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MAY IT PLEASE THE HEARING PANEL 

 
Introduction  
 

1. This memorandum is filed on behalf of Waikato Heritage Group (WHG) in response to the 

PC9 Direction# 25 para 2(b) that “Any submitter wishing to comment on those plan 

provisions (relating to HHAs) must file a memorandum setting out its comments with the 

hearing administrator.  

 

2. It addresses the request for comments on the proposed planning provisions for Historic 

Heritage Areas and does not include the specific Historic Heritage Area (HHA) statements. 

 

 

Revised Proposed Planning Provisions- HHAs 

 
3. The WHG comments have considered the panel directions #25 and #26 and includes a table 

of comments in Appendix 1. 

 

4. WHG notes that: 

a)  the amendments made to the suite of HHA provisions following Hearing 2 are limited, 

and reflects the changes, expert conferencing, and the proposed new threshold; and  

b) Definitions: The chapter on Definitions have not been included within the revision 

documents, so we have assumed no changes are proposed to this. WHG considers that 

further refinement of definitions may assist to clarify the plan provisions within Chapter 

19. 

 

REQUESTED CHANGES  
 

5. WHG supports a number of improvements made which will assist to clarify application of the 

rules as noted in Appendix 1. 

 

6. WHG asks that amendments be made, as per the attached Appendix 1, including  the 

following comments: 

a) Improvement alignment with overall identification and protection objectives for Built 

Items as with Historic Heritage Areas 
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b) Include some changes to clarify and support the objective to identify and protect HHAs  

for : 

• items that may be subject to change and including structures, streets and parks, 

•  the setting and surrounds of Built Heritage items and of sites within HHAs. 

 

c) A focus on fencing within HHA statements should align with the appropriate identified 

historic landscape elements, (errors with the Frankton Railway Village has non heritage 

fencing has previously been identified,) to ensure a more integrated approach and for 

clearer guidance for owners and planners until such time as Guidelines and or 

Conservation Plans are available to provide finer detail .  

 

d) One error is noted that the map in Appendix 8 for the Frankton Railway Village that the 

map is incorrect and is for the Marama Street HHA. It should be replaced with the 

appropriate map. 

 

7. A framework and rules for HHA Setting and surrounds is not included, but the 

framework and rules within the provisions for HHA is essential to meet the objectives of 

protecting the integrity and authenticity of Hamilton’s proposed HHAs. 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

 

8. WHG does however note that the objective to ‘protect’, and associated rules, which aligns to 

the other Historic Heritage objectives is very limited for the proposed Historic Heritage Areas 

and may cause risk to heritage values.  

 

9. In our view, the proposed provisions are focused on enabling development opportunities 

which can have an adverse impact on historic heritage resources. This includes rules relating 

to relocation, demolition and alterations and additions. These can all have an impact on 

heritage.  
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10. Stronger policy direction within PC9 provisions as drafted is needed for protection of historic 

heritage and continuing ongoing historic uses of buildings. Activities such as demolition 

should be avoided. Relocation off-site can have similar effects to demolition in that the 

values of the place or HHA can be compromised.  

 

11. In the view of WHG the proposed provisions for HHA are very ‘enabling’ focused and that 

this has the potential risk to impact on the balance of heritage protection and place the 

HHAs at risk. The overall Policy direction for HHAs should be improved to focus on section 6 

of RMA. For example, in allowing development through alterations and additions, WHG is of 

the view that retaining historic use and appropriate use, as per the ICOMOS Charter, is 

important but is not clearly notated. It should align closer to the other HH objectives. 

Stronger policy is required t to protect values of this HHA. 

 

12. It is noted the lack of integration of provisions for HHA Infor historic heritage PC9 and in 

PC12 in our view effects the understanding of the how the District Plan will affect heritage as 

an integrated framework for proposed protection of HHA.. 

 

13. Improvements  to align HH provisions is important, and in our view requires further 

refinement, along with a focus on identification and protection within the rule framework, 

and a reconsideration of how changes to individual items and within HHAs are carefully 

managed. In our view, the rule framework is simplistic compared to more recent provisions 

for heritage in Auckland and Wellington, which may lead to unintended impact on the 

heritage values of the proposed HHAs. It also lacks clarity and detail to for landowners and 

council planners when applying the plan provisions, or to reduce costs in processes. 

 

 

Dated 24 May 2024 

Waikato Heritage Group  
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

PROPOSED CHAPTER 19 

The amendments made to the suite of HHA provisions following Hearing 2 are limited to: 

Chapter 19 Historic Heritage: 

• Alignment of Purpose to reflect the amended Heritage Assessment Criteria. 

• Alignment of the Objec�ves and Policies with the ac�vity status. 

• Consolida�on of Objec�ves and Policies 20.2.4 and 20.2.5 into a single set to remove the double up of policies. 

• Alignment and clarifica�on of the demoli�on ac�vity status 

• Revision of fence and wall rules to address all HHAs and clarifica�on that they apply to new fences. 

• Amendment to the scaffolding rule to include a requirement that it also be freestanding and uncovered. 

• Alignment of HHA ac�vity status with the listed Assessment Criteria in Rule 19.5 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Proposed changes are in RED 

CHAPTER 19 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

19.1.j Support in part Amend to include.......coming of the railway, to Frankton, 
....to be historically accurate. 

j. Hamilton’s historic urban areas contribute to the City’s unique 
iden�ty, to its economy and to the wellbeing of its residents. 
Hamilton’s development and evolu�on has been unique, and had 
been shaped by the significance of the River, the laying out of the 
early grid road systems on the high ground to the east and west, 
the coming of the railway, to Frankton, and its extension over the 
River and eastwards, and the road links to Auckland and the wider 
Waikato. 
 
 

19.1 Support in part As an introduc�on to HHA this sec�on has limited content 
in the revised version to set the founda�on for what HHA 
are.  
 
It also does not include reference to the exis�ng HNZ 
HHA. 
 
A reference note should be included that for the Frankton 
Railway Village HHA requires consulta�on with Heritage 
New Zealand. 

Insert the following: 
 
The purpose of HHA is to iden�fy and protect the heritage values 
and integrity and authen�city of known and recently recognised 
areas. 
 
The HHA include the long-established Frankton Railway 
Setlement Historic Heritage Area (Heritage New Zealand) and 
established special character areas. 
 
The HHA include local, regional and na�onally recognised areas. 
 
Reference note: 
 
With the Frankton Railway HHA consulta�on with Heritage New 
Zealand is recommended as it is an iden�fied heritage area under 
the HNZPT Act. 
 

19.1.k Support in part Redevelopment and intensifica�on is already occurring in 
exis�ng areas of high and outstanding value.  

Redevelopment and intensifica�on is already occurring in exis�ng 
historic heritage residen�al and business areas, and has the 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

 
Ac�ve stewardship is important to retain heritage values 
and maintain economic viability, but this is open to 
interpreta�on and should focus on iden�fica�on and 
protec�on, and align with HH objec�ves 

poten�al to result in the loss of heritage values. Ac�ve 
iden�fica�on and protec�on stewardship is needed to protect 
sustain these areas from inappropriate subdivision, use, and 
development. 

19.2.4  
(All Historic 
Heritage) 
Objec�ve 

Support in part The heritage values of a historic heritage and HH areas 
should be iden�fied and protected.  
 
An important component is to iden�fy. It is importance to 
iden�fy the heritage and have an associated rule 
framework. 
 
‘Iden�fy’ is men�oned in the Note but has been removed 
from the objec�ve. It is a two step - both terms are 
equally needed in the objec�ve for HH and to align with 
general HH principles. 
 
The amendments do not reflect the explanatory text 
which reads “All the areas which have been iden�fied as 
HHAs have par�cular heritage values” [emphasis added) 
 

The heritage values of a historic heritage area are iden�fied and 
protected. 
 
 

19.2.4.b Oppose Objec�ve is to iden�fy and protect. Yet words are 
reversed to focus on ‘enabling’, which is not a heritage 
principle.  
 
It is at variance to the focus on ‘iden�fy and protects’ the 
place/item/area. Seek removal of :19.2.4b as proposed.  
 
Rules should be aligned for HH and take an integrated 
approach with authen�city and integrity valued. There 
are no rules considering either. 
 
A focus on enabling development is odds with the intent 
of the RMA for historic heritage (and therefore HHA) of 

Remove exis�ng clause and replace with: 
 
Historic heritage within HHAs is retained and protected from 
inappropriate use, subdivision, and development. 
 
Add the addi�on below: 
 
Any approach to works to enable works to historic heritage 
(includes maintenance and repair, altera�ons and addi�ons, 
reloca�on etc) should: 
 

• Increase resilience through seismic strengthening, either 
in isola�on or as part of addi�ons and altera�ons. 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

being retained and protected from inappropriate use, 
subdivision and development.  

• Support the ongoing func�onality of a building or place 
by providing an appropriate and sustainable use;  

• Are undertaken in accordance with recognised 
conserva�on principles and methods. 

• Increase accessibility and support means of escape from 
fire.  

• Provide the opportunity to appropriately promote, 
enhance, recover, or reveal heritage values 

 
And ensure the above is aligned into the associated assessment 
criteria. 
 

19.2.4.c Oppose in part ‘Design’ is not iden�fied as important part or element. 
The element should be included as dis�nc�ve from ‘form 
and scale’ with associated guidance. 
 
Example- Railway Village and Hayes Paddock has an 
important patern with rigid set back with Frankton 
Railway village. Par�cularly important with mass standard 
housing where facade and form alignment within site and 
as part of HHA is part of heritage values.  
 
‘Se�ng and surrounds’ not included in the rule but are 
part of the elements and integrity of place. Heritage 
values of landscape and the spaces between should have 
their heritage values protected.  
 
Se�ng and surrounds are an integral part of a HHA, as 
per submissions. To assist with iden�fying and protec�ng 
the landscape and built form paterns of the HHA.  
Iden�fica�on and protec�on are required and should be 
within the scope of iden�fied elements and quali�es. 
 

Replace clause with the following:  
  
Any development within a HHA shall ensure that it protects the 
heritage values of the HHA including: 
 

• Respects any heritage valued neighbourhood paterns 
and iden�fied landscape design and architectural style or 
design/s and is in an integrated approach;  

• Does not detract from the heritage values of the HHA 
• Is compa�ble with the scale, form, propor�ons, design, 

and materials of the HHA; and  
• Is sited to maintain the historic consistent patern of 

front façade alignment and posi�on on the sites  
 
Remove: 
 
the loca�on of development does not detract from the 
rela�onship that exists with other buildings and sites in the HHA 
or with the street.: 
 
Replace with: 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

The heritage values of the HHA are protected including the 
historic rela�onships that exists within the se�ng and surrounds, 
other buildings and structures, the historic landscape of the site 
and wider HHA including the street and parks. 
 

19.2.4.d (i) & (ii) Oppose in part Total demoli�on along with reloca�on from site are the 
extremes of loss of heritage values and should have the 
same framework  as BH Items as the incremental loss can 
nega�vely impact on the integra�on and overall heritage 
values of the HHA.  
 
‘Detract” should be changed to given analysis against 
measurement on what is ‘reduced’ . 
 
In addi�on, the measures for whether all op�ons have 
been considered should be further clarified and clear 
guidance given. 
 
A used and well-maintained building is beter off than a 
neglected one, generally, unless a ruin, suggest that the 
value of built heritage is not necessarily diminished by a 
period of disuse if it is appropriately stabilised and 
protected un�l an appropriate use is iden�fied. I.e. 
Christchurch, or storm damage 
 
While important  that heritage buildings have a 
sustainable long-term use, that objec�ve does not 
operate in isola�on. It needs to refer to and integrate to 
the overall objec�ve to protect. 
 
Demoli�on by neglect should be included in the 
assessment factors to be considered. 
 

Replace clause with the following: 
 
Avoid the reloca�on outside or total demoli�on of buildings and 
structures within HHAs unless it can be demonstrated that:  
 

• There are no significant adverse effects on the iden�fied 
heritage values of the heritage area;  

• The works are necessary to save the contribu�ng 
building or structure from damage or destruc�on from 
natural hazard risks;  

• There are no reasonable alterna�ves to reloca�on or 
total demoli�on,  

• And that Demoli�on by neglect is not a contribu�ng 
factor, and  

• Alterna�ves to total demoli�on have been explored and 
total demoli�on is considered by Council to be a 
reasonable op�on 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

19.2.4d (iii) Oppose in part The Building Act deals with safety, however there are 
means to temporary prop un�l repairs are possible and 
this should be considered, including a�er an event should 
as an earthquake, or if the building is iden�fied under the 
Building Act as earthquake prone and needs seismic 
strengthening. 
 
Proposals should include alignment or considera�on of 
conserva�on/protec�on methods. 

iii There is a significant risk to public safety or property if the 
building is to remain and temporary measures are not prac�cable. 
 
Add an addi�onal clause below:  
 
Reposi�oning or reloca�on occurring only when it can be 
demonstrated that that work is undertaken in accordance with 
recognised conserva�on principles and methods. 
 

19.2.4d (iv) Oppose Under the objec�ve to protect historic heritage mi�ga�on 
should not be used as a qualifying criterion for reloca�on 
or demoli�on.  

Remove clause: 
 (iv) Appropriate mi�ga�on is provided. 
 

19.2.4 Explanatory 
text  

Support in part Important to include that the heritage values are 
integrated and not seen as separate heritage quali�es. No 
guidance on this aspect- need to add to guidance to 
support retaining ‘whole’ heritage value of HHA 

Amend: 
All the areas which have been iden�fied as HHAs have par�cular 
heritage values. It is important that these quali�es are iden�fied, 
and any new development is sensi�ve and is compa�ble with 
them.’ 
 
To: ‘All the areas which have been iden�fied as HHAs have 
par�cular heritage values. It is important that these quali�es are 
iden�fied, and any new development is sensi�ve and is 
compa�ble with them and retains the overall heritage value of 
the HHA.’ 
 
Within a site it is important to retain rela�onships to the street 
and any park, and to the historic layout or patern of the site, and 
to the exis�ng buildings. 
 

19.3.2  
HHA Ac�vity 
 

   

19.3.2.b Support  Maintenance and repair is very important but there is  
absence of further rules within framework for HHA and 
therefore the detail to give guidance on what is included. 

Add clause to  ‘maintenance and repair’: 
 
Maintenance and repairs must not result in any of the following:  
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

 
Agree with making it consistently applied to all HHA sites 
as proposed 

• Changes to the exis�ng surface treatment of fabric  
• Pain�ng of any previously unpainted surface;  
• Rendering of any previously unrendered surface;  
• Changes to the design, texture, or form of the fabric;  
• Pain�ng of any previously unpainted surface;  
• Use of materials other than those the same as the original or 

most significant fabric, or the closest equivalent.  
• The affixing of scaffolding to unless the work is reasonably 

required for health and safety;  
• The damage of building fabric from the use of abrasive or 

high-pressure cleaning methods, such as sand or water-
blas�ng;  

• The modifica�on, removal or replacement of windows (all 
joinery, including frames, sashes, sills, casements, mullions, 
glazing bars), except; modifica�ons as necessary to replace 
an exis�ng clear single glazed window pane with a clear 
double-glazed pane.  

 
19.3.2 c oppose Where exis�ng cur�lage walls are iden�fied as historic in 

the HHA statement then  demoli�on should not be 
permited, but if not then permited. 
(There has been no heritage landscape assessment and 
therefore the statement will need amendment.) 
 
Unclear if missed a word in this clause. It should say 
“new” ancillary structure. 
Important to retain historic landscape-built forms that 
have not been iden�fied in this process, as noted by 
consultant.  
 
Some of the housing areas have cur�lage concrete walls 
which are integral to the heritage values and are one of 
the elements of the original design; such as in 
Claudelands HHA. 

Disagree that Rule removed. 
c. Demoli�on of exis�ng cur�lage wall RD 
  
Retain rule 19.3.2.c. And amend as below: 
c. Demoli�on of exis�ng historic cur�lage walls  
 
Add: 
 “new” ancillary structure 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

 
Demoli�on of exis�ng cur�lage walls was not permited, 
but now RD. Require Iden�fica�on first (as per Objec�ve 
to iden�fy) to establish if has heritage values.    
 
Amend-/reinstate that  demoli�on of exis�ng historic 
cur�lage walls should not be permited, un�l iden�fied. 
Alterna�vely iden�fy within HHA , under Heritage 
Landscape Report for each HHA statement is required to 
help eliminate need for RC. 
 

19.3.2d 
 (residen�al unit) 

oppose A discre�onary ac�vity does not protect heritage values 
sufficiently. 
 
Agree that  reloca�on and demoli�on can have similar 
effects on the HHA / integrity etc so should be in same 
category. It should be a non-complying ac�vity. 
 

Change to non-complying ac�vity status.  
 
 

19.3.2e Oppose in part Discre�onary ac�vity status does not protect heritage 
values sufficiently. 
 
Support alignment in the rules i.e. that there no 
difference between front, corner or through sites, as 
proposed.  
The major issue with is if there are buildings not “fron�ng 
the street” within those HHAs, as there is no rule for 
them. For example, there are buildings in Victoria Street, 
behind other street frontage buildings – along the side 
roads, laneways for example. But there has not been a 
site-specific iden�fica�on of these.  

Rules to be to non-complying ac�vity status.  
 
Amend as follows: 
  
Demoli�on or reloca�on off the site of a building fron�ng the 
street within the following HHAs: 
• Victoria Street 
• Frankton Commerce Street 
• Claudelands Commercial 
 
 

19.3.2 h Oppose in part Problem iden�fied in HHA statements that historic 
fencing types not iden�fied in Frankton Railway Village 
HHA- i.e. exis�ng is evident but these are not historically 
picket (but modern change) 

Seek amend Frankton Railway Village HHA Statement to state 
historic fence types, or amend so as per new fences in Rule 19.4.3  
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

 
New fencing- there is an issue with reference to rule 
19.4.3 where HHA statements have not iden�fied 
‘historic’ fencing as dis�nct from exis�ng.                             
Use of modern fencing in na�onally significant HHA are 
incorrectly iden�fied as ‘historic’ in HHA statements when 
there are exis�ng historic types (steel and wire) and 
historic type (of �mber la�ce, not picket or steel and 
wire). Look to retain authen�city of landscape elements if 
possible.  

19.3.2.l Oppose in part Terminology should be changed to  say “reposi�oning” 
within the site. This will help make it clear that it is not 
reloca�on off-site / elsewhere.  
 
Heritage preference is to at least keeping it on-site than 
moving off-site, however this can have significant impacts 
on over all heritage values. 
 
This is also relevant where adding addi�on buildings will 
affect historic patern and landscaping design and 
elements, which are defined as integral to HV. 
 
Support iden�fying items to be excluded.  
 

Amend as follows: 
 
Reposi�oning located buildings on the within their original sites 
(excluding garden sheds established under Rule 20.3.2 n.). within 
an HHA (excluding heritage buildings listed in Volume 2, Appendix 
8, Schedule 8A: Built Heritage) 
 
Add an addi�onal clause as below: 
reposi�oning or reloca�on to occur only when it can be 
demonstrated that that work is undertaken in accordance with 
recognised conserva�on principles and method 

19.4 Rules  
Specific Standards 

   

19.4.3 a Support in part Support recogni�on of commercial areas that may not 
have fence or wall within HHA statement however if there  
are no suburban commercial HHA which include 
residen�al within the HHA such as Claudelands. 
 
Support for Victoria St HHA and Frankton Commercial, 
but not Claudelands HHA 
Excep�on clause to be inserted.  

Amend as follows: 
 
Historic Heritage Areas – New Fences and Walls 
a. Sites within Victoria Street, Claudelands Commercial, and 
Frankton Commerce Street HHAs shall have no fence or wall along 
the street front boundary ‘except if exis�ng residen�al or 
commercial fence of historic value’. 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

19.4.3 b Support in part Historic fencing has not been iden�fied in the HHA 
statements. It could be and easily added to statements in 
the absence of Conserva�on Plans or guides. 
Important in Frankton Railway Village but poten�ally not 
other HHAs. 
 
Exis�ng fencing rules in Special Character Zone for 
Frankton Railway Village ie 1.2m. It is important to retain 
exis�ng historic and if possible, reinstate. But the 
informa�on to iden�fy in the HHA Statements needs to 
be accurate and accessible. 
Rule should support historic iden�fied items. Add’ 
historic’. 
 

Amend as follows: 
 
“Where there are exis�ng historic fences and walls in an HHA, 
new fences and walls shall be in keeping with the exis�ng historic 
fences and walls iden�fied in the HHA Statement.” 
 
 

19.4.3.c Oppose in part The rule does not sufficiently address appropriate fencing 
types in one HHA and heritage values of landscape which 
are part of HHA heritage values. Exis�ng historic fences 
include front nib walls and   boundaries without fences.  
Note 1 does not have appropriate guidance and there are 
no proposed guidelines. For FRV and Hayes Paddock HHA 
. Note 1 should be amended. 
 
The note is not heritage based.  
The visibility of buildings and along streets is protected is 
insufficiently protected. There are no  view sha�s 
proposed. 
 
Materials of glass, metal, louvres to allow for 50% 
visibility is unlikely to retain heritage values in HHA 
(including landscape values) that have historically had 1.2 
fences or none (just nibs) as in Hayes Paddock. Fencing 
has been controlled in the SCZ and the current proposal is 
not best prac�ce and will likely impact on the FRV and 
Hayes Paddock HHA. 

Remove Note 1. 
 
Amend Note 1 to state: 
 

1. Historic fence type sand materials  in HHA statements  
are acceptable fence designs.  

2. Visibility is important for some HHA where tradi�onally 
there has been no or low fencing. Design for 50% 
visibility should be sympathe�c to the HHA historic 
fencing. 

3. Views along streets are important and in the FRV and 
Hayes Paddock and visually form part of the heritage 
values and retaining coherency . Incremental changes 
need to be assessed to retain historic views of the 
buildings (specifically FRV and Hayes Paddock). 

4. Landscaping Guidelines will be developed for guidance. 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

In addi�on, the glass or other transparent features is only 
going to be a narrow strip at the top of the fence (over 
1.2) with a total height of 1.8m. 

 

PROPOSED APPENDIX 1.3 - ASSESSMENT CRITERIA  

Clause/Provision 

1.3, 1.3.3 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request  

1.3.3 
 

Support in part Within E Assessment criteria are sub criteria which should 
consistently include Schedule 8D so that historic heritage is 
aligned. While many of the assessment criteria have Schedule 
8D there are some which could be included and in par�cular, 
but not limited to, E6 and E7. This would align more 
appropriately with HH objec�ves. 
 
 

Amend to: 
 
E6 The extent to which demoli�on, or removal of an iden�fied 
heritage building or structure in 
Schedule 8A and Schedule 8D of Appendix 8 
 
E7 The extent to which the reloca�on of an iden�fied heritage 
building or structure in schedule 8A and Schedule 8D of 
Appendix 8.  
 

1.3.3 Support in part Assessment criteria for HHA focus on building rather than the 
heritage values of which buildings are one part. Seek more 
alignment with assessment criteria that assesses ac�vi�es 
within an HHA. This could be addressed if the use of the word 
‘building’ was extended or omited. 
 
It is unclear how proposed ‘non-building’ ac�vi�es are 
assessed to protect heritage values of an HHA such as streets, 
parks and structures changes to these elements may be 
included in proposal and should be addressed within 
assessments.  
 
 

Amend ‘building’ to include a range of elements including 
structure. item etc or alterna�vely remove word ‘building’. 
 
 
Add: 
The extent of which proposed development, building, 
structure, altera�on or addi�on maintains or enhance a 
coherent physical and visual quali�es within iden�fied historic 
heritage area   
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 

1.3, 1.3.3 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request  

E8 Support in part Support inclusion of 8D and HHA, but seek inclusion of HHA 
within sub criteria c to beter align with overall objec�ves for 
HH.  

Amend c: 
To: 
Acknowledges and respects the character of the faced of the 
building  and design elements of the HHA 
 

E9 Support in part E9 focuses on altera�ons and addi�ons only to a building. 
Altera�ons and addi�ons may include to structures or 
associated elements including historic landscape elements 
within a HHA which are not building. Should include for 
assessing protec�on of all elements iden�fied including non-
building 
 
Historic fencing and cur�lage walls are not addressed and 
should be included in criteria. 
 
Par�al demoli�on will come under these criteria and 
recogni�on of other iden�fied historic elements currently 
have no criteria to protect and assess and should be included. 
 

Amend to: 
 
E9 The extent the altera�ons and addi�ons of a building in a 
HHA, will affect the heritage values of the HHA: 
 
a. Whether the altera�ons and addi�ons are in keeping with 
the exis�ng building, structure and the HHA, including the 
architecture, materials, and general design of the altera�ons 
and addi�ons. 
 
Add: 
Whether the altera�ons and addi�ons include demoli�on, and 
the degree of effect on heritage values of the HHA 
 

E 10 Support in part Include non-‘building’ elements iden�fied in HHA statements 
to protect heritage values of the HHA that are not buildings. 
This could be a street and its elements or a park iden�fied in 
the HHA statement and its extent. 

The extent the demoli�on or reloca�on of the building will 
have on the heritage values of the HHA: 

E10 a & b  Include other iden�fied elements as HHA include elements 
other than buildings which are iden�fied in HHA statements 
such as street, parks and structures 

Whether the building and other element iden�fied in the HHA 
statement or structure makes a contribu�on to the heritage 
values of the area 
 

E 11 Support in part No criteria to iden�fy  if exis�ng historic heritage is being 
removed and effect as part of proposal 

Insert addi�on as below: 
 
The extent the proposed fence and/or wall will have on the 
heritage values of the HHA: 
a. Whether fences and/or walls (or lack of) is consistent with 
the HHA, as iden�fied in the relevant HHA statement. 
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APPENDIX 1          WAIKATO HERITAGE GROUP COMMENT ON PROPOSED PC 9  PLANNING PROVSIONS  - HHAS -  FROM 6 MAY 2024 

Clause/Provision 

1.3, 1.3.3 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request  

b. The cumula�ve effects of the proposal on the heritage 
values of the HHA 
c. removes historic fencing 
 

E 12 Support in part Assessment criteria should include impact on se�ng and 
surrounds and rela�onships between buildings and to the 
street including maintaining the coherent physical and visual 
quali�es with the HHA area.. 

Absence of a proposed rule framework in the revised PP  is 
noted in earlier comments. 

Add  
 
Whether the building other element iden�fied in the HHA 
statement or structure  is in keeping with the se�ng and 
surrounds in the HHA, including  in rela�on to its architecture, 
materials and posi�on on the site, including rela�onship to 
street and park within the HHA extent.  

E12 
( sub clause 2 of 
3) 

Support in part These areas are already under development , some for 
decades a, and the balance of historic to modern, can 
significantly change the heritage values if used as the 
benchmark. Historic s�ll needs to be protected and included 
in assessments and statements updated to include clarity on 
what is historic compared to modern. Clear guidance is 
needed. 

 
Whether areas of hard surfacing and landscaping associated 
with the proposed new building are in keeping with those 
iden�fied as historic typical in the HHA: 
 

E 13 Support in part Recommend assessment amended to beter reflect protec�on 
of site, se�ng and heritage values of site and area 

The extent to which the reloca�on of the building within the 
original site will have on the heritage values of the site, se�ng, 
and of the site and the overall HHA: 
 
a. Whether the exis�ng posi�on and its se�ng of the building 
makes a par�cular contribu�on to the heritage values of the 
HHA 
b. The effects on the heritage fabric of the exis�ng heritage  
building and place and the consequen�al effects of this on the 
value of se�ng, the site and the HHA 
c. Whether areas of hard surfacing and landscaping associated 
with the proposed relocated building are in keeping with the 
historic landscaping in the HHA 
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Clause/Provision 

1.3, 1.3.3 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request  

E13 d Oppose in part Use of ‘opera�onal reasons’, and not a higher enough term for 
protect objec�ves. It  is too open 

Remove: 

“opera�onal reasons’  

And amend to: 

That there is evidence that all other alterna�ve op�ons have 
been considered and that reloca�on within the original site is 
necessary and will not impact on the heritage values of the 
site. 

 

 

 

PROPOSED APPENDIX 8 – HISTORIC HERITAGE 

Clause/Provision 
Reference 

Support/Oppose Comment Amendment Request 

FRV HHA Statement Support in part Map is for Marama HHA and not Frankton Railway Village 
HHA 

Amend and insert correct  map 

 

 


