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This is asuh;mmun on Plan Chauge Nn?;aé to the Wanganul District Plan. Closing Date: 4" _JouC Jori
1. (a) I could/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (*please
delete one).

(b) I am/am not* directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that
adversely affects the environment; and does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition (*please delete one).

2. The specific provisions of the proposed plan change that my submission relates to:
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Use additional pages if required

3. My submission is that (Please state in surmmary the nature of your swbmission, Clearly indicate whether you support

or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendmenis made. Please give your reasons):
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Use additional pages if required

4, | seek the following decision from the Council (Give clear details stating what aimendments you wish to see

made to the Plan Change, and your reasensy:
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Use additional pages if required

5.dw/do not* wish to be heard in support of this submission (*please delete one).

6. If others make a similar submission | would/wowld-met* be prepared to consider presenting a joint case

with them at any hearing (*please delete ane),

7. Address for service: -
65 1 lesFros. Lo /ﬂ/ / j |
; was ; Signature; rif by i

e e e e e s e e e (PEXSON mgtking submission or person authorised 1o sign on
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This is a submission on Plan Change ‘\037.{310 the Wanganui Distri¢t Plan. { P Closing Date: 04/06/14
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{a) leswdd/could not® gain an advantage in trade competition through this subnd n@.’.\{*' ease delete one),

(b) 1 amy/amenat® directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the subission that adversely affects the environ-
menl; and does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition (*please delete one).

2. The specific provisions of the proposed plan change that my submission relates 1o:
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Use additional pages if required

3. My submission is that (Please stare iv sommary ihe nature af yonr spbmission. Clearly indicate whether you support or appose

the specifie provisions or wish ro have amendiments made. Please give your reasens):

Use addirional pages if required

+. 1 seek the following decision from the Council (Give clear defails stating what amendmenis you wish ia see made to the Plan

Change, and your reasonsy.
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5. 1 do/do not* wish to be heard in support of this submission ( *please delete one).

6, I others make a similar submission lewertd/would not* be prepared to consider presenting a joint case with them at any hearing

{ *please defete one),
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Alternatively vou can collect a submission form from the Customer Services Desk at the Wanganui District
Council, 101 Guyton Street, the public libraries, or online at ww.wanganui.govt.nz /shaping
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n Submission on a Publicly Notified Plan Change
To The Wanganui District Plan
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TO: Wanganui District Couneil, PO Box 637, Wanganui
Name: (prind in full) . DEHEE..  BLEYANDER /J%JE 5[' T
This is a submission on Plan Change No. 36, to the W anganui If‘stueLP],gn f" N C'?@Q Date: 04/06/14
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(b) I'smfam not* directly aifected by an effect of the subject matter of the &uhmlwwn L‘lm .',l.li:‘-'LFSE y uﬁnts the environ-
ment; and does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition (*pl fase :.i'rﬁw one).

2, The specific provisions of the proposed plan change that my submission relates 10;
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Use additienal pages if required

3. My submission is that (Please state in sawmmary the natiare of your submission, Clearly indicare whether you support or oppose

the .'“Fl"t"{ﬁ{' provisions or wish fe have amendments made, Please give yonr reasons)
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Use additional pages if required

4. | seek the following decision from the Council (Give clear details stating what amendments you wish to see made to the Plan

Change, and your reasons).

That. /’f mn" leas. . ciff{*uf: balos [0 fa . L e
..... Fobess.. @a@ 3 / h | ke éuw;m"
CE»&::@..... ,éw&;n. !_'__{:_'_ /m'/ ere  olecand }'J A«ﬂ_ Al //},fﬂrf;u{{ut 3 i&;_

Use additional pages if required

5. | do/de-net* wish to be heard in suppori of this submission {*please delete one),

6. If others make a similar submission | would/weuld-not* be prepared to consider presenting o joint case with them ot any hearing

(*please delete one).
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Resource Management Act 1991
Submission on a Publicly Notified Plan Change
To The Wanganui District Plan
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TO: Wanganui District Council, PO Box 637, Wanganui ]
Name: (print in full) Doy ALd Géchbe  KiLPAT T .{L oK

This is a submission on Plan Chnnge No.2& to the Wanganui District Plan. Closing Date: 1 - <+ 'f
1. (a)yExouhd/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (*please
delete one).

(b) I am/am=wat* directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that
adversely affects the environment; and does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition (*please delete one).

2 The specific pmwsmns of the proposed plan change that my submission relates to:
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Use additional pages if required

3. My submission is that (Please state in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate whether you support
or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made. Please give your reasons):

(}.) l -‘STu"u"r\._:}".»J Cppese . The m-.fc.ﬂ';ﬂm \ Erc"\ e 1.‘-:::: Lare L-rwrvu.fn L
SubA v iSien .='-1*- Prepss cTier WAl Ill:"_f..j Wvin 2 edlnnef,.

.

ﬁ‘) 1 Llfe, epise he £Dangc. Tl x,m'\"t Anfege e __ll"“‘“ ':in_ =NE.

- (o
-]

.Iﬂ: .:’L—.r.-’. A Siaedl

Awe ﬂ_'-_-_'.v_.fl P 1€ bedtanes.
Ili oY Pt £5 b S ) e ﬁ,:s..._—;l_"' o "'-,-'bl,.-r"-i:‘-'l £ f.fr.-'i Iy "tlnf_,_ L-Jf ﬁdl'lrfﬂﬂ"ﬂfpﬂg‘lfi ﬂ"'rfrrmred
= )

4, 1 seek the following decision from the Council (Give elear details stating what amendments you wish to see

muade to the Plan Change, and your reasons).
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Use additional pages if required

5.4w/do not* wish to be heard in support of this submission (*please delete one).

6. If others make a similar submission | would/weuld-net* be prepared to consider presenting a joint case

with them at any hearing (*please delete one).

7. Address for service:
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MNAME: Donald George Kilpatrick

3(A) The proposal to move to a 10 hectare minimum subdivision is a radical move
that will unfairly impact on some landowners in Rural A zones, who will lose

rights they have had up to the present.

4(A) While sympathetic to the general aim of the proposed plan change, I believe that
aim could still be met if the minimum were to be set at 4 hectares (10 acres)
rather than the 10 hectare (25 acres) proposal.

1 hectare blocks generally cease to be agriculturally productive. 4 hectare blocks
however, (too big for a pony and too big to mow), remain productive, and this
compromise would offer landowners a degree of flexibility, that the change, as

proposed, removes entirely,

3(B) A limit of one dwelling per 10 hectares is very restrictive. [t means that owners
of smaller blocks of land would be unable to deal with changing family housing
needs. The Council must retain some discretion here.

4(B) That the general rule should be one dwelling per 4 hectares, but that an

exemption should be available if family circumstances warrant it.
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\ Resource Management Act 1991 uﬂ,;\[ui'yrra,,f_
! “ Submission on a Publicly Notified Plan Change TN -
ﬂ To The Wanganui District Plan 5

In accordance with Form 5 = RM (Fommns, Fees and Procedure) Regulations 2003 'y

L

TO: Wanganui District Council, PO Box 637, Wanganui
Name: (print in full) 5-*}""'*‘1 T BaxTER
This is a submission on Plan Change No.??;em the Wanganui District Plan. _Closing Date: = .. i+

[. (a) I coubet/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (*please
delete one).

(b) L.asa/am not* directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that

adversely affects the environment; and does not relate to Ha:?g?:ﬁmpaﬁﬁﬂn or the effects of trade
competition (*please delete one). [ VWan

2. The specific provisions of the proposed plan ¢hange that my subimission relates to:

Use addi':.’a%ﬁ! pages if required

v
3. My submission is that (Please state in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate whether vow support
or oppose the specific provisions or wish fo have amendments made. Please give your reasons).
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4. 1 seek the following decision from the Council (Give clear details stating what amendments you wish ta see

made to the Plan Change, and pour reasonsy.
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5. | do/do-net* wish to be heard in support of this submission (*please delete one),

6. If others make a similar submission | would/weuldmoT* be prepared to consider presenting a joint case
with them at any hearing (*please delete one).

7. Address for service:
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Submission for Plan 36 — additional pages
Section 2

We are strongly opposed to the proposed District Plan change. We oppose the Plan change on the
following three key points;

- Aconfused and inaccurate Case Study

- Acomplete lack of economic analysis and its effect

- Amisguided attempt to use the preservation of Class 1 & 2 soil types as a means of containing
residential spread

1. Background statistics showings trends/land usage
The 2013 Case Study contains data which is confused and inconsistent. Of great concern is the
fact that the Flan change has been given life on the result of a very inconsistent and inaccurate
Study.

One crucial example of the inconsistency is shown below in these two tables;

1994 (adjusted) 2013
By area (ha) % of total By area (ha) % of total
area area
Total Smallholdings 673.51 15.5 358.6 8.2

Extract from Table 2. Areas of Residential and Lifestyle Block Land use

MB Given there were 476 new properties in this period why has the area almost halved ?

1994 (adjusted) 2013
By area (ha) % of total By area (ha) | % of total
darea area
Total Smallhnldings 118.3 2.3 5138 12

Extract from Table 4. Smallholdings by Area

Sec 3.1.4 of the Proposed plan states "The total area of rural productive land lost to residential
or lifestyle blocks has steadily increased over the period to 2013. It now comprises 12% of the
Westmere area compared to 2% in 1994". Whilst we are led to understand this is not the driver
of the change the instigators of the change must have used objective evidence such as this to
promote their cause.,
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The 1994 map also casts doubt on the accuracy of the comparative data. Presumably that title
data was generated from the database; however the high density areas in Mannington Rd,
Pickwick Rd, Dickens Lane and Kai Iwi are not shaded as per the legend. Has the correct base
data been used to measure the growth from ?

Despite the Study being a reference for decision making it does provide a "waiver” with a
statement “that the information in this report is an indicator only of the numbers and extent of
small holders in the Westmere area”. This statement itself diminishes the reports value.

Economic effects

The RMA requires the economic effects to be shown when reasonably practical. This has been
glossed over throughout the proposal with general comments such as “protecting soil capacity
and versatility will have an economic benefit to wider Wanganui community”. There is no
objective analysis to measure the amount of economic return or employment brought to the
region from the areas under the proposed District Plan change.  There is no analysis to
demonstrate any potential economic effect if the lifestyle/residential spread was to continue.

Commercial farming entities traditionally have nett average returns across their enterprises of
less than 5% on capital. The result is that it is extremely difficult for them to finance the
purchase of neighbouring farm blocks when in close proximity to a city. Many of the smaller
farming properties within the proposed District Plan change zone are likely to become marginal
units as productivity costs continue to increase. Sales of land less than 10 ha can be one option
for the small farmer to stay afloat, given higher values of land close to the city, Under this
proposal farming platforms will be further depleted by commercial farmers having to sell off
10ha minimum. This decreasing acreage only exacerbates their problem long-term and actually
hinders their commercial stability.

For those properties in close proximity to the city their land values will recede (again from a very
low base against national figures) which will likely provide some rates relief to the affected land
owners. However, to survive presumably WDC requires the same total agricultural rates take
from the region...so all other landowners will pay more to cover this...has this been spelt out to
the rest of the farming populace ?
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An example of wealth destruction that would be effected under this proposal. Our property of
10ha is situated adjacent to the rural/residential area and has a current unimproved land GV of
$850,000 or 595,000/ha.

Across the fence, a commercial farm entity, has an unimproved land GV of 51,850,000 or
$26,000/ha for 70 ha. Both properties are of similar soil types and topography.

Presumably Quotable Value have valued our 10 ha as land that has some subdivision potential.
If therefore this proposed plan change went ahead our land value would recede to | suspect
5450,000 max. Wealth destruction of $500,000 on this block of land alone. | suspect there
would be several other landowners in the same position some of who may not be left with any
equity in their property as a consequence of the proposed change

The Westmere portion of the Rural A zone has been rightly pointed out as long being an area of
choice for many ratepayers despite the avalilability of cheaper land in alternative areas. Many of
those properties now hold high value homes. Has there been an evaluation of homeowners’
(investors) interest in building the same value homes in other less desirable semi rural areas?
This s a possible indirect economic consequence for the local struggling building industry.

If we don't have a handle on the economics effects of this proposal it would appear extremely
foolhardy to make any changes regards subdivision and reduced allotment sizes.

Land classification and usage

There is a comment that agriculture is the backbone of the Wanganui region. It possibly is,
however the agricultural economic wealth is spread widely in the Wanganui hinterland and is
not dependant on a very small parcel of Westmere Rural A land.

Whilst some of our best soils are within this subject area it also contains large amounts of light
sandy soils and topography that is unsuitable for higher valued farming. Obviously these Class 1
& 2 soils have always been available for higher valued farming but there has been minimal
uptake and certainly no evidence of long-term success .

The benefits for the region from the proposed District Plan change are not clearly spelt out.
There is no real demonstrated economic basis for change at this time.
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4. Transition from Town to Country

New Zealand's cities are generally buffered from agricultural land by lifestyle blecks which then
become residential as the city grows. The Rural A proposal for Westmere being contrary to this
by pushing intending purchasers into either;

e areas further from the city (doing little for the reglons carbon footprint with extended ,

car running)
o least preferred localities or
e larger than preferred holdings for many lifestylers

With ehanging lifestyles purchasers are graphically demonstrating they want smaller parcels and
not bigger. We believe smaller parcels can co -exist in the rural zones with some clear Council
conditions that protect the rural amenity values. That may require some innovative planning.

Section 4

We wish to see one of the following amendments/options made;
e Retain the Status Quo
s Move the the Rural A Zone further out from the City boundary towards Kal lwi thus
retaining the transition from town to the country perspective whilst preserving the
value of clozer higher valued rural properties
o Allow a5 year lead in thus giving property owners time to take action to minimize their
wealth loss.
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Resource Management Act 1991
Submission on a Publicly Notified Plan Change to the Wanganui District Plan

In accordance with Form 5 — RM (Forms, Fees and Procedure) Regulations 2003

To: Wanganui District Council
PO Box 637
Wanganui
MName: Horizons Regional Council
Contact Person: Barry Gilliland, Senior Policy Analyst

This is a submission on: Proposed Plan Change 36 (Rural) and 37 (Papakainga)

1. | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

2.  The specific provisions of the proposed plan change that my submission relates to are
outlined in Annex A.

3. My submission points are detailed in Annex A.
4, The decisions sought from Wanganui District Council are detailed in Annex A.
5. | do wish to be heard in support of this submission.

6. | would welcome any opportunity to attend informal or formal pre-hearing meetings with
Wanganui District Council and other parties to discuss poinis of contention.

7.  If others make a similar submission | would be prepared to consider presenting a joint
case with them to any hearing.

8. Address for Service: Horizons Regional Council
Private Bag 11025
Palmerston Narth

Day time phone No:  (06) 9522 204

Email; barry.qililand@horizons.qovi.nz
1 j' N
Signed: | M=
Nic Peet

GROUFP MANAGER STRATEGY AND REGULATION

Dated: 4 June 2014

HRC Submission to WDC PPC 36 (Rural | and 37 (Papakaknga) - 4 June 2014 File Ref: RAI 04 07



ANNEX A

Detalls of Horizons Reglonal Council submission to Wanganul District Plan Proposed Plan Change 36 (Rural)

HRC - Horizons Regional Council
WDC —Wanganul District Councll

BACKGROUND

The Proposed One Plan, HRC's Reglonal Pelicy Statement and Regional Plan, provides the basis for this submission, ANl appeals have been
resclved either by decisions from the Environment Court or approval of mediation agreements by the Enviranment Courl. As ai 4 June 2014, it has
nob been made operative, but it has legal effect.

The provisions of disticl plans must give effect to the Regional Policy Statement and WDC's response 1o this requirement is the focus of this
submission
PROPOSED PLAN CHAMGE 36 (RURAL)

HRC supparts the inlent of Proposed Plan Change 36 1o milgate abenation of Class | and || (versalile) soils. The key provisians in the Proposed One
Plan retating versatile solls are found in Chapler 3. Objective 3-1C and Policips 3-38 are relevanl considerations

Il is considered thal the apgroach laken in Proposed Plan Change 28 to safeguard Class 1 and 2 scils from alisnation generally implements the
provisions of the Reglonal Pelicy Stalement in a way thal |s il for purpose for purpose for Wanganul District

The interrelationship between rural developrment and HRC's discharges of domestic wastewater rules in (he Proposed Cine Plan has also been
evalualed. Ilis submilled thal a cross reference guidance note may be helpful for plan users so they are aware of the additional requiremants in the
Proposed One Plan. The key provisions relating o new and upgraded discharges of domestic waslewater are Rules 13-11 and 13-12.

The paints (dentified in this submission are intended o provide support for the approaches taken in Proposed Plan Change 36 and where appropriate
seek amendments o clarily and make the provisions more certain,

HEL Submbalen 1o WOC PPC 36 (Beral | wmd 37 |Pagabainga) + 4 hune 2004 Fily Rel- R G4 0T Page 13
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Proposed Plan Change 36

Decision sought

provisions in HRC's Regicnal Policy Statement (Chapter
3, Part 1 Proposed One Plan).

Provision submission Submission Point [Proposed Plan Change text in italics with deletions shown in.
© relatestor |  strikathrough and additicns shawn in undedine]
3.11SSUES ; B o _
Rural A zone Igsue statement ks supported, The lssue is consistent That when WOC makes decisions on submissions, the intent of the
with the inlent of varsatile soil provisions HRC Reglonal | issue be relained and eny amendments be rastricted to those that
Poscy Statement (Pan 1 Proposed One Flan). Improwve clarity,
3.2 OBJECTIVES: :
Objectives  3.2.1 The objectives are supported, The objectives an That when WDC makes decisions on submissions, the infent of the
322 congiderad appropriate 1o implemant 1he relevant objectives be relained and any amendmenls be resiricled 1o those thal
; previsions in HRC s Regional Policy Siatement (Chapler | improve clarity and cenainty,
324 3, Part 1 Propased One Plan),
325
3.3 POLICIES : ;
Policies 331 These polices are supported. The palicies ans That when WDC makes decisions an subméssions, the intent of thesa
114 considered appropriate to implament the relevant policies be relained and any amendments be resiricied io thosa that

improve clafmy and certainty.

Rural A Zone 3.3.6

These policies ane supported, The policies ame

That when WDC makes decisions on submissions, Ihe imtent of these

33,7 considered appropeiate to implement the relevant policies be relained and any amandments be restricted (o those that
ey previsions in HRC's Regional Policy Siatemant (Chapter | improve clarity and corainky.
338 3, Part 1 Proposed One Plan).
3.4 RULES - RURAL A ZONE

3.4.1 Permitted Actlvities

The rule Is supported, The rule is considered
approprate to implement the relevant provisions in
HRC's Regional Policy Staternent (Chapter 3, Par 1
Proposed One Plan).

It is noted that resource users bullding a dwelling under
Ruta 3.4.1 will also need to ba aware of the
requiremants of HRC's rules redaling te discharges of
domeslic wasiewaler.

Thal when WDE makes dacisions on submissions, the infent of this
rule ba miained and any amendmants ba restnicted bo those thal
Improve clarily and certainty.

That & guidance nofe be edded lo the rule of the performance
slandards advising plan users of the requirements of Proposed One
Flan Rule 13-11 (new and upgradad discharges of domestic
wasiawalar)

HAL Sulemiibtn to WDC FRC 36 (Rural | and 37 (Fapakabga] -4 hone 2004

Wil Marf, WA 2 67

rage |2




Propesed Plan I:hmpi 3
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: n sought
[Pmpuwd Ft!n Chymm lics with deletions dwn ln
and additions lhn'mh'lwomm]

A PRSP

3.4.2 Restrictod
Discretionary Activities

The rule I!. :uppnﬂbd. The rule bm&dm

appropriate 1o implameant the relevani provisions in
HRC's Regional Policy Statement (Chapter 3, Part 1
Proposed One Plan), except as detailed in the
submission balow.

HRC submits that clause {c] which aliows creation of
eng allotment with a site ares of batween 2,500m® and
5,000m” may result in a subsequent fssue with
dischasge of domestic wastewater I a dweling is
proposed, It is assumed thal Clause (¢} allows the one-
off creation of one of these allsiments af any ime in the
future since all siles may be presumed 1o ba legally
existing as a1 1 May 2014,

Propased One Plan Permitled Activity Rule 13-11
specifies a minimum kol size of 5,000m° for new land
parcels wharn wastewaber i 10 be disposed 1o land
rather than being rolicufated, Discharges of domestic
wasiewalor that canno! comply with this activity standarg
are trealad os restricled discretionany aclivilies with the
risk thal consent may not be granted, e.q., whene the
skope of the land may mean that all of the sile can be
considened sublable for on elliuen! dispossl Neld.

It ks noted that resowce uzers inlending to subdivide
building a dwelling under Rule 3.4.2 will also need 1o be
aware of the requirements of HRC's ndes relating to
discharges of domestic wasiewater,

Trm when WDC makes decisions on submissians, the m-ntm'thls
rules be ratained and any amendments be resiricled o those that
Imiprove clarity and certainty,

'I'Mlll:um{c} be amendad 1o provide for @ minimum allotment slze
of 5,000m” and a guidance note be added in the rule or the
performance standards advising plan users of the requirements of
Proposed One Plan Rule 13-11 {Mew and upgraded discharges of
domestic wastewater),

3.4.3 Discretionary
Activities

The rule is supporied, The rule is considened
appropriate to implement the relevanl pravisions in
HRC's Regional Palicy Statement (Chapter 3, Part 1
Propasad Cne Plan).

Thal when WDC makes decisions on submissions, the intent of this
rule be retaingd and any amandments be resirictad 1o those that
improve clarity and certainty,

3.4.4 Non-Complying
Activities

The rule is supported, The rule is considerad
appropriate to implement the relevant provisions In
HRC's Regional Palicy Statement (Chapler 3, Part 1
Proposed One Plan).

That whan WDC makes decisions on submissions, the intent of this
rule be retained and any amandments be resticted to those that
improve clarty and certainty,

WAL Sulswinsian 1o WO FPC 36 Aural | ssd 37 (Pagabnings] - & june 1954
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Proposed Plan Change 36 4 | Decision sought
Frm-lﬂnn submission Submission Polnt [Proposed Flan Change et in ialics with deiasnm shown In
m CHae : 3 mrlke'ﬁlm and additicns shawn in uﬁﬁi\b]

3.4 RULES - Rum'r_: ZONE

3.8.1 Permitted Activities | The rule is supporied.

1 is noted fhal resource uvsers building a dwalling under | That a guigance note be added 1o the rule or the porfarmance

Rule 3.8.1 will also need to be aware of the slandands advising plan users of the requirements of Proposed One
requiraments of HRC's rules relating to discharges of Plan Rule 13-11 (naw and upgradad discharges of domestic
domeslic wasiewaler. wasiewatar),

CONSEQUENTIAL CHANGES AND OTHER RELIEF }
Consequential Changes For all submission points HRC also saeks:
and aother relief as part of 1, Allernative amendments or reBel as may be necessary or

decisions appropriale to give effect to the decisions sought; and

2. Any consequential amendments or relief a5 may be necessary or
appropriate to give effect Lo the decisions sought,

RS Sehmistion to WOE PRC 16 [Nural | and 37 {Papsisinga] - & hune 1008 Fie Beh BRI DA 47 rege |4



Details of Horizons Regional Council submission to Wanganui District Plan Proposed Plan Change 37 (Papakainga)

FROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 37 (PAPAKAINGA)
HRC suppors the objectives of Proposed Flan Change 37, provided matlers such as flood hazard are managed effectivety. This is the focus of

HRC's submission.
Proposed Plan Change 37 Decision sought
Provision Submission Submission Point [Froposed Plan Change taxt in italics with deletions shewn in
" Relates to sirikathrough and additions shewn in undering]
RULES

Rules 2.8.1 and 2.8.2

Complance with
Performance Standards and
District-wide Rules

It % ol choar how the Permitted Activity and Restricied
Discrebomary Activity Rules will work in ferms of flood
hazard mitigation. On Uwe one hasnd 1L s staled it
“activibes musl comply with Perdarmance Standands and
District-wide Rules" bul on thee other hand compliance
appeas o mo dolerminod al e "oulor boandary,” On
tha face of Bdngs, Uks Gpgodrs wcodain and it
submiited thal conakderation be given o providing
redeading 1o clardy ihis,

HRC would ko concemod if zong moquiremants for Nood
mitigation wire nol sequintd lor developmaents whisre
Nood hazand s kendified a5 an Eoee in the District Plan,

That when WDC makes docisions an subméssions, that the
requiremants of the rules with respect 1o Pedormance Standards and
Diistricl-wide rules be clarifed for the purpose of cerlainty.

Consequential changes
and other relief as part of
dacisions

Foi this l'|-l1-|l11ll'lvl;;H'l p;ll HRLT also seaks:

1. Alernathe amsandments or rebiel s may be necessary or
appropriale to give effest 10 the docisions scught; and

2. Any consequential amendments or relief as may be necessary
of appropriale to give effect (o he decisians sought.

HE Submitsion 1o WDC PR 6 (Reral | and 37 (Fapabangal © 4 June 1014
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