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Minutes of a Resumed Extraordinary Meeting of the  
City Development Committee – OPEN 

Time and date: 2.05pm, Thursday, 25 September 2008. 

Venue: Council Chamber, 1st Floor, Council Building, Garden Place, Hamilton. 

Committee Members: Councillors  G M Saunders (Chairperson) 
 J R Gower 
 R E Hennebry 
 P M Mahood  
 A R O’Leary 

In Attendance: Ms Joanna Smith, Urban Design Consultant. 
City Planning Unit Manager, Consultant Planner, and Planner. 

Committee Advisor: Ms F M Yates 

Apologies: Councillors Chesterman &  Westphal  

SECTION B: RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMMITTEE FOR ADOPTION BY THE COUNCIL 

 
 
1.     124/8/15.   Variation No. 15:  Subdivision Connectivity, Heritage, Special Provisions 

in Growth Areas & Miscellaneous Provisions 
The Committee to consider a report and recommendations from the General Manager 
Environmental Services. 
 
 
Minute Note: The following resolutions were transferred from Public Excluded into 

the Open part of the meeting by resolution of the Committee. 

 

 In presenting the item to the Committee, the Chairperson advised that she would deal with 
the matter in parts.    

  
 Motion:  (Crs Saunders/Mahood) 
  That pursuant to Clause 10 of the First Schedule to the Resource 

Management Act (1991) Council resolves to accept the submissions 
relating to Variation 15 – Subdivision Connectivity, Heritage, Special 
Provisions in Growth Areas and Miscellaneous Provisions in accordance 
with the following: 
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General: 

A) Recommendation 

That the Variation as a whole be confirmed subject to the amendments 
contained in recommendations under the sub-headings: Part A, Part B, 
Part C and Part D, as follows.  

 

The Motion was declared carried on the voices as the Committee’s recommendation for 
adoption by the Council. 

 
Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendments assist in achieving Council’s strategic direction as confirmed through the 
2006-16 Long Term Council Community Plan. 

3. The amendments assist in achieving Council’s Key Policy Strategies (CityScope, Access 
Hamilton and Vista). 

4. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 assist in 
maintaining the integrity of and keeping the District Plan up-to-date. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/04.01 DEL Spence Reject in Full 
V15/06/08.01 G Holland Accept in Full 
V15/06/14.01 Parkwood and Office Retail Limited Reject in Full 

  

 Part A was taken out of order to enable staff to report back to the Committee with amended 
recommendations. 
 

 PART A: Amendments relating to Subdivision Connectivity affecting Policy Sections 4.2 and 
4.4 and Rule Sections 6.2, 6.3 and 8.0 

 
 The Planning Consultant in presenting the amended recommendations to the Committee 

discussed each of the amendments separately. 
 
   
 Motion:  (Crs Saunders/Mahood) 
  That the recommendations Aa) to Aaa) as listed separately below be 

confirmed. 
 

The Motion was declared carried on the voices as the Committee’s recommendation for 
adoption by the Council. 
 

Aa)   Recommendation  

That Part A: ‘Subdivision Connectivity’ be confirmed subject to the amendments contained in 
the recommendations (Ab) – (Az) as follows: 

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 
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2. The subdivision amendment allows the Proposed District Plan to continue to be consistent 
with other relevant statutory documents (i.e. Regional Policy Statement). 

3. The amendments assist in achieving Council’s strategic direction as confirmed through the 
2006-16 Long Term Council Community Plan. 

4. The amendments assist in achieving the Council’s Urban Design Strategy and Access 
Hamilton initiatives. 

5. Connectivity and Permeability is an accepted urban design practice and promotes a more 
integrated planning approach to the subdivision of land. 

6. The subdivision amendments, as proposed in Variation 15 assist in achieving in creating 
sustainable communities. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.01 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.02 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.03 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.04 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.05 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.06 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.07 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.08 Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/02.01 CKL Survey Office Limited Accept in Part 
V15/06/06.01 Tui 2000 Accept in Full 
V15/06/07.01 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.02 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.03 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.04 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.06 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.07 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.08 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.11 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.15 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.16 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.17 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.18 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.20 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/09.01 New Zealand Transportation Agency  Accept in Part 
V15/06/10.01 Blue Wallace Surveyors Reject in Full 
V15/06/12.01 Environment Waikato Accept in Part 
V15/06/13.03 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Part 
V15/06/15.01 McPherson Goodwin Surveyors Reject in Full 
V15/06/15.02 McPherson Goodwin Surveyors Reject in Full 
V15/06/15.03 McPherson Goodwin Surveyors Reject in Full 
V15/06/18.01 CKL Surveying and Planning Reject in Full 
F.07/05.02 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.03 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.05 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.13 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.16 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.17 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 

 
Ab)   Recommendation  
That the 10 + allotment threshold to require a Concept Plan be confirmed. 
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Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The reduction from a 50 allotment to a 10 allotment threshold achieves greater control 
over subdivision design. 

3. Both large and small scale subdivision developments contribute to the overall 
development of the City. 

4. Poor interconnectivity has implications for community integration, increasing reliance on 
motor vehicles, reduced opportunities for public transport and limits opportunities for 
social interaction.  

5. The utilisation of the roading hierarchy as a trigger is narrow in focus and does not 
achieve the connectivity and sustainable environmental outcomes sought through the 
subdivision amendment to the Proposed District Plan. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/07.14 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/09.13 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Part 
V15/06/09.14 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Part 
V15/06/09.15 New Zealand Transportation Agency Reject in Full 
V15/06/12.07 Environment Waikato  Accept in Full 
V15/06/16.01 Attic Homes Reject in Full 
V15/06/16.02 Attic Homes Accept in Full 
V15/06/18.01 CKL Surveying and Planning Reject in Full 

 
Ac)  Recommendation  
That the amendment of Policy Section 4.2 be confirmed, subject to the following amendment 
to the text of the new method: 
 
Subdivision Design Guide – will be used to provide an interpretation of  a guidance on the  
Assessment Criteria and Performance Outcomes in relation to residential subdivision:  
layouts and roading design.  The Guidance explains and illustrates the urban design 
principles of connectivity and permeability 

Reasons 

1. The Design Guidance extends the Proposed District Plan provisions to address the matters 
of subdivision design in a more integrated and holistic manner. 

2. The Design Guidance provides flexibility for developers to demonstrate that a particular 
subdivision consent plan complies with the intent of the District Plan in respect of the 
principles of Connectivity and Permeability. 

3. The use of the word ‘guide’ instead of ‘interpretation’ clarifies the anticipated use of the 
Design Guidance. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/07.05 PRS Group Accept in Part 
V15/06/07.09 PRS Group Accept in Part 

 
Ad) Recommendation  
That Rule 6.2.1(a) as proposed in Variation 15 be confirmed, subject to the following 
amendment to Bullet Point three, sub-point three: 

The location and dimension of shared-use pedestrian/cycle accessways. 

 

Reasons 
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1. The Design Guidance extends the Proposed District Plan provisions to address the matters 
of subdivision design in a more integrated and holistic manner. 

2. The Design Guidance provides flexibility for developers to demonstrate that a particular 
subdivision consent plan complies with the intent of the District Plan in respect of the 
principles of Connectivity and Permeability. 

3. The deletion of Rule 6.2.1(a) would defeat the purposed of the provision of a concept 
plan to demonstrate how the various requirements of a subdivision will be achieved and 
relevant performance standards satisfied. 

4. A concept plan is to provide detail to which a subdivision proposal will relate to the 
surrounding environment. 

5. The identification, location and dimension of potential public transport routes occurs 
through strategic structure planning along with policy direction in Access Hamilton.  

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/02.03 CKL Survey Office Limited Reject in Full 
V15/06/09.16 New Zealand Transportation Agency Reject in Full 
V15/06/12.08 Environment Waikato  Reject in Full 
V15/06/13.06 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
V15/06/13.07 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.01 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 

 
Ae) Recommendation  
That there be no reference included in the Reasons sections for Objective 4.2.4A and 
Objective 4.4.4 and the Design Guidance for the planting of native trees in road corridors or 
in the planning of new roads. 

Reasons 

1. That pursuant to the First Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991, this 
submission is outside the scope of Variation 15. 

2. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

3. The amendments in Variation 15 of connectivity and permeability are narrow in focus to 
generate greater linkages for a range of transportation modes to assist in creating 
sustainable communities. 

4. The specific provision of ecological corridors is outside the scope of variation 15. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/08.02 G Holland Reject in Full 

 
Af) Recommendation  
That the ‘Subdivision Design Guidance under the Methods’ as proposed in Section 4.2, 
Section 4.4, Rule 6.2.2(d)(ii) and Rule 6.3.6(a)(v) be confirmed without the inclusion of the 
term “sustainability”.   

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendments in Variation 15 of connectivity and permeability are in response to 
Council’s strategic direction and to ensure that the Proposed District Plan achieved the 
sustainable management of natural and physical resources. 

3. The ‘Methods Points’ in Section 4.2, Section 4.4, Rule 6.2.2(d)(ii) and Rule 6.3.6(a)(v) 
specifically relate to the urban design principles set out in the Design Guidance. 
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4. The term ‘sustainability’ is not a specific design principle of the Design Guidance. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/08.03 G Holland Reject in Full 
V15/06/08.05 G Holland Reject in Full 
V15/06/08.06 G Holland Reject in Full 
V15/06/08.08 G Holland Reject in Full 

 
Ag) Recommendation  
That the Objective 4.4.4; Policy 4.4 and the Issue, bullet point seven under Policy 4.4 as 
proposed in Variation 15 be confirmed subject to the following amendment to the text of the 
second bullet point under ‘District Plan Method’: 

Subdivision Design Guide – will be used to provide an interpretation of  a guidance on 
the  Assessment Criteria and Performance Outcomes in relation to residential 
subdivision:  layouts and roading design.  The Guidance explains and illustrates the 
urban design principles of connectivity and permeability 

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendments in Variation 15 of connectivity and permeability are in response to 
Council’s strategic direction and to ensure that the Proposed District Plan achieved the 
sustainable management of natural and physical resources. 

3. The protection of nature features and cultural features are already identified in bullet 
point two of the Introduction and Issues section of Policy 4.4 of the Proposed District 
Plan. 

4. The provision of reserves, at subdivision stage is an existing requirement as set out in Rule 
6.5 of the Proposed District Plan and is not subject to amendment by Variation 15. 

5. There are adequate linkages in the Proposed District Plan to require the provision of 
public reserves and green corridors. 

6. The amendment to the definition of “Subdivision Design Guide is a consequential change 
as a result of the changes set out in Recommendation Ac. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/07.12 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/07.13 PRS Group Reject in Full 
V15/06/08.04 G Holland Reject in Full 
V15/06/12.05 Environment Waikato Accept in Full 
V15/06/12.06 Environment Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.04 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.14 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 

 
Ah) Recommendation  
That Rule 6.2.3(a) be confirmed, with no reference to walkways/footpaths included. 

Reasons 
Section 3.9 of the Hamilton Development Manual sets out the requirements for the formation 
of footpaths. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/08.07 G Holland Reject in Full 

Ai) Recommendation  
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No additional guidelines, to limit road connections or rules for the provision of cycle lanes shall 
be included.  

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The existing Objective and Policy framework of the Proposed District Plan, the 
implementation of Rule 5.2 ‘Parking, Loading and Access’ and the management of the 
Road Hierarchy ensures the distribution of access points does not adversely affect the safe 
and efficient functioning of the transport network, including pedestrian and cycle ways. 

3. The provision of cycle lanes is set out in the Hamilton Development Manual.  

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/13.01 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/13.02 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/13.11 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/13.13 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/13.14 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 

 F.07/08 New Zealand Transportation Agency  Accept in Full 
 

Aj) Recommendation  
That Rule 6.2.3(a)(v) be confirmed without change, subject to the inclusion of the definition 
for the term ‘Local Movement System’ into Part 8 Definitions of the Proposed District Plan as 
follows: 

Local Movement System means any type of resource capable of moving people or 
vehicles within the transport network and can include roads, pedestrian/cycle 
accessways, reserves and the River. 

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. Rule 6.2.3(a)(v) encapsulates connectivity for transport modes which is not included in 
the existing criteria (Rules 6.2.3(a)(i) to (iv). 

3. The inclusion of the definition ‘Local Movement System’ provides clarity for the 
administration of the Proposed District Plan. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/07.19 PRS Group Accept in Part 
 

Ak) Recommendation  
That the Issue ‘Relationship Between Subdivision Layout and Road Design’; Policies 4.2.4(d) 
and 4.2.4(e); Reasons and Objective 4.2.4(a) be confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendments assist in the administration of the Proposed District Plan. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/09.02 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Full 
V15/06/09.03 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Full 
V15/06/09.04 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Full 
V15/06/09.05 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Full 
F.07/05.06 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
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Al) Recommendation  
That the policies of 4.2.4A be confirmed, subject to the following amendment: 

Policy 4.2.4A(c) “To improve the design and integration of access (taking into account all 
modes of transport, which include walking, cycling and disabled access) within any new 
subdivisions”. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendment assist in achieving Council’s strategic direction as confirmed through the 
2006 -16 Long Term Council Community Plan. 

3. The strategic direction set out in Access Hamilton is encompassed into the proposed new 
Rule 4.2.4A 

4. Policy 4.2.4A provides for the recognition that the particulars of a design of infrastructure 
can impact on a community’s health and safety. 

5. The amendment clarifies what is intended by the term ‘mode of transport’ for the 
purpose of this Proposed District Plan. 

6. The focus of Rule 4.2.4A is to encompass all aspects of connectivity and permeability. 

 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/09.06 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Full 
V15/06/09.07 New Zealand Transportation Agency Reject in Full 
V15/06/09.08 New Zealand Transportation Agency Reject in Full 
V15/06/09.09 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Full 
V15/06/09.10 New Zealand Transportation Agency Reject in Full 
V15/06/12.02 Environment Waikato Accept in Full 
V15/06/13.04 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/13.05 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
F.07/05.07 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full F.07/05.08 
 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 

 
Am) Recommendation  
That the ‘reasons’ for Objective 4.2.4A be confirmed without change. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. That pursuant to the First Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991, the 
submissions by Environment Waikato (submission points12.03 and 12.04) are outside the 
scope of Variation 15. 

3. It is not necessary to alter the Reasons section for Policy 4.2.4A. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/09.11 New Zealand Transportation Agency Reject in Full 
V15/06/12.03 Environment Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/12.04 Environment Waikato Reject in Full 
F.07/05.09 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
F.07/05.15 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 

 
An) Recommendation  
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That the references to the Subdivision Design Guidance in “District Plan Method” under 
Policy section 4.2 be confirmed. 

 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The list of ‘methods’ under the heading ‘District Plan’ are  administered through the 
District Plan. 

3. The list of ‘methods’ under the heading ‘Other Methods’ fall outside the jurisdiction and 
management of the District Plan. 

4. The Design Guidance is referenced under Rule 10.0 of the Proposed District Plan; 
accordingly it is prudent to have it listed under ‘District Plan Methods’. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/09.12 New Zealand Transportation Agency Reject in Full 

 
Ao) Recommendation  
That the Rule Statement in Rule 6.2 Subdivision Planning be confirmed without change. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The proposed amendments to the Rule Statement provide guidance as to what the rules 
are to achieve. 

3. Through the ‘Means of Compliance’ set out how the urban design principles are to be 
implemented.  

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/07.10 PRS Group Reject in Full 

 
Ap) Recommendation  
That the Rule Statement in Rule 10.0 be confirmed without change. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. There adequate protection of natural heritage features and significant trees in the 
Proposed District Plan (Rule 6.2.2(a)(ii), bullet point five General Provisions, Rule 6.2.3(d) 
Natural Features and Open Spaces Network and Rule section 2.0 Overlays). 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/08.10 G Holland Reject in Full 

 
Aq) Recommendation  
That spelling and grammatical errors in the Introduction Statement under the heading ‘Site 
Analysis and Layout, clause (6) bullet point three of the Design Guidance be corrected as 
follows: 

The availability of exiting existing infrastructure such a as water pipers pipes, sewer 
pipes and roading. 

Reasons 

http://www.pdfcomplete.com/cms/hppl/tabid/108/Default.aspx?r=q8b3uige22


Resumed Extraordinary City Development Committee 25 September 2008 - OPEN       

COUNCIL 5 NOVEMBER 2008 – OPEN  Page 10 of 25 

1. The Proposed District Plan is to be grammatically correct. 

 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/02.05 CKL Survey Office Limited Accept in Full 

 
Ar) Recommendation  
That the text under the headings ‘Introduction’ and ‘Purpose of this Guidance’ of the Design 
Guidance be confirmed subject to the following amendment: 

Introduction of the Design Guidance: 

“Hamilton City Council wishes to take a stronger and more visionary role in the guiding 
the future development of Hamilton’s built environment to ensure that it can better 
reflect the dreams and aspirations of the City’s community.  To this end, Council has 
articulated its strategy for urban design in CityScope. 

CityScope recognises that for new urban development to be sustainable, it needs to be 
integrated with the natural environment whilst ensuring that the resulting buildings and 
spaces contribute to making attractive places for people.  In order to achieve this, it is 
important that future development in the City is based on sound urban design principles. 

The process of land subdivision Urban design planning, zoning and determination of the 
main transportation links and their connections to the existing roading network in 
accordance with the roading hierarchy and transport networks is the first stage in 
developing the City’s form and sets the pattern for subsequent built environment. The 
second stage involves the process of land subdivision. In particular, the way in which 
land is subdivided for residential purposes has a major bearing on the type of living 
environments and the amenity created for residents of the City.  The quality of these 
environments is heavily dependant on their connectivity and permeability. It is crucial 
therefore, that these elements of urban design area incorporated into the design of all 
residential subdivisions at the very earliest stage of their planning. 

Inadequate connectivity and permeability in all residential subdivisions are extremely 
difficult to correct later on as land ownership becomes fragmented and built 
development begins to take place 

Paragraph 4 under the heading ‘Purpose of this Guidance’: 

‘The well-designed subdivision of land and buildings is integral to the sustainable 
management of land.  The principles in this guide are intended to help developers shape 
the site and create a more vibrant sense of place. The layout of roads and the linkages 
between different sections are critical elements in the achievement of streetscapes, 
enjoyable and stimulating urban environments and distinctiveness for the city. 
Applications for subdivision will therefore need to  Anyone wishing to subdivide land 
needs to be familiar with the urban design planning for the area. Accordingly, any 
application to subdivide land must first demonstrate an understanding of the existing 
character of the site, and its place within the context of the wider neighbourhood and 
Hamilton City.” 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The proposed wording provides a clear statement as to what is proposed to be achieved 
through the implementation of the Design Guidance. 

 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/09.19 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Full 
V15/06/09.20 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Part 
V15/06/09.21 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Part 
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V15/06/09.22 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Part 
F.07/05.12 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Part 

 
As) Recommendation  
That the text under the heading ‘Key Landscape Features’ of the Design Guidance be 
confirmed without change. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. That pursuant to the First Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991, this 
submission is outside the scope of Variation 15. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/06.02 Tui 2000 Reject in Full 

 
At) Recommendation  
That there be no implementation of development levies for the provision of new infrastructure 
associated with the establishment of new bus routes. 

Reasons 
That pursuant to the First Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991, this submission is 
outside the scope of Variation 15. 

Submission Schedule 
Submission 12.10 Environment Waikato Reject in Full 

 
Au) Recommendation  
That the text under the heading ‘Key Principles for Connectivity and Permeability’ in the 
Design Guidance be confirmed, subject to the the following: 
• Insert a new first bullet point: 

A connected subdivision layout provides more direct routes for pedestrians, cyclists and 
the disabled, reducing travel distances.  Streets shared with vehicles and overlooked by 
houses provide a safer environment, particularly after dark, than pedestrian-only routes 
away from passing traffic. 

• Reword of bullet point one: 

‘Good connectivity and permeability in subdivisions will promote linkages  connect 
people with the surrounding locality and thereby reduce travel distances, car usage, 
pollution and improve the ability for social interaction. 

• Reword of bullet point three: 

‘Enable a choice of modes of transport (including walking, cycling and disabled access) 
and provide a layout with good, safe and attractive links and connections to surrounding 
neighbourhoods, residential areas, schools, local shops, recreation parks and reserves.’ 

• The deletion of Figure 4(b) and the text as follows: 

“Fig.4: Illustrates connection and permeability through greater interconnection with the 
surrounding neighbourhood” 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 
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2. The addition of the text in the new bullet point provides a rationale for why connected 
streets are important in making more sustainable subdivisions.  

3. The addition of the new bullet point is a consequential change as a result of suggested 
amendments to the definitions of ‘connectivity’ and ‘permeability’. 

4. The changes to the new bullet point, bullet point one and bullet point three provide the 
necessary clarification that connectivity incorporates both people and vehicle movements. 

5. Figure 4(b) does not contribute to the readers’ understanding of what constitutes good 
practice and therefore needs to be deleted.   The deletion is a consequential change as a 
result of the deletion of Figure 6 (Recommendation Av). 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/13.08 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Part 

 
Av) Recommendation  
That the text under the heading ‘Good Practice’ in the Design Guidance be confirmed, subject 
to the following: 
• The insertion as follows: 

2nd bullet point to read: provide shared-use pedestrian/cycle public accessway links that 
connect residential areas with public transport services, parks, reserves, schools and 
local shops.  Pedestrian or cycle only routes should be avoided. 

• The deletion of Figure 6: An example of Good Subdivision Practice  

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The connected network of roads allows for a safer and more efficient movement of traffic 
and enables more efficient provision of infrastructure. 

3. The amendments assist in achieving Council’s strategic direction as confirmed through the 
2006-16 Long Term Council Community Plan. 

4. The amendments assist in achieving the Council’s Urban Design Strategy (CityScope) and 
Access Hamilton initiatives. 

5. Connectivity and Permeability are accepted urban design practices and promotes a more 
integrated planning approach to the subdivision of land. 

6. The subdivision amendments, as proposed in Variation 15 assist in achieving in creating 
sustainable communities. 

7. Figure 6 does not contribute to the readers’ understanding of what constitutes good 
practice and therefore needs to be deleted.  

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/10.01 Blue Wallace Surveyors  Accept in Part  
V15/06/13.09 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
V15/06/13.10 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/13.12 Cycle Action Waikato Reject in Full 
V15/06/15.04 McPherson Goodwin Surveyors  Accept in Part 
V15/06/18.01 CKL Surveying and Planning Accept in Part 
F.07/05.13 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
F.07/05.16 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 

Aw) Recommendation  
That no definition for Concept Plan be inserted. 
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Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. No definition of ‘concept plan’ is necessary as the detail contained in Rule 6.2.1(a) defines 
what a subdivision concept plan should demonstrate and the information to be included. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/02.02 CKL Survey Office Limited Reject in Full 

 
Ax) Recommendation  
That the definition of ‘Good Subdivision Guidance’ be confirmed without change. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The use of the term ‘formally approved’ would limit the materials available for 
consideration of good subdivision guidance; limiting the ability of designers to provided a 
concept plan utilising the most up-to-date literature. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/02.04 CKL Survey Office Limited Reject in Full 

 
Ay) Recommendation  
That no definition of ‘sustainability’ be inserted. 

Reasons 

1. ‘Sustainable Management’ is defined under Section 5 of the Resource Management Act 
1991. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/08.09 G Holland Reject in Full 

 
 
Az) Recommendation  
That the definitions for Permeability and Connectivity be confirmed (in both Part 8.0 of the 
District Plan and as set out in the Design Guide, subject to the following amendments: 

Connectivity – connectivity in terms of subdivision planning, means the ability to 
provide a well-connected local movement system which connects people makes 
connections to adjoining land, local facilities and surrounding neighbourhoods through 
interconnectivity of the local road, pedestrian and cycle network.  The starting point for 
a well connected development is the existing system of linkages into and through the 
site from the surrounding neighbourhood. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The definitions for Connectivity and Permeability, as outlined in Variation 15 incorporate 
all modes of transportation.  

3. The proposed amendment to the definition of Connectivity provides further clarification 
as to the intent of the term. 

4. The inclusion of an additional bullet point under the ‘Key Principles for Connectivity and 
Permeability’ in the Design Guidance to clarify the importance of the road network 
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addresses the matters as sought by the suggested amendments to the definitions without 
affecting the broader intent of either definition.  

5. The change to the definition for Connectivity, deleting makes connections and inserting 
connects people provides the necessary clarification that connectivity incorporates both 
people and vehicle movements. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/09.17 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Part 
V15/06/09.18 New Zealand Transportation Agency Accept in Part 
V15/06/12.09 Environment Waikato Reject in Full 
F.07/05.10 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Part 
 
 
Aaa) Recommendation  
That the definition for the term ‘Shared-use Accessway’ be inserted into Part 8 Definitions of 
the Proposed District Plan as follows: 

Shared-use Accessway – means, for the purpose of this District Plan an accessway to 
provide for the movement needs of the following users groups, being pedestrians, 
including the use of motorised disability equipment (e.g. mobility scooters) and cyclists. 

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The inclusion of the definition for ‘shared-use accessway’ is by way of a consequential 
change following the adoption of Cycle Action Waikato submission points 13.06, 13.07 
and 13.09 relating to the use of the term in the text of the Proposed District Plan. 

3. The inclusion of the definition provides clarity for the administration of the Proposed 
District Plan. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/13.06 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
V15/06/13.07 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
V15/06/13.09 Cycle Action Waikato Accept in Full 
 
 
Motion:  (Crs Hennebry/Gower) 
 That the Committee revisit Part B – Heritage Items and review its 

decisions. 
    
The Motion was declared carried on the voices as the Committee’s decision for noting by 
the Council. 

 
The Meeting adjourned for lunch 11.35pm-1.00pm. 

 

 PART B: Amendments relating to the Heritage Items Overlay affecting Policy Section 7.1 and 
Rule Section 2.3. 

 
 Motion: (Crs Saunders/Hennebry) 
  That all recommendations concerning Part B, recommendations ba) to 

Bp), be revoked. 
 

The Motion was declared carried unanimously on the voices as the Committee’s decision for 
noting by the Council. 

 
 

http://www.pdfcomplete.com/cms/hppl/tabid/108/Default.aspx?r=q8b3uige22


Resumed Extraordinary City Development Committee 25 September 2008 - OPEN       

COUNCIL 5 NOVEMBER 2008 – OPEN  Page 15 of 25 

 The Planning Consulting addressed members of the Committee further outlining Part B and 
clarifying areas of concern. 

 
  
 Ba)-Bp) Recommendations  
 
 Motion:  (Crs Saunders/Mahood) 
  That the recommendations Ba) to Bp) as listed separately below be 

confirmed. 
 

The Motion was declared carried on the voices as the Committee’s recommendation for 
adoption by the Council. 

 
 
 Ba)   Recommendation  

That Part B ‘Amendments relating to the Heritage Items Overlay affecting Policy Section 7.1 
and Rule Section 2.3’ of the Variation be confirmed subject to the amendments contained in 
recommendations (Bb)-(Bp) as follows.  

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 are required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan ensure that the current heritage provisions 
recognise and provide for historic heritage as defined in the Resource Management Act 
1991. 

3. The amendments assist in achieving one of Council’s Key Policy Strategies (CityScope). 

4. The existing Objectives and Policies in Policy Section 4.0 afford historic heritage cover 
when considering the development of new growth areas. 

5. The amendments do not alter the existing list of built heritage protected under Schedule 
2.3-II. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/03.01 Never Ending Abundance Reject in Full 
V15/06/06.03 Tui 2000 Accept in Full 
V15/06/10.9 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Reject in Full  
V15/06/19.01 Hamilton Methodist Parish  Reject in Full 
F.07/03.01 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
F.07/03.04 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 

 Bb)   Recommendation   
 That the amendments to Policy 7.1(b) as set out in the variation be confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to Policy 7.1.b) contained in Variation 15 is required to achieve the 
purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendment recognises the heritage value loss potential of all buildings if demolition 
or relocation occurs. 

3. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan ensures that the current heritage provisions 
recognise and provide for historic heritage as defined in the Resource Management Act 
1991. 

4. The amendment does not alter the existing list of built heritage protected under Schedule 
2.3-II. 

Submission Schedule 
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V15/06/01.10 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
V15/06/01.12 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
V15/06/05.01 Dr McEwan Accept in Full 
F.07/02.01 Hamilton Methodist Parish Reject in Full 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 

 

Bc)   Recommendation 
That the deletion of Policy 7.1(c) be confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The deletion of Policy 7.1.c) contained in Variation 15 is required to achieve the purpose 
and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendment emphases the importance of all heritage items and aligns the protection 
afforded under the District Plan with the Resource Management Act 1991. 

3. The amendment does not alter the existing list of built heritage protected under Schedule 
2.3-II. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.11 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
V15/06/05.02 Dr McEwan Accept in Full 
F.07/02.01 Hamilton Methodist Parish Reject in Full 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
F.07/03.05 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 
 
Bd)    Recommendation 
That the amendment to the reasons for Objective 7.1.1 be confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Reasons for Objective 7.1.1, contained in Variation 15 is required 
to achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendment assists in achieving one of Council’s Key Policy Strategies (CityScope). 

3. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan ensure that the current heritage provisions 
recognise and provide for historic heritage as defined in the Resource Management Act 
1991. 

4. There were no changes sought through Variation 15 on the activity status of or the 
protection of interiors. 

5. There is not currently a policy approach adopted by Council for the protection of the 
interiors of heritage items. 

6. Through the development of the Heritage Policy and as part of the District Plan review 
the reassessment of the extent of protection maybe considered. 

7. The amendments do not alter the existing list of built heritage protected under Appendix 
2.3-II. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.13 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Part 
V15/06/05.03 Dr McEwan Reject in Full 
F.07/02.02 Hamilton Methodist Parish Accept in Part 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
F.07/03.05 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
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 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 

Be)     Recommendation 
That the amendments as set out in Variation 15 to Rule 2.3 be confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to Rule 2.3, contained in Variation 15 achieves the purpose and 
principles and of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendment to Rule 2.3 ensures that the current heritage provisions recognise and 
provide for historic heritage as defined in the Resource Management Act 1991. 

3. The elevated activity status of certain activities to ‘B’ and ‘C’ ranked items reflects the 
emphasis placed on the importance of such heritage items. 

4. No changes were sought through Variation 15 on the activity status of or the protection 
of interiors. 

5. The amendments do not alter the existing list of built heritage protected under Schedule 
2.3-II. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/17.01 Jack House Limited Reject in Full 
F.07/02.03 Hamilton Methodist Parish Reject in Full 
F.07/03.02 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 
 
Bf)   Recommendation 
That the deletion of paragraph 2 of the ‘Means of Compliance’ be confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The deletion assists with the administration of the District Plan.   

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.14 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
 

Bg)   Recommendation 
That the Advisory Note in Rule 2.3 be confirmed without change. 

Reasons 

1. The Advisory Note in Rule 2.3 as contained in the Proposed District Plan clearly identifies 
the statutory requirements applicants need to adhere to, including when written approval 
is required from the New Zealand Historic Places Trust. 

2. The amendments do not alter the existing list of built heritage protected under Schedule 
2.3-II. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.15 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
F.07/03.05 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 

Bh)   Recommendation 
That Rule 2.3.1, Rule 2.3.1(a), Rule 2.3.1(b), Rule 2.3.1(c) Rule 2.3.1(d) and Rule 2.3.5 be 
confirmed subject to the following: 
• That the grammatical error in Rule 2.3.1(a) be corrected as follows: 

  “The following activities are Permitted Activities: 
 Minor works Works on any heritage item in Appendix 2.3-II” 

• That the text of Rule 2.3.19(b) first bullet point be amended as follows: 
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 “Accessory buildings or new buildings within the site of any heritage items ranked A, B 
or C in Appendix 2.3-II.” 

 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to Rule 2.3.1, Rule 2.3.1(a), Rule 2.3.1(b), Rule 2.3.1(c) Rule 2.3.1(d) 
and Rule 2.3.5 contained in Variation 15 achieves the purpose and principles and of the 
Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The amendment to Rule 2.3.1, Rule 2.3.1(a), Rule 2.3.1(b), Rule 2.3.1(c) Rule 2.3.1(d) 
and Rule 2.3.5 ensures that the current heritage provisions recognise and provide for 
historic heritage as defined in the Resource Management Act 1991. 

3. The elevated activity status of certain activities to ‘B’ and ‘C’ ranked items reflects the 
emphasis placed on the importance of such heritage items. 

4. The amendment assists in achieving one of Council’s Key Policy Strategies (CityScope). 

5. No changes were sought through Variation 15 on the activity status of or the protection 
of interiors. 

6. There is not currently a policy approach adopted by Council for the protection of the 
interiors of heritage items. 

7. Through the development of the Heritage Policy and as part of the District Plan review 
the reassessment of the extent of protection maybe considered. 

8. The amendments do not alter the existing list of built heritage protected under Appendix 
2.3-II. 

9. The Proposed District Plan is to be grammatically correct. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/05.04 Dr McEwan Reject in Full 
V15/06/05.05 Dr McEwan Reject in Full 
V15/06/05.06 Dr McEwan Accept in Full 
V15/06/05.07 Dr McEwan Accept in Full 
V15/06/05.09 Dr McEwan Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.16 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
V15/06/01.17 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
V15/06/01.18 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Part 
V15/06/01.19 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
V15/06/01.20 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
V15/06/01.21 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
V15/06/01.22 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
F.07/02.02 Hamilton Methodist Parish Reject in Full 
F.07/03.02 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
F.07/03.05 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 

Bi)   Recommendation 
That Rule 2.3.2 as set out in the Proposed District Plan be deleted and that a new Rule 2.3.2, 
as set out in Variation 15 be confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The amendments to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 achieves the 
purpose and principles and of the Resource Management Act 1991. 
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2. The deletion and provision of a new Rule 2.3.2 assists with the administration of the 
District Plan. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.23 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 

Bj)    Recommendation 
 That Rule 2.3.3 ‘failure to meet Standards’ be deleted. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 achieves the 
purpose and principles and of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The elevation of some activities that relate to ‘C’ ranked buildings, from controlled 
activities to Discretionary Activities, results in Rule 2.3.3 becoming redundant. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.24 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
 

 
Bk)   Recommendation 

 That Rule 2.3.4(a) be deleted. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 achieves the 
purpose and principles and of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The elevation of some activities that relate to ‘C’ ranked buildings, from controlled 
activities to Discretionary Activities, results in Rule 2.3.4(a) is no longer applicable. 

3. The deletion assists with the administration of the District Plan.   

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.25 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
 
 
Bl)   Recommendation 

 That Rule 2.3.4(b)(iv) is confirmed. 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 achieves the 
purpose and principles and of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

2. The inclusion of the assessment criteria assists with the administration of the District Plan. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.26 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Full 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 

Bm)   Recommendation 
That Rule 2.3.5(a)(iii), as set out in the variation be confirmed. 

 

Reasons 

1. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 achieves the 
purpose and principles and of the Resource Management Act 1991; 
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2. Council already meets its obligations under the Building Act 2004 through its 
‘Earthquake-prone, Dangerous and insanitary Buildings’ policy. 

3. It is not necessary to stipulate the particulars regarding the protection of heritage 
buildings under Building Act in the assessment criteria, Rule 2.3.5(a). 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01.27 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Reject in Full 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
 
 
Bn)   Recommendation 
That there be no change to the assessment criteria in the Proposed District Plan with regard to 
“financial hardship” of resource consent applications for the demolition of buildings. 

Reasons 

1. The current approach adopted by Council is to avoid demolition while providing a balance 
which gives some flexibility for the owner. 

2. The level of regulation and other methods available to both Council and owners of 
heritage items provides adequate tools to determine the appropriateness of allowing 
demolition on the grounds of financial hardship. 

3. Through the development of the Heritage Policy and as part of the District Plan review 
the reassessment of the extent of protection maybe considered. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/05.08 Dr McEwan Reject in Full 
 

Bo)   Recommendation 
That there be no changes to the ranking of listed buildings in Appendix 2.3-II, in particular: 
• the ranking of the heritage item – ‘NZ Dairy Co Building’ (H62); 

• the merging of D and C ranked items. 

Reasons 

1. That pursuant to the First Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991, the 
submissions by Never Ending Abundance (submission point 3.02) is outside the scope of 
Variation 15. 

2. Variation 15 is to ensure that the current heritage provisions of the Proposed District Plan 
recognise and provide for historic heritage as defined in the Resource Management Act 
1991. 

3. The amendments proposed under Variation 15 do not alter the existing list of built 
heritage protected under Appendix 2.3-II. 

4. Through the development of the Heritage Policy and as part of the District Plan review 
the reassessment of the extent of protection maybe considered. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/03.02 Never Ending Abundance Reject in Full 
V15/06/05.10 Dr McEwan Reject in Full 

Bp)   Recommendation 
That there be no change to the list of protected heritage items contained in Appendix 2.3-II of 
the Proposed District Plan. 

Reasons 

1. Variation 15 is to ensure that the current heritage provisions of the Proposed District Plan 
recognise and provide for historic heritage as defined in the Resource Management Act 
1991. 
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2. The amendments proposed under Variation 15 do not alter the existing list of built 
heritage protected under Appendix 2.3-II. 

3. Through the development of the Heritage Policy and as part of the District Plan review 
the reassessment of the extent of protection maybe considered. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/01 New Zealand Historic Places Trust Accept in Part 
V15/06/05 Dr McEwan Accept in Part 
F.07/02.01 Hamilton Methodist Parish Reject in Full 
F.07/03.03 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 
F.07/03.05 The Church of Jesus Christ of Reject in Full 
 Latter Day Saints Trust Board 

 

 PART C:   Amendments relating to the special provisions for commercial and community 
development in new growth areas affecting Rule 4.1.1e); 

 
The Planning Consultant addressed the Committee concerning Part C. 

 
 
 Motion:  (Crs Saunders/Gower) 
  That the recommendation Ca) as listed separately below be confirmed. 
 

 
The Motion was declared carried on the voices as the Committee’s recommendation for 
adoption by the Council. 

 
Ca)   Recommendation  
That Part C ‘Amendments relating to the special provisions for commercial and community 
development in new growth areas affecting Rule 4.1.1e)’ be confirmed. 

 
Reasons 

1. The deletion of Rule 4.1.1(e) assists with keeping the Proposed District Plan aligned with 
good planning practice and will enable more effective long term planning and future 
public investment to take place. 

2. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan contained in Variation 15 is required to 
achieve the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

 

3. The amendment to the Proposed District Plan assists in maintaining the integrity of the 
District Plan. 

4. Rule 4.1.1(e) conflicts with Council’s strategic policy direction adopted through the 2006-
16 Long Term Council Community Plan. 

 

 

5.  The deletion of Rule 4.1.1(e) assists in achieving Council’s Key Policy Strategies (i.e. 
CityScope). 

6. The outcomes arising from Rule 4.1.1(e) have the potential to undermine the sustainable 
long term development and is inconsistent with the planning approach undertaken in 
detailed structure planning. 
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7. Ad-hoc or ‘spot’ zoning conflicts with the strategic planning approach Council has 
adopted. 

8. The Waikato Regional Retail Strategy, completed in July 2008 and an assessment of the 
suitability of Lot 1 DP 32102 for commercial development does not support such 
development in that area. 

9. The deletion of Rule 4.1.1(e) will not prevent Lot 1 DP 32102 from being used for other 
purposes usually carried out within the Residential zone. 

Submission Schedule 
V15/06/06.04 Tui 2000 Accept in Full 
V15/06/11.01 Gokul Development Limited Reject in Full 
V15/06/14.01 Parkwood Office and Retail Limited Reject in Full 
F.07/04 Parkwood Office and Retail Limited Reject in Full 
F.07/06 Gokul Development Limited Reject in Full 

 

 
PART D:   Minor amendments relating to miscellaneous provisions affecting Appendices 
2.2-I and 2.4-I, Rule 5.1 and Planning Maps 11 and 11a. 

 
The Planning Consultant addressed the Committee outlined Part D. 

 
  

Motion:  (Crs Gower/O’Leary) 
  That the recommendation Da) as listed separately below be confirmed. 
 

 
The Motion was declared carried on the voices as the Committee’s recommendation for 
adoption by the Council. 

Da)  Recommendation  
That Part D ‘Minor amendments relating to miscellaneous provisions affecting Appendices 
2.2-I and 2.4-I, Rule 5.1 and Planning Maps 11 and 11a’ be confirmed, subject to: 
• Rejecting the proposed change as stated in the Variation amending Appendix 2.4-1 to 

show the Frankton Railway Village Heritage Precinct Overlay on Lot 1 DPS 82739.   

• Planning Map 10 being amended to remove the notation for the ‘Frankton Railway 
Village Heritage Precinct Overlay on Lot 1 DPS 82739 in accordance with the following 
plan: 
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