(c) because it will enable the Plan to provide for the RMA maters of national importance found at
s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT is concerned that the new increased levels of development, with their additional height and intensity may have adverse
effects if the new intensive development is adjacent to a site that has historic heritage values, which could include cultural,



archaeological or built heritage.

It maybe that the more intensive development results in overlooking of a culturally important site or creates a dominant effect on a
built heritage site or archaeological site and so on. The Plan needs a policy, rule and assessment criteria framework to
acknowledge this matter, and enable mitigation as required. This framework would also enable the Plan to better provide for
cultural and historic heritage landscape which is often spread across several sites.

This approach would be consistent with that afforded to another qualifying matter significant natural areas, as shown in Objective
4.1.2.7 and Policy 4.1.2.7a in the Plan.

Point 486.5

Reason

Include new provisions 4.1.2.3(e) as follows "Ensure development is compatible with the values of adjacent historic heritage
sites" with any consequential amendments as required.

WHG supports the inclusion of a new provision because this framework would enable the Plan to better provide for cultural and
historic heritage landscape which is often spread across several sites.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT supports Objective 4.1.2.8 that seeks to manage building and activities within historic heritage areas to ensure that the
retention of the heritage values of the historic heritage areas.

This will enable to the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national importance found at s6(f): the protection of historic heritage
from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.6

Reason
Retain Objective 4.1.2.8 as notified.

WHG supports Objective 4.1.2.8 because it will enable the Plan to provide for the RMA maters of national importance found at
s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT supports in part only the Policy 4.1.2.8a;
"Non-residential activities shall only be established within any identified historic heritage area when the activity maintains the
heritage values of the area through built scale and form"

as HNZPT is concerned that the historic heritage areas are not being managed in the same manner as historic heritage
buildings with regards non-residential activities and the possible impacts for non-residential activities. HNZPT notes that for
historic heritage buildings and structures for example the "q." Change of use to an activity otherwise listed as non complying in



the underlying zone rules for any historic place identified in Schedule BA " is a discretionary activity. Such activities to be covered
would include, for example Offices (other than a home-based business, service industries and light industry and club rooms.

HNZPT considers that this approach provides improved protection against activities that are unsuitable for residential historic
heritage areas and also ensures activities better suited to the small-scale historic heritage building are provided for as they will
require less change to buildings and therefore less change in the overall nature of the Historic heritage area over time.

If there is a concern that this approach would be limiting to the Victoria Street Historic Heritage area, HNZPT considers that there
would be benefit in creating a separate framework to acknowledge the differing makeup of the various historic heritage areas.

Point 486.7

Reason

Amend Policy 4.1.2.8(a) as follows: "Certain non-residential activities shall only be established within any identified historic
heritage area when the activity maintains the heritage values of the area through built scale and form."

Any consequential amendments as required, in particular the insertion of the equivalent rule for non-residential activities within
Historic Heritage Areas. And the creation, if required, of a separate approach for Victoria Street Historic heritage Area.

WHG partially supports Policy 4.1.2.8(a) because there are concerns that the historic heritage areas are not being managed in
the same manner as historic heritage buildings with regards non-residential activities and the possible impacts for
non-residential activities. If there is a concern that this approach would be limiting to the Victoria Street Historic Heritage area,
we also consider that there would be benefit in creating a separate framework to acknowledge the differing make up of the
various historic heritage areas.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT is concerned that the Purpose section of the General Residential Zone, makes no reference to "qualifying matters," which
include historic heritage cultural, archaeological and built heritage values. Given that these matters can be exceptions to the
MDRS and also have to be considered by those developing adjacent sites, it is important that the users of the Plan are alerted to
this to enable them to accommodate "qualifying matters" within the design of their proposal. This is important as there are many
"qualifying matters" (historic heritage), within the General Residential Zone.

HNZPT considers that an additional sentence at the end of the second paragraph is required to acknowledge this important
matter.

Point 486.8

Reason

Amend provision 4.2 to add an additional sentence at the end of the 2nd paragraph as follows:
"Buildings densities and design should be amended to better accommodate the important values of qualifying maters, either on
the site of development or adjacent to it."

WHG supports amending provision 4.2 because there is no reference to "qualifying maters", which include historic heritage
cultural, archaeological and built heritage values.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission



HNZPT is concerned that this Objective 4.2.2.2 does not make any reference to accommodating "qualifying matters" at the time
of development in the General Residential zone.

Given that these matters can be exceptions to the MDRS and also have to be considered by those developing adjacent sites, it
is important that the users of the Plan are alerted to this to enable them to accommodate qualifying matters within the design of
their proposal. This is important as there are many qualifying matters (historic heritage), within the General Residential Zone.

Point 486.9

Reason

Amend Obijective 4.2.2.2 as follows:
"The General Residential zone and development within it provide for a variety of housing types and sites that respond to

1. Housing needs and demands; and
2. The neighbourhoods planned urban built character, including 1 to 3 storey buildings, and;
3. Qualifying maters on and adjacent to development sites."

WHG agrees that Objective 4.2.2.2 does not make any reference to accommodating "qualifying matters" at the time of
development in the General Residential zone, because the users of the Plan should be aware of qualifying maters alerted to
enable them to accommodate qualifying maters within the design of their proposal.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT considers that a new Policy will be required to further implement the amendment that is being sought to Objective 4.2.2.2.
HNZPT considers that the Policy should anticipate the reduced density, and important design detail that will be required to
accommodate the

qualifying matter of historic heritage-cultural, archaeological and built.

Point 486.10

Reason

Include Policy 4.2.2.2(d) as follows:
"Building densities, design and layout should not detract from the important values of qualifying maters, either on the site of
development or adjacent to it."

WHG supports the inclusion of a new policy that should anticipate the reduced density and significant design elements required
to accommodate the qualifying historical, cultural, archaeological, and built heritage items..

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission
HNZPT considers that assessment criteria that assess the impact of development on historic heritage values on adjacent sites at
the time of more intensive development are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided or as minimal as

possible. HNZPT considers that reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient.

It maybe that the more intensive development results in overlooking of a culturally important site or creates a dominant effect on a



built heritage site or archaeological site and so on. The Plan needs a policy, rule and assessment criteria framework to
acknowledge this matter, and enable appropriate mitigation as required. This framework would also enable the Plan to better
provide for cultural and historic heritage landscape which is often spread across several sites.

The proposed approach will ensure a more integrated approach and enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national
importance found at s6(e): the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi
tapu, and other taonga and s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.11

Reason

Include a new assessment criterion into Appendix 1.3 Assessment Criteria- B2-Context, as follows;

Configures buildings and site layout to avoid effects of dominance and overlooking on adjacent sites that contain cultural,
archaeological, or built heritage.”

WHG partially supports the assessment criteria that assess the impact of development on historic heritage values on adjacent
sites at the time of more intensive development. These are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided
or as minimal as possible, but WHG considers that reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient. This is in line with
the WHG submission.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT considers that assessment criteria that assess the impact of development on historic heritage values at the time of more
intensive development are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided or as minimal as possible.
HNZPT considers that reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient.

T he impact of additional development on an historic heritage values can be increased by inappropriate placement of new
buildings, access, fencing and vegetation. Not only could new development dominate existing historic heritage, it may also impair
appropriate care and upkeep of buildings and sites if the surroundings are inappropriately reduced.

The proposed approach will ensure a more integrated approach and enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national
importance found at s6(e): the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi
tapu, and other taonga and s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.12

Reason

Include a new assessment criterion into Appendix 1.3 — B4-Site Layout, as follows:
Configures buildings, access, landscaping and plantings on the site to ensure long term retention of the historic heritage values-
cultural, archaeological and built, and their settings

WHG supports the assessment criteria that assess and surrounds.” the impact of development on historic heritage values at the
time of more intensive development are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided or as minimal as
possible and considers that reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support



Original Submission

HNZPT is concerned that the Purpose section of the Medium Density Residential Zone, makes no reference to "qualifying
matters," which include historic heritage cultural, archaeological and built heritage values. Given that these matters can be
exceptions to the MDRS and also have to be considered by those developing adjacent sites, it is important that the users of the
Plan are alerted to this to enable them to accommodate qualifying matters within the design of their proposal. This is important
as there are many qualifying matters (historic heritage), within the Medium Density Residential Zone.

HNZPT considers that an additional sentence at the end of the fourth paragraph is required to acknowledge this important matter.

Point 486.13

Reason

Add the following sentence at the end of the 4th paragraph:
"Buildings densities, design and layout should be amended to better accommodate the important values of qualifying maters,
either on the site of development or adjacent to it."

WHG is concerned that there is no reference to 'qualifying maters' in the Purpose section of the Medium Density Residential
Zone because since these maters can be exceptions to the MDRS and also have to be considered by those developing
adjacent sites, it is important that the users of the Plan are alerted to this to enable them to accommodate qualifying maters
within the design of their proposal.

Historic heritage values and setting can be affected by development on adjacent sites.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT is concerned that this Objective 4.3.2.2 does not make any reference to accommodating "qualifying matters" at the time
of development in the General Residential zone.

Given that these matters can be exceptions to the MDRS and also have to be considered by those developing adjacent sites, it
is important that the users of the Plan are alerted to this to enable them to accommodate qualifying matters within the design of
their proposal. This is important as there are many qualifying matters (historic heritage), within the Medium Density Residential
Zone.

Point 486.14

Reason

Amend Objective 4.3.2.2 as follows;

"The Medium Density Residential zone and development within it provide for a variety of housing
types and sites that respond to

1. Housing needs and demands; and

2. The neighbourhoods planned urban built character, including 3 to 5 storey buildings, and;

3. Qualifying maters on and adjacent to development sites.

WHG is concerned that Objective 4.3.2.2 make no reference to 'qualifying maters' at the time of development in the General
Residential zone because users of the Plan should be aware of the many qualifying maters (historic heritage), within the Medium
Density Residential Zone.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?



Support
Original Submission

HNZPT considers that a new Policy will be required to further implement the addition that is being sought to Objective 4.3.2.2.
HNZPT considers that the Policy should anticipate the reduced density, and important design detail that will be required to
accommodate the qualifying matter of historic heritage-Cultural, archaeological and built

Point 486.15

Reason

Include a new Policy (Policy 4.3.2.2(d)) as follows: "Building densities, design and layout should not detract from the important
values of qualifying maters, either on the site of development or adjacent.”

WHG agrees that a new Policy will be required to further implement the addition that is being sought to Objective 4.3.2.2
because the policy should anticipate the reduced density, and important design detail that will be required to accommodate
the qualifying mater of historic heritage: cultural, archaeological and built.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission
See discussion relating to under 4.2.7

HNZPT considers that assessment criteria that assess the impact of development on historic heritage values on adjacent sites at
the time of more intensive development are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided or as minimal as
possible. HNZPT considers that reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient.

It maybe that the more intensive development results in overlooking of a culturally important site or creates a dominant effect on a
built heritage site or archaeological site and so on. The Plan needs a policy, rule and assessment criteria framework to
acknowledge this matter, and enable appropriate mitigation as required. This framework would also enable the Plan to better
provide for cultural and historic heritage landscape which is often spread across several sites.

The proposed approach will ensure a more integrated approach and enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national
importance found at s6(e): the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi
tapu, and other taonga and s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.16

Reason

Include a new assessment criteria as follows:
Configures buildings and site layout to avoid effects of dominance and overlooking on adjacent sites that contain cultural,
archaeological, or built heritage.

WHG agrees that assessment criteria that assess the impact of development on historic heritage values on adjacent sites at the
time of more intensive development are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided or
as minimal as possible because reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission



HNZPT is concerned that the Purpose section of the High-Density Residential Zone, makes no reference to "qualifying matters,"
which include historic heritage cultural, archaeological and built heritage values. Given that these matters can be exceptions to
intensification and also have to be considered by those developing adjacent sites, it is important that the users of the Plan are
alerted to this to enable them to accommodate qualifying matters within the design of their proposal. This is important as there
are many qualifying matters (historic heritage), within the High-Density Residential Zone.

HNZPT considers that an additional sentence at the end of the fourth paragraph is required to acknowledge this important matter.

Point 486.17

Reason

Amend provision 4.4.1 with the addition of an additional sentence at the end of the 4th paragraph

as follows:

"Building densities and design must be amended to better accommodate the important values of qualifying maters, either on the
site of development or adjacent to it."

WHG agrees about the lack of reference to 'qualifying maters' since these maters can be exceptions to intensification and also
have to be considered by those developing adjacent sites and it is important that the users of the Plan are alerted

to this to enable them to accommodate qualifying matters within the design of their proposal in the High Density Residential
Zone.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT considers that a new Policy will be required to further implement the addition that is being sought to Objective 4.3.2.2.
HNZPT considers that the Policy should anticipate the reduced density, and important design detail that will be required to
accommodate the qualifying matter of historic heritage-Cultural, archaeological and built.

Point 486.18

Reason

Include new provision (Policy 4.4.2.2(d)) as follows:
"Building densities and design should not detract from the important values of qualifying maters, either on the site of development
or adjacent"

WHG agrees that a new Policy will be required to further implement the addition that is being sought to Objective 4.3.2.2 and it
should anticipate the reduced density, and important design detail that will be required to accommodate the qualifying mater of
historic heritage, cultural, archaeological and built, in the High Density Residential Zone..

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission
See discussion relating to under 4.2.7

HNZPT considers that assessment criteria that assess the impact of development on historic heritage values on adjacent sites at
the time of more intensive development are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided or as minimal as
possible. HNZPT considers that reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient.



It maybe that the more intensive development results in overlooking of a culturally important site or creates a dominant effect on a
built heritage site or archaeological site and so on. The Plan needs a policy, rule and assessment criteria framework to
acknowledge this matter, and enable appropriate mitigation as required. This framework would also enable the Plan to better
provide for cultural and historic heritage landscape which is often spread across several sites.

The proposed approach will ensure a more integrated approach and enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national
importance found at s6(e): the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi
tapu, and other taonga and s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.19

Reason
Introduction of additional assessment criteria related to site layout and context.

WHG agrees that assessment criteria that assess the impact of development on historic heritage values on adjacent sites at the
time of more intensive development are required to ensure that the impacts on historic heritage are avoided or as
minimal as possible because reliance on the historic heritage provisions is not sufficient in the High Density Residential Zone.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT seeks clarity regarding the list of activities in Table 19.3.2-Historic Heritage Areas, as shown between Plan Change 9
and Plan Change 12. Plan Change 12 advises that activities a-i have been introduced in Plan Change 9, yet the activity table in
Plan Change 9 is from a

m. The same Activity Table in Plan Change 12 goes from j-s, therefore a number of activities appear to have the same activity
number i.e., "j", "k", "I'and "m" are duplicated, and it is not clear which activities should part of the table and therefore which
activity should be

cited if relevant through the submission process.

Point 486.20

Reason
Review Table 19.3.2 to provide clarity on Historic Heritage Area Activity Status Table.

WHG supports opposition to Table 19.3.2 because there seems to be inconsistencies between the table as notified in Plan
Change 12 and Plan Change 9, and as WHG seeks an integrated approach in Historic Heritage Areas.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission

HNZPT is concerned, for a number of reasons, that the activity "m-Detached dwelling" is only a restricted discretionary activity.
Historic Heritage Areas {HHA) have been given special recognition for their uniformity of appearance from a particular time in
history. A new dwelling has significant potential to disrupt this uniformity. While a similar scale and form may be achieved, a new
dwelling cannot replicate the heritage appearance and detailed characteristics for which the HHA was originally recognised and



therefore one dwelling could initiate or add to the erosion of the special characteristics of the HHA.

HNZPT also notes that several types of smaller (as inferred by the Definitions section) accommodation options such as
"Accessory buildings" and "Ancillary residential units" are available as restricted discretionary activities, therefore a detached
full-size dwelling should be a discretionary activity.

Point 486.21

Reason
Amend item m -detached dwelling to a discretionary activity.

This contradicts our original WHG submission. WHG submission states that “Infill in historic heritage
areas will cumulatively diminish heritage values. It is unclear how site and overall values are retained”. We have asked a decision
of noncomplying for historic heritage areas.

Seeks
Disallowed
Support?
Oppose

Original Submission

HNZPT is concerned at the proposal for rear site to be 400m2 as a permitted activity. Previously the Plan provided for permitted
rear sites in the Frankton Railway Village of 600m2+« HNZPT prefers this larger size for this HAA as the larger size would ensure
that a single level house can be provided which is better suited to the single level nature of this nationally recognised historic
heritage area. This would align to a related submission point where HNZPT seeks that a single level height is sought for buildings
on rear sites. These measures will assist to ensure the integrity of the HAA.

The proposed approach will ensure the Plan provides for the RMA matters of national importance found at s6(f): the protection of
historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Point 486.22

Reason

Amend Table 19.4.3(b) as follows: Single dwellings — rear site (including relocated dwellings) (per unit) - 400m? (except in the
Frankton Village Railway HHA where it is 600m?).

WHG supports the request to have rear site being 400m?a in the Frankton Railway Village HHA of 600m?2. This will help to retain
the heritage values of the single level nature of this nationally recognised historic heritage area based on a single
house on a section with the historic sub divisional pattern and setting being an important part of the heritage values .

However WHG does not support other proposed HHAs areas at 400mm as there has been insufficient analysis on the heritage
values of site and setting, and the impacts of infl housing on historic heritage

values.

There were no rear sites in the railway area, and no Frankton railway cottages in rear sites historically.

WHG does not support relocated dwellings in rear sites in the FRV HHA , and are not considered appropriate in a nationally
significant historic area.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support

Original Submission



HNZPT is concerned at the proposed building height rules for the historic heritage areas (HAA) and the impact that this rule may
have of the important characteristics of the historic heritage areas, in particular the Frankton Railway Historic Heritage Area
(Frankton HHA). HNZPT considers that the height of the buildings in an HHA should be no higher than the building types for which
the HHA was originally recognised. The Plan's previous approach in the Frankton Railway Village HHA was a permitted height
level of Sm. Therefore, HNZPT is supportive in part only of the height rule:

"a Front corner and through site (maximum height unless otherwise stated

"All buildings shall have a maximum height of:

"i. The original height of the building on the subject site: or

ii. The average of existing heights of buildings on adjacent sites, being the three sites on either side of the subject site or six sites
on one side of the subject site whichever is higher.

b. Rear site (maximum height unless otherwise stated) Sm and Maximum two storeys."

in so far as the rule for the front, corner and through sites recognises the original height of the building on the subject site. HNZPT
considers that this approach should be adopted in the instance that a rear site is developed in the Frankton HHA, to assist to
maintain the

integrity of the single level dwellings and associated heritage values of this HHA.

Point 486.23

Reason

Amend Rule 19.4.5 as follows:
1. Front corner and through site (maximum height unless otherwise stated) -

All buildings shall have a maximum height of:

o The original height of the heritage building on the subject site: or

o The average of existing heights of buildings on adjacent sites, being the three sites on either side of the subject site or six sites
on one side of the subject site whichever is higher.

2. Rear site (maximum height unless otherwise stated) 8m and maximum two storeys.

3. Except in the Frankton Railway Village HHA maximum height on front, corner, through and the related rear sites, where all
buildings shall be no higher than the original height of recognised heritage building.

However WHG are concerned over the impact of the proposed averaging rule over all proposed HHAs, and the impact on
heritage values from averaging heights including when adjacent to medium and high density zones and other non-residential
zones. Further detailed assessment is requested; clearer detail on HHA heritage values has been requested.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Oppose

Original Submission

HNZPT supports (subject to submission points to both Plan Change 12 and Plan Change 9) the retention of the existing and
proposed qualifying matters and the related amended controls, as outlined in the Assessment report as follows:

2.2 Waikato River and Gully Hazard and Waikato Bank Stability

2.11 Open Space Zones, as Open Space often contains historic heritage sites, and

3.2 Built Heritage, as notified in Plan Change 9, and

3.3 Archaeological and Cultural sites, as notified in Plan Change 9 (and subject to HNZPT submission points to that Plan
Change), and

3.4 Historic Heritage Areas (as notified in Plan Change 9),

as this will assist to give effect to enable the Plan to provide for the RMA matters of national importance found at s6(e): the
relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi tapu, and other taonga: and
s6(f): the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.



Point 486.24

Reason

Retain the following sections of the Assessment

report:

2.2 — Waikato River and Gully Hazard and Waikato Bank Stability,
2.11 — Open Space Zones,

3.2 — Built Heritage,

3.3 — Archaeological and Cultural Sites, and

3.4 — Historic Heritage Areas

Note: the submission and relief sought are not related to Appendix 2.4

WHG supports the retention of the existing and proposed qualifying maters and the related amended controls, as outlined in the
Assessment report as follows:

2.11 - Open Space Zones, as Open Space often contains historic heritage sites, and

3.2 — Built Heritage, as notified in Plan Change 9, and

3.4 — Historic Heritage Areas (as notified in Plan

Change 9), as this will assist to give effect to enable the Plan to provide for the RMA maters of national importance found at s6(f):
the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development.

Seeks
Allowed
Support?
Support



