From: Mary Walmsley

Sent: Thursday, 16 May 2024 7:32 am

To: Dave Serjeant; David Hill; Ewan Wilson; Vicki Morrison-Shaw

Subject: PC9 - Late further submission - Heritage zoning Peachgrove road Artillery flats,

Roseburg Street /Augusta Street HHA - 102 Peachgrove Road

Kia ora, Panel,
Please see below late further submission related to property at 102 Peachgrove Road.

Kind Regards,

Hearing Administrator
Urban and Spatial Planning Unit
Email: planchange@hcc.govt.nz
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From: lan Sutherland _

Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 2:22 PM
To: PlanChange <PlanChange@hcc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Heritage zoning Peachgrove road Artillery flats, Roseburg Street /Augusta Street HHA

As an owner of 102 Peachgrove Road | wish to make a submission and be heard over the proposed classification for
the Artillery flats along Peachgrove Road and the arbitrary HHA for Augusta Street/Roseburg Street.

There has been no consultation at all over Roseburg Street and | had no idea that this area was to have a blanket
classification without notification/public meetings/ consultation or feedbacik. | have no idea of what this HHA will
entail what rights as owner are confiscated by Council and what | can or can’t do with my own property which can[‘t
even be seen from the street. Can | replace gutterings? The roof? Window joinery? The rusty carport roof without
going cap in hand to some self-appointed people and their HCC acolytes? There has been no discussion but here we
are at a hearing determining exactly this- without notice to us as owners. Shockingly there are over 550 properties
also similarly under threat from their own Council’s special interest non-elected group.

| have never been contacted by the Heritage group, none of the properties have to my knowledge been inspected —
either inside or outside - nor discussed this very limiting change into an open-air museum with anyone with any
equity in the properties. Even the one picture they had on the WHG submission | was sent ( and not by HCC | may
add) was laughably off google maps. This is not just unprofessional — its lazy - a total lack of depth is clear.

Have the properties been inspected to see what works are needed if they are to be kept in perpetuity? No. Have the
insides been inspected to see the quality of accommodation they provide? No. Have the introduced species trees
which are certainly of some vintage been inspected to determine their health/ life span — even if they are safe?

No, they haven’t. | remind all that a protected introduced tree fell in a storm not so long ago in Rotorua and killed
and indigenous lady. Quite the metaphor for what we see in this hearing.



As for the classification table — | took a good look at the matrix box provided by WHG for the Peachgrove Road
properties.

The Historic value is set at high.
Really.

If the old weatherboard flats are high for Historic value - then — what isn’t? If Pa sites, Middens etc are High the how
can these basic 1940s weatherboard and tile houses possibly be high? Or are Maori heritage sites not high? WHG
seem very Eurocentric even wanting introduced trees protected. There is little historic evidence provided by WHG to
support a fanciful view of how the older buildings/ houses are perceived. | read the associated stories from WHG
and seeing as they’ve been around 80 years it was pretty scant and not even very interesting. They were built in
WW?2 to house workers making for the most part 303 ammunition ( not actually artillery or artillery munitions). This
was for a brief period — ceasing naturally after the war — not so much bullet manufacturing needed and the
associated factory etc i.e the more specialised buildings have long gone. There was no great lengthy period of use,
we had no tradition of arms manufacture as opposed to say — aluminium / stainless steel work — thank goodness
and it’s odd to celebrate man’s inhumanity to man in munitions manufacture to go on and say — High historic value.
To me it’s just distasteful. Nobody at all says to me — Oh no what about the dull weatherboard and tile plain houses.
There is little historic evidence provided by WHG to support a fanciful view of how the older buildings/ houses are
perceived. This contrasts with WHGs submission — In fact the only commentary was from someone who wasn’t even
there when they were used for their original purpose — MJ Campbells from the Ruakura farm’s daughter Shirley’s off
hand description showing no particular warmth or affection, how long she lived there or when.

Not surprising as before | insulated mine and put a heat pump in it was cold as hell.

The comment- The social value is demonstrated in the websites specifically on these Hamilton Flats and
communities that were tenants in there. Well, there isn’t much that | could find to be fair, the limited commentary
mostly reproduced by WHG almost is oblivious to the flat’s existence, a bit about the factory site, how many bullets
they made etc all very hum drum, no great love expressed for any of it, flats/ factory etc except for one lady who
hated it. There aren’t websites dedicated to these plain weatherboard houses/units, no community as such, there
just isn’t. There is a current community locally however that would like new housing a café some shops, a Hotel.
Who lived in them? Well not a single WW?2 era persons commentary. Personally it is likely that if they built housing
for ammunition manufacture then the more technical oriented people out of Auckland are the more likely
inhabitants rather than all and sundry unless people intuitively know how to manufacture bullets in the 1940s. Not
much though by WHG has gone into that if any at all on the efforts so far provided. The concept of civilians working
in the war effort by conscription was hardly unusual - my own mum worked in a sewing factory making
battledresses ( the soldiers combat over shirts) in Auckland. There is nothing unique about this at all.

Generally when | say — Artillery flats nobody knows what I’'m talking about. | have to explain the old weatherboard
flats across from Boys High on Peachgrove Road. Even to real estate agents. I've owned mine for literally decades (
2003) and never had a positive comment on them. ( they’re not great to live in) There is no great surge of interest
evident from previous tenants / owners etc wanting retention, no great public outcry — but | imagine there will be
when new housing is taken away by an irrelevant self-selected elite group that have — of course their own

house, but are more than comfortable with denying others the chance to have one themselves... When | have said
to people locally that there is a big project planned with a hotel, shops lots of apartments, people think —It’s a great
idea. They like the idea of a café, some shops and the like. | like the idea of people living in fully insulated, double
glazed new build housing in a city with hardly a tenancy to rent in walking distance of very well-regarded schooling,
a University a pretty new supermarket etc.

This is just crazy nimbyism by people not keen on KO oriented developments. | have had a lot of feedback from
people concerned over infil development that the world will end etc. Locking up the Cities more central suburbs
which are also the ones with the larger flat sites, close by schooling etc is just self-sabotage.

Even WHGs own _ physical and Architectural Values setting is... Moderate, rarity not even filled in. What kind of a
case is that? Is this because the country is awash in old 1940s/50s weatherboard and tile ex state housing?



In fact PC 9 itself is full of them, Sare Cres, Fairfield Road/Casey Ave are full of them. When you protect 100
/200/300- are they rare? We need infill housing but here we have a City determined to turn its back on housing
need — The older suburbs in general have the larger original sites on which to build infill housing — instead we have
whole streets protected — Springfield Cres/Augusta/Roseburg Street etc many others — very plain 1950s/1960s/70s
architecture.

Heritage NZ has 44 listings for Hamilton. PC 9 will add over 550 most without consultation likely all without
inspection even cursory and the Excel list does not even say why a good number are even on the list. This venture by
HCC in confiscation without consultation would appear to be in it’s early stages in terms of proving an argument at
all rather than being at the hearing stage to order a determination of what people can do or not do with their own
properties that they live in. Want to double glaze your house? Nope. Want a garage? Nope, want a new fence?
Nope. By what right do you take these rights from people?

This process should be started again with full consultation and be put to the public and voted on by Council rather
than this sneaking in by the back door. | wish to be heard at the hearing that will determine the fate of my own
property.

Ian Sutherland Registered Valuer
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From: PlanChange <PlanChange@hcc.govt.nz>

Sent: Monday, May 13, 2024 11:45 AM

To: lan Sutherland <ian@prendos.co.nz>

Subject: RE: Heritage zoning Peachgrove road Artillery flats

Hilan,
It can be done via email. It would be better if you detailed your concerns about the submission.

As per Direction #26 paragraph 2 (f): Any landowner, occupier or otherwise affected party in relation to the WHG BH
items who wishes to be heard must lodge a submission with the hearing administrator by 5pm 17 May 2024.

Link to Direction #26: https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-
assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Content-Documents/Property-Rates-and-Building/PC9-Historic-Heritage-and-
Natural-Environments/Commissioner-Directions/Directions/PC9-Hearing-Panel-Direction-26-220424.pdf

Please note that your email has been received and considered since 1 May.
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