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About you

Your full name

(Required)

Bernard Bourke

Company name

Bourke Family Trust



https://web.archive.org/web/20240526190059/https://www.hamilton.govt.nz/Pages/default.aspx
https://web.archive.org/web/20240526190059/https://www.hamilton.govt.nz/Pages/default.aspx
https://web.archive.org/web/20240526190059/https://haveyoursay.hamilton.govt.nz/city-planning/plan-change-9/
https://web.archive.org/web/20240526190059/https://haveyoursay.hamilton.govt.nz/city-planning/plan-change-9/
https://web.archive.org/web/20240526190059/https://haveyoursay.hamilton.govt.nz/city-planning/plan-change-9/consultation/published_select_respondent

Your postal address

‘83 Windmill road, RD 2, Hamilton

Postcode

3283

Your email address

(Required)

bbourke100@gmail.com

Built heritage

The specific provisions of the Proposed Plan Change that my submission
relates to are as follows:

Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s), for
example Rule 20.3.1, Policy 19.3a.

Appendix 8, Built Heritage part 3, 74 East street, Hamilton

The proposal from the Hamilton City Council is that ALL properties on Lot 3
DP 37173 (a cross lease area) should be included in a "built Heritage"
heritage protection order. The basis of this plan is due to the fact that the
properties are all included under the overall title.

The properties (4 domestic living units and a shared driveway) are already
connected under the provisions of cross lease regulations. However they are
all also separately identified by their DP numbers.




The property planned to be listed under the proposed Plan 9 change - Built
Heritage is identified by its individual identifier - which is PT Lot 3, DP
37173, SA42B/29 and Lot 1 DPS 3439.

None of the other properties on the cross lease area are, or will ever be, of
heritage value yet the councils proposal will require any change to be
approved both by the usual cross lease regulations AND by the built heritage
requirements none of which will ever apply to these other properties.

This imposes a level of un-necessary complexity.

My submission is that:

State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate whether you

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

| oppose the proposal that imposes the built heritage regulations on
properties that are not envisaged to be covered by the proposals and those
properties CAN BE separated by recognising the specific property identifiers.

| seek the following decision from the Hamilton City Council:

Please give precise details.

That the council use specific property identifiers for imposing heritage status
on buildings that do not meet the built heritage rules, and which those other
properties can be identified separately from the heritage building.




Additional information

Do you want to be heard in support of your submission?

Please select one item

(Required)

@ Yes
@ No

If others make a similar submission would, you be prepared to consider
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing?

Please select one item

O Yes
@ No

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

Please select one item

Q Yes
@ No
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