Waimakariri District Council
215 High Street

Private Bag 1005

Rangiora 7440, New Zealand

Phone 0800 965 468

DEVELOPMENT PLANNING

Further Submission Form

Further submissions close on Monday, 21 November 2022 at 5pm.

I/we are further submitting on:
Proposed District Plan [ variation 1: Housing Intensification [ variation 2: Financial Contributions

Please use a separate form for each consultation.

Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Waimakariri District Council

Further submitter details

Name of further submitter: P @and L Anderson

Organisation name and contact (if representing a group or organisation): Eliot Sinclair and Partners Limited

Postal address/Address for service: 20 Troup Drive, Addington, Christchurch Postcode: 8011

Email: holly.luzak@eliotsinclair.co.nz Phone: 033794014

Only certain persons can make a further submission. Please select the option that applies to you.
I am:

[_] a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest
a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has

[ ] the local authority for the relevant area

Please explain why you come within the category selected above:

Peter and Lizzy Anderson are directly affected by the content of this submission

Hearing options
| wish to be heard in support of my further submission? ¥l Yes [ INo

If others make a similar further submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing. [vIYes [ INo

Signature: i Date: 16/11/22

(of person making submission or person authorised to make decision on behalf)

PLEASE NOTE - A signature is not required if you submit this form electronically. By entering your name in the box below you are giving your
authority for this application to proceed.

@) WAIMAKARIRI waimakariri.govt.nz

DISTRICT COUNCIL

%
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Name of person making further submission: Eliot Sinclair on behalf of P and L Anderson

This further submission is in relation
to the original submission of:
Enter the details of the original submitter:
- name, address or email; and

Give precise details of why you

the original| wish to allow/disallow (in full or in

part) to indicate the decision you
want Council to make

« submission number (and point(s), if

applicable)

Martin Pinkham

Submission 185

Oxford-Ohoka Community Board
- Thea Kunkel

Submission 172

My/our
position on
The particular parts of the original the original
submission I/we support /oppose are: |submission is:
Support or
oppose
The submission requests the Oppose
removal of the Residential Large Lot
Overlay from the property located at
the corner of Tram Road and Two
Chains Road.
The submission also raises
concerns regarding the Swannanoa
Large Lot Residential Overlay as it
wanll AArAamvAAiA~AA tHhA AAfAb s AF TrAA
The submission implies preference Oppose in
for Mandeville (San Dona) growth part

over the Tupelo area and questions
council's rationale for allowing this.
Swannanoa has been identified for
limited growth as part of a
community process under the LGA
to prepare and adopt the

VA lAimAaAalrAavivci Nuival NDAaAiAdAn+Al

Allow or
The reasons for my/our support/ el 6
opposition to the original submission
submission are: . .
(in full or in
part)
The submitter opposes this Disallow
submission on the basis that traffic
design and safety matters raised
can all be addressed at the time of
the future subdivision consent
application if zoning is approved.
Further submission 185 opposition
to the Swannanoa Large Lot
PNAanidAantial AvrAavlAair A TnAaAAiAtAKE
The submitter opposes the part of Disallow
this submission that describes a in part

preference for Mandeville instead of
Tupelo on the basis of
‘fragmentation’. This is inconsistent
with the adopted Waimakariri Rural
Residential Strategy 2014 which has
identified some limited growth

mmbmmbial fAar CuiniAanmimAanmAan iin ~AlmAAfiA

We would like council to reject
this submission on the basis
that planned growth is to be
provided for noting that the
detail of traffic effects can be
addressed and mitigated at the
time of the consent process at a
future time if appropriate zoning

im A~~~ nEAA

We would like council to reject
this submission in part on the
basis that council consider both
locations on their merits. Not in
preference to one or the other.
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Name of person making further submission:

This further submission is in relation
to the original submission of:
Enter the details of the original submitter:

- name, address or email; and
« submission number (and point(s), if

The particular parts of the original

submission I/we support /oppose are:

My/our
position on
the original

submission is:

Support or
oppose

The reasons for my/our support/
opposition to the original
submission are:

Allow or
disallow
the original
submission
(in full or in
part)

Give precise details of why you
wish to allow/disallow (in full or in
part) to indicate the decision you
want Council to make

applicable)
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Note

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is served
on the Waimakariri District Council. Contact details for all submitters can be found on the Waimakariri District
Council website, at waimakariri.govt.nz/planning/district-plan.

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at
least one of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):

« itis frivolous or vexatious

- it discloses no reasonable or relevant case

+ it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further
. it contains offensive language

+ it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a
person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge or skill to give expert
advice on the matter.

Privacy Act 1993

Please note information on this form and the content of your submission will be made publicly available as part of
the decision-making process.

This form is in the format required by Form 6 of the Resource Management (Forms, Fees and Procedure)
Regulations 2003.

Further submissions close on Monday, 21 November 2022 at 5pm.

Returning this form
You can:

« Email it to: developmentplanning@wmk.govt.nz - Subject line: Further Submission
+ Post it to: Waimakariri District Council, Private Bag 1005, Rangiora 7440

+ Deliver it to a Council Service Centre in Rangiora, Kaiapoi or Oxford

220906154129 — September 2022 4 Waimakariri District Council
Proposed District Plan and Variations 1 and 2 Further Submission Form


http://waimakariri.govt.nz/planning/district-plan

	Submitting on: Proposed District Plan
	9 RMA01 Public interest: Off
	10 RMA01 Greater than public interest: Greater
	11 RMA01 local authority: Off
	13 RMA01 Wish to be heard: Yes
	14 RMA01 Joint Case: Yes
	1 RMA01 Name: P and L Anderson
	3 RMA01 Organisation: Eliot Sinclair and Partners Limited
	4 RMA01 Organisation contact: 
	5 RMA01 Postal add: 20 Troup Drive, Addington, Christchurch
	6 RMA01 Postcode: 8011
	7 RMA01 Email: holly.luzak@eliotsinclair.co.nz
	8 RMA01 Phone: 033794014
	12 RMA01 Explanation of category: Peter and Lizzy Anderson are directly affected by the content of this submission
	15 RMA01 Signature: 
	16 RMA01 Sig Date: 16/11/22
	17 RMA01 Name of person: Eliot Sinclair on behalf of P and L Anderson
	18 RMA01 Table: Martin Pinkham

Submission 185
	19 RMA01 Table: The submission requests the removal of the Residential Large Lot Overlay from the property located at the corner of Tram Road and Two Chains Road.
The submission also raises concerns regarding the Swannanoa Large Lot Residential Overlay as it will compromise the safety of Tram Road by increasing traffic. It is also outlined that this overlay does not promote pedestrian and cyclist safety.
	20 RMA01 Table: Oppose
	21 RMA01 Table: The submitter opposes this submission on the basis that traffic design and safety matters raised can all be addressed at the time of the future subdivision consent application if zoning is approved. 
Further submission 185 opposition to the Swannanoa Large Lot Residential overlay is inconsistent with the Waimakariri Rural Residential Strategy 2014 which has been adopted and provides for growth over this type, as has been shown in the Proposed District Plan.
	22 RMA01 Table: Disallow
	23 RMA01 Table: We would like council to reject this submission on the basis that planned growth is to be provided for noting that the detail of traffic effects can be addressed and mitigated at the time of the consent process at a future time if appropriate zoning is accepted. 

Opposing this submission will still allow for the opportunity for future development when the areas have been identified in the Rural Residential Strategy process.

	24 RMA01 Table: Oxford-Ohoka Community Board - Thea Kunkel

Submission 172
	25 RMA01 Table: The submission implies preference for Mandeville (San Dona) growth over the Tupelo area and questions council's rationale for allowing this. Swannanoa has been identified for limited growth as part of a community process under the LGA to prepare and adopt the Waimakariri Rural Residential Strategy 2014. This submission does not acknowledge this strategic documentation. 
	26 RMA01 Table: Oppose in part
	27 RMA01 Table: The submitter opposes the part of this submission that describes a preference for Mandeville instead of Tupelo on the basis of 'fragmentation'. This is inconsistent with the adopted Waimakariri Rural Residential Strategy 2014 which has identified some limited growth potential for Swannanoa in specific locations. There is no barrier for both San Dona and Swannonoa to having consistent zoning. 
	28 RMA01 Table: Disallow in part
	29 RMA01 Table: We would like council to reject this submission in part on the basis that council consider both locations on their merits. Not in preference to one or the other. 
	30 RMA01 Table: 
	31 RMA01 Table: 
	32 RMA01 Table: 
	33 RMA01 Table: 
	34 RMA01 Table: 
	35 RMA01 Table: 
	36 RMA01 Name : 
	37 RMA01 Table: 
	38 RMA01 Table: 
	39 RMA01 Table: 
	40 RMA01 Table: 
	41 RMA01 Table: 
	42 RMA01 Table: 
	43 RMA01 Table: 
	44 RMA01 Table: 
	45 RMA01 Table: 
	46 RMA01 Table: 
	47 RMA01 Table: 
	48 RMA01 Table: 
	49 RMA01 Table: 
	50 RMA01 Table: 
	51 RMA01 Table: 
	52 RMA01 Table: 
	53 RMA01 Table: 
	54 RMA01 Table: 


