27 September 2022

Late Submission Re: Plan Change 9

We own and live at the property —
17 Beale Street, Hamilton East Valuation Number 04110-500-00
We specifically object to the designation of this property as Class B Heritage Built.

We have lived in this property for nearly 30 years and have done our best to restore and maintain it in a
form true to its original character. Until recent times we have been strong supporters of preserving
Hamilton’s heritage and the character of certain areas. However we believe that the Council’s actions in
this regard have been too little and too late. We have witnessed the removal of heritage buildings in
areas like Hamilton East and the loss of character is already past the point of no return.

The specific designation of our property, in isolation, as ‘heritage built’ ignores the fact that heritage
value is as much derived from the context and surroundings of the building as from the building itself.
Designating our property as having heritage value while allowing buildings of at least 6 storeys high to
surround us (refer Plan Change 12), makes a nonsense of the designation.

The designation places significant restrictions, complications and possible costs on what we can do,
while placing none on properties around us that could negatively impact us. For example a few years
ago 10 two storey townhouses were built between our property and Beale Cottage. Aside from
impacting on our privacy and sunlight, this construction has had a negative impact on the integrity of
both these building as they are now dominated by something which is completely inconsistent with their
character. Why should we suffer these limitations and a potential lower resale value when others can
comparatively do what they like, to our detriment and to that of the heritage value of the property in
qguestion?

In our view this imbalance created by the designation of our property as heritage B status is both unfair
and unreasonable.

We apologize for submitting late but we were under the impression that objections to Plan Change 9
were related to the general terms of the change rather than to the specific designation of our property.

Yours sincerely,

John and Christine Versluys



