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Page 2 of 13 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan 

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

I am a ratepayer and have a right to do so. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

L. Subritzky

Date: 30/10/2022 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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Page 2 of 3 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan  

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Example: “Submission number [insert submission reference number here] directly affects the property at XXX, 
which I own”  

We support Submission 27 by Pukerua Holdings Ltd as it directly affects Submission 22. Without the NGA 
submission being achieved our submission would be negated. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

R D Lucas on behalf of SS Pointon ...............  

Date 3/11/22 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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1 

Te Awarua-o-Porirua Harbour and Catchments Community Trust and The 

Guardians of Pāuatahanui Inlet Submission on Variation 1 – further 

clarification of original submission OS32 

 We note that in the summary of submissions several of our submissions contain “not stated” 

in the Position column.   For the sake of clarity we wish to provide our position on those 

“not stated” items:  

Submission Provision Position 

OS32.1 General>general Amend 

OS32.2 General>general Opposed 

OS32.3 General>Hazards and risks Support 

OS32.4 RESZ-General objectives 
and Policies for all 
Residential Zones>New 
provision 

Amend 

OS32.5 RESZ-General objectives 
and policies for all 
Residential 
zones>policies>RESZ-P5 
Buildings and structures 

Amend 

OS32.8 HRZ- High Desnity 
Residential Zone>New 
provision 

Amend 

OS32.9 HRZ – High Density 
Residential 
Zone>Standards>HRZ-S5 
Landscaped area 

Amend 

OS32.13 LCZ-Local Centre 
Zone>Policies>LCZ-P10 
interface with Residential 
Zones and Open Space and 
Recreation Zones 

Amend 

OS32.26 General>Earthworks Amend 

Submission additional narrative addition to clarify the following: 

OS32.6   MRZ- Medium Density Residential Zone Standards>MRZ-S4 Building coverage. 

We have advocated for any off-street parking areas to be in permeable surfacing and that 
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2 

this should be mandated.   We think a standard should be prescribed in terms of expected 

performance of the surfacing. We also believe that permeable surfacing should apply to the 

provision of any off-street parking put in as part of a development whether it be within a 

building site or as part of shared areas common to a number of residences in a development. 

OS32.24 DEV-NG-Northern Growth Development Area>Objectives>DEV-NG-02 Planned 

urban built environment of the Northern Growth Development Area. 

The summary of submissions says under Decision Requested (Not specified, refer to original 

submission).  To be clear we support the wording of DEV-NG-02-8 and wish to see it applied 

to all developments in the Northern Growth Development Area in order to protect both the 

Taupo Swamp and the Pāuatahanui Inlet which receives stormwater draining from the higher 

areas of the area via the Kakaho catchment.  
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Page 2 of 8  Further Submission Form 6 
for the Proposed Porirua District Plan NOT GOVERNMENT POLICY - UNCLASSIFIED 

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Toka Tū Ake EQC is a Crown Entity responsible for providing insurance to residential property owners against 
the impact of natural hazards. We also invest in and facilitate research and education about natural hazards, 
and methods of reducing or preventing natural hazard damage.   
The contingent liability associated with natural hazard risk in New Zealand is high and is carried, in large part, 
by Toka Tū Ake on behalf of the Crown. Toka Tū Ake therefore has a strong interest in reducing risk from, and 
building resilience to, natural hazards in New Zealand.  

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

 .......................................................................  

Date 
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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Page 8 of 8 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan 
 NOT GOVERNMENT POLICY - UNCLASSIFIED 

Appendix 1 – Liquefaction Risk in Porirua 

Figure 1. Porirua Proposed Plan – Variation 1 Zones for High Density Residential (orange), Metropolitan Centre Zone 
(dark blue), and Hospital Zone (pink), with overlays of the Greater Wellington Regional Councils liquefaction hazard 
zones (yellow transparency – high, light blue transparency – low). Extending the MCZ and HDRZ into the areas 
suggested by Kainga Ora’s submission will increase the amount of high-rise, dense urban buildings within the high-risk 
liquefaction area, increasing the number of people who will be exposed to this hazard at home and their workplace. 
Intensification should be enabled in areas outside of the high liquefaqction risk zone.  
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FORM 6 

NOTICE of FURTHER SUBMISSION to PORIRUA CITY 

COUNCIL  

PLAN CHANGE 19 to OPERATIVE DISTRICT PLAN 

and 

VARIATION 1 to PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN REVIEW 

PURSUANT TO CLAUSE 8 OF THE FIRST SCHEDULE OF 

THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

To: Porirua City Council 

P O Box 50-218 

Porirua 

Name: Brian Warburton 

Address:  73 Tireti Road 

Titahi Bay  

Porirua 5022  

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on: 

- the Proposed Change 19 to the operative district plan for Porirua; and,

- the Variation 1 to the city-wide district plan change.

I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest. 

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest 

the general public has. 

I am entitled to make this further submission because the subject of my further 

submission relates to a core principle of the RMA (and related case law) regarding 

the scope of matters capable of being introduced into a proposed district plan 

(which includes a ‘city-wide’ district plan review) by way of a submission. 
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This is commonly referred to as: ‘scope’.  If there are scope issues associated with 

new matters introduced by way of submission this must be an aspect of public 

interest. 

I am also entitled to make this further submission because the subject of my further 

submission relates to a core aspect of the RMA regarding constraints on the 

matters capable of being introduced into a proposed district plan by way of a 

variation.  In simple terms, it is not possible for the provisions of an operative 

district plan to be amended by way of a variation.  The provisions of an operative 

district plan can only be amended by way of a plan change. 

I do wish to be heard in support of my further submission. 

If others make a similar further submission, I might consider presenting a joint case 

with them at a hearing. 

The submission I oppose is that made by 'KM & MG Holdings Ltd', (Submitter no. 

54).  I note KM & MG Holdings Ltd claim to rights as successors in title.  Accordingly, 

this further submission applies to any other entity claiming the same rights as KM & 

MG Holdings Ltd. 

In its submission KM & MG Holdings Ltd seeks: 

- by way of Plan Change 19, amendments to the overlay maps (specifically, but

not limited to, Map A – PFZ-2) applicable to land commonly described as

Plimmerton Farm; and,

- by way of Variation 1, amendments to the provisions of the operative district

plan as far as it relates to Plimmerton Farm so that the housing

intensification provisions of Variation 1 will apply to Plimmerton Farm.

KM & MG Holdings Ltd seeks outcomes from PC19 to the operative district plan 

that are not within the scope of the proposed district plan (PC19) as it was notified. 

PC19, as it was notified, specifically only addressed those matters required to give 

effect to the Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters) 

Amendment Act.  PC19 is a statutory response to central government directives 

under the Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters Amendment Act, and in 

recognition that the provisions of Variation 1 would not (indeed cannot!) apply to 

the Plimmerton Farm site.  
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Page 3 of 4 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan  

 ....................................................................  

Date 3/11/22 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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68 

poriruacity 
Further Submissions- Variation 1 to the Proposed Porirua District Plan and/or Plan 
Change 19 to the Operative District Plan 

Submitter Details 

Submission Date: 13/09/2022 

Full Name 

First Name: 

Last Name: 

Organisation: 

Judy 

McKoy 

Friends of Taupo swap & 

Catchment Inc 

Contact person: 

Attendance and wish to be heard at a hearing: 

, Yes 

r- I do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be fully considered.

Person of interest declaration: I am 

r (a) a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, or 

r- (b) a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has, or 

r (c) the local authority for the relevant area. 

Explain the grounds for saying you come within category (a) or (b) above: 

FOTSC has a growing membership base of informed experts and of volunteers from all over 
J NZ as the area in which our restoration is occurring lies is the Porirua City Council owned 

KNE adjacent to Plimmerton Farm. FOTSC was very active in the Plan Change 18 hearings 
process, and submitted to the Variation 1 feedback process. We continue to advocate at a 
local and regional level for the best environmental outcomes for local wetlands and the wider .::JI 
Catchment. Onsite volunteers and members continue to tell us that FOTSC's voice needs to 

Note to person making further submission: 

A further submission can only support or oppose an original submission listed in the summary. It is not an opportunity to 
• make a fresh submission on matters not raised in the submission.

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days of making the further
• submission to the Council

Attached Documents 

File 

FOTSC_Further Submission - redacted 

T24Consult Page 1 of 1 
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To: 

Name: 

FORM6 

NOTICE OF FURTHER SUBMISSION TO PORIRUA CITY 

COUNCIL 

PLAN CHANGE 19 to OPERATIVE DISTRICT PLAN 

and 

VARIATION 1 to PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN REVIEW 

PURSUANT TO CLAUSE 8 OF THE FIRST SCHEDULE 

OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

Porirua City Council 

P O Box 50-218 

Porirua 

Judy McKoy 

Address; 7 Corlett Road 

Plimmerton, Porirua 5026 

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on; 

the proposed change 19 to the operative district plan for Porirua; and, 

the variation 1 to the city-wide district plan change. 

I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest. {Friends of Taupe Swamp & 

Catchment Inc - FOTSC-Taupo Swamp wetlands restoration) 

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public 

has, as Chair of Friends of Tau po Swamp & Catchment Inc. FOTSC has a growing membership base of 

informed experts and of volunteers from all over NZ as the area in which our restoration is occurring 

lies is the Porirua City Council owned KNE adjacent to Plimmerton Farm. FOTSC was very active in 

the Plan Change 18 hearings process, and submitted to the Variation 1 feedback process. We 

continue to advocate at a local and regional level for the best environmental outcomes for local 

wetlands and the wider Catchment. Onsite volunteers and members continue to tell us that FOTSC's 

voice needs to be heard. You will therefore understand that FOTSC has a greater interest that the 

general public. 

I (representing FOTSC) am entitled to make this further submission because the subject of my/our 

further submission relates to a core principle of the RMA regarding the scope of matters capable of 
being introduced into a proposed district plan or a proposed district plan review by way of a 

68 
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Page 2 of 3 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan  

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

I am an owner-occupier within the MRZ – High Intensity. My interests for a built environment that 
promotes general wellness are likely to be fully aligned with most other residential  occupiers in this 
zone. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

 it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

03 November 2022 ........................................  

Date 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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Further Submission on Variation 1 to the Porirua Proposed 
District Plan and Plan Change 19 to the Operative District 

Plan by Kāinga Ora – Homes and Communities 

Clause 8 of Schedule 1 to the Resource Management Act 1991 

To: Porirua City Council 
PO Box 50-218 
PORIRUA CITY 5240  
Submitted via email to:  dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz 

Name of Further Submitter:  Kāinga Ora – Homes and Communities 

1. Kāinga Ora – Homes and Communities (“Kāinga Ora”) makes this further

submission on the Variation 1 to the Proposed District Plan (“Variation 1”) and

Proposed Plan Change 19 Plimmerton Farms Zone to the Operative District Plan

(“PC19”) in support of/in opposition to original submissions to the Variation 1 and

PC19.

2. Kāinga Ora has an interest in Variation1 and PC19 that is greater than the interest the

general public has, being an original submitter on Variation 1 and PC19 with respect

to its interests as Crown entity responsible for the provision of public housing, and its

housing portfolio in Porirua City.

3. Kāinga Ora makes this further submission in respect of submissions by third parties to

Variation 1 and PC19.

Reasons for further submission 

4. The submissions that Kāinga Ora supports or opposes are set out in the table attached

as Appendix A to this further submission.
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5. The reasons for this further submission are:

(a) The reasons set out in the Kāinga Ora primary submission on Variation 1 and

PC19.

(b) In the case of the Primary Submissions that are opposed:

(i) The Primary Submissions do not promote the sustainable management

of natural and physical resources and are otherwise inconsistent with

the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991

(“RMA”);

(ii) The relief sought in the Primary Submissions is not the most appropriate

in terms of section 32 of the RMA;

(iii) Rejecting the relief sought in the Primary Submissions opposed would

more fully serve the statutory purpose than would implementing that

relief; and

(iv) The Primary Submissions are inconsistent with the policy intent of the

Kāinga Ora primary submission.

(c) In the case of Primary Submissions that are supported:

(i) The Primary Submissions promote the sustainable management of

natural and physical resources and are consistent with the purpose and

principles of the RMA and with section 32 of the RMA;

(ii) The reasons set out in the Primary Submissions; and

(iii) Allowing the relief sought in the Primary Submissions supported would

more fully serve the statutory purpose than would disallowing that relief.

6. Without limiting the generality of the above, the specific relief in respect of each

Primary Submission that is supported or opposed is set out in Appendix A.

7. Kāinga Ora wishes to be heard in support of its further submission.

Page 92 
                                    Page 92



 
                                    Page 93



 
                                    Page 94



 
                                    Page 95



 
                                    Page 96



 
                                    Page 97



 
                                    Page 98



 
                                    Page 99



 
                                   Page 100



 
                                   Page 101



 
                                   Page 102



 
                                   Page 103



 
                                   Page 104



Page 2 of 6 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan  

I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has

I am the local authority for the relevant area

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency is a Crown Entity with statutory obligations of ensuring an integrated, safe 
and sustainable transport system. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

Caitlin Kelly- Principal Planner Environmental Planning 

3 November 2022 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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Page 3 of 6 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan 

Submitter 

Name/Contact 

Submission 

Number 

Chapter Support or 

Oppose 

The particular parts of the 

submission I support or 

oppose are: 

The reasons for my support or opposition are: I seek that the whole or part (describe part) of the 

submission be allowed or disallowed:  

Kāinga Ora - Homes 

and Communities 

OS76.74 Definitions Support. New definition for Rapid Transit 

Stop. 

Waka Kotahi supports the inclusion of a definition for Rapid 

Transit Stop. This will aid plan user interpretation and is 

consistent with the definition under the National Policy 

Statement- Urban Development (NPS-UD).  

Waka Kotahi seek the submission point be allowed. 

Kāinga Ora - Homes 

and Communities 

OS76.99 RESZ-O2 Support. Generally supports this 

objective but seeks greater 

recognition in the overarching 

residential chapter regarding 

the changing density and urban 

built form and where higher 

densities are specifically 

enabled. 

Waka Kotahi supports the proposed amendments to RESZ-

O2 as it recognises that higher densities will be enabled when 

located in close proximity to public transport.  This supports a 

well-functioning urban environment.  

Waka Kotahi seek the submission point be allowed. 

Kāinga Ora - Homes 

and Communities 

OS76.105 RESZ-P5 Oppose. Replacement of the term 

“health” with “amenity” to reflect 

the outcome being sought is 

one of amenity and well-being 

in the context of a changing 

urban environment. 

Waka Kotahi does not support the replacement of the term 

“health” with “amenity” within RESZ-P5. Objective 1 of the 

National Policy Statement- Urban Development 2020 (NPS-

UD) provides for a “well-functioning urban environment that 

enables all people and communities to provide for their health 

and safety, now and into the future.” Waka Kotahi considers 

that the inclusion of the term “health” within RESZ-P5 reflects 

Objective 1 of the NPS-UD. 

In addition to the above, noise effects can interrupt amenity 

and enjoyment, as well as the ability to sleep which can have 

significant impacts on people’s health and wellbeing. Waka 

Kotahi considers that RESZ-P5 puts emphasis on requiring 

buildings and structures to meet the health and well-being 

needs of people, to ensure matters such as noise, does not 

adversely affect their health.  

Waka Kotahi seeks the submission point be disallowed. 

Kāinga Ora - Homes 

and Communities 

OS76.153 Setbacks Support in part. Seeks amendments to enable 

buildings to be constructed to 

the front boundary. 

Waka Kotahi supports the submission point on the basis that 

the relevant access and on-site manoeuvring standards can 

be met for sites adjacent the state highway network.  

Waka Kotahi seek the submission point be allowed. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.18 INF-P1 Support in part. Amend INF-P1 to reflect low 

and zero carbon regionally 

significant infrastructure. 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the submission point. 

However, Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is 

available to understand the implications of what is proposed, 

and how it will be given effect to. 

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required and seeks to 

be involved with the development of the policy. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.22 New Provision Support in part. Add a policy that enables the 

development of zero and low 

carbon and public transport 

infrastructure (i.e., charging 

stations, park and ride 

facilities). 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the new policy. However, 

Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is available to 

understand the implications of what is proposed and how it 

will be given effect to. 

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required. Waka 

Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the policy. 
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Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.17 New Provision Support in part. Add an objective for the 

transport system to reduce 

dependence on fossil fuels and 

private vehicles recognising 

contributing to reduction in 

GHG emissions (Proposed 

RPS Change 1 Objective 

CC.3).

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the new objective. 

However, Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is 

available to understand the implications of what is proposed 

and how it will be given effect to.  

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required. Waka 

Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the objective. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.21 New Provision Support in part. Include a policy that sets out a 

preference for freight 

distribution centres and high 

trip generating activities to 

locate in areas that are in close 

proximity to efficient transport 

networks. 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the new policies. 

However, Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is 

available to understand the implications of what is proposed 

and how it will be given effect to.   

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required. Waka 

Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the policies 

due to the implications it may have to carry out their statutory 

obligations.  

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.25 New Provision Support in part. Add a policy that requires the 

provision of infrastructure in 

subdivision development that 

supports modal shift and 

consideration of how design 

can reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions. 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the new policy. However, 

Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is available to 

understand the implications of what is proposed and how it 

will be given effect to.  

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required. Waka 

Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the policy. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.24 New Provision Support in part. Add rules to permit the 

development of appropriate 

zero carbon, public transport 

and active transport 

infrastructure. 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the new rules. However, 

Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is available to 

understand the implications of what is proposed and how it 

will be given effect to.  

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required. Waka 

Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the rules. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.29 TR- Table 7 Support in part. Amend TR-Table 7 to provide 

for thresholds for when consent 

applicants must prepare travel 

demand management plans 

(integrated transport 

assessments). The thresholds 

can be size of the subdivision, 

number of dwellings, people, 

floor size of retail development 

etc. It should apply to 

residential, education, office, 

industrial, community, 

entertainment and other land 

use activities that could 

generate higher private vehicle 

and freight travel. 

Waka Kotahi supports the direction to District Councils to 

consider travel demand management plans to identify trip 

generation and provide opportunities to address Vehicle 

Kilometres Travelled (VKT). Waka Kotahi also notes that 

Integrated Transport Assessments (ITA’s) and Travel 

Demand Management Plans are two separate matters, and 

an ITA is not necessarily the best place in the district plan 

provisions for this to be included. Waka Kotahi supports the 

intent of this submission point, however, seeks to be involved 

in further discussions regarding the implementation of the 

submission point.  

Waka Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the 

rule.  
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Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.30 TR-R5 (3) Support in part. Ensure that TR-R5 (3) includes 

a requirement that the travel 

demand management plan 

(integrated transport 

assessment) includes the 

measures to reduce reliance on 

private vehicles and encourage 

modal shift to low carbon, 

active or public transport 

options. 

Waka Kotahi supports the direction to District Councils to 

consider travel demand management plans to identify trip 

generation and provide opportunities to address Vehicle 

Kilometres Travelled (VKT). Waka Kotahi supports the intent 

of this submission point, however, seeks to be involved in 

further discussions regarding the implementation of the 

submission point. 

Waka Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the 

rule. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.85 Transport 

Chapter 

Oppose. Incorporate the following 

provisions (or amendments to 

existing provisions) across the 

District Plan: 

Rules to manage the provision 

of new, or additions or 

upgrades to transport 

infrastructure. 

Waka Kotahi does not support the submission point as there 

are existing rules under the Infrastructure Chapter that 

manage the provision of new, or additions or upgrades to 

transport infrastructure.  

Waka Kotahi seek the submission point be disallowed. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.86 Transport 

Chapter 

Support in part. Incorporate the following 

provisions (or amendments to 

existing provisions) across the 

District Plan: 

Include a policy to encourage 

carbon emissions assessment 

for certain types of projects, or 

activities over a certain 

threshold, and specify what 

these assessments must 

include. 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the new policy. However, 

Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is available to 

understand the implications of what is proposed and how it 

will be given effect to.   

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required. Waka 

Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the policy. 

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.33 Climate 

Change 

Support in part. Include matters of control or 

discretion in relevant rules that 

considers the extent to which 

the development within the 

design will improve climate 

resilience. 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the submission point. 

However, Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is 

available to understand the implications of what is proposed 

and how it will be given effect to.   

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required on what 

rules are subject to the submission point and the matters of 

control/discretion.  

Greater Wellington 

Regional Council 

OS74.38 General Support in part. Amend Variation 1 and Plan 

Change 19 as necessary to 

have regard to Proposed RPS 

Change 1 Policy CC.8: • 

Identify the type and scale of 

activities where reducing 

greenhouse gases rather than 

offsetting must occur. 

Include objectives, policies, 

rules to require greenhouse 

gases to be reduced rather 

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the submission point. 

However, Waka Kotahi consider that insufficient detail is 

available to understand the implications of what is proposed 

and how it will be given effect to.   

Waka Kotahi considers more information is required. Waka 

Kotahi seek to be involved with the development of the policy. 
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than offset for the type and 

scale of activities identified. 
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Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Submission number OS93.1 directly affects the property which I own. The property is at 178 Navigation Drive 
Whitby, Porirua. The section size enables more than one dwelling to be built. The whole area has been 
rezoned under the proposed district plan to medium density residential zone. As the owner of the property, I 
would like to contribute to Porirua City Councils plan to intensify housing and would like support to build further 
dwellings and subdivide the section.  

Council is requested to support further subdivision of this section to allow for more dwellings to be build (per 
council guidelines), support varying or removal of covenants which restricts further housing intensification. 
Currently the covenants restrict further subdivision of the section and building more than one dwelling on one 
section even though the section size allows for more dwellings to be built. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

 .......................................................................  

Date 3rd November 2022 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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However, even if the water only ponded in the carriageway in our design event modelling, it is likely that your 
property would still show flooding due to our dynamic freeboard modelling approach that is applied to develop the 
flood hazard Inundation layer. This approach is described below and here (see Freeboard Application under the 
Flood Mapping Process tab). Freeboard is applied in our flood modelling and mapping process to account for known 
residual risks, such as sump blockages, and those identified through sensitivity testing. Our sensitivity modelling and 
freeboard analysis show that, in our tested scenarios, water on Grey Street will overtop the verge and flow across 
your property toward the stream.  

I would be very happy to meet to discuss this further and as noted in my previous email please feel free to call or 
email if would like additional information, disagree with the explanation I have provided above, or think it would be 
valuable for me to come out to visit the site.  
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From: Alan Collett <collett alan@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, 12 September 2022 2:16 pm 
To: Alistair Osborne <Alistair.Osborne@wellingtonwater.co.nz> 
Cc: Torrey McDonnell <Torrey.McDonnell@poriruacity.govt.nz>; Shauna McGuinn <shauna@xtra.co.nz>; Modelling 
Team <Modelling.Team@wellingtonwater.co.nz> 
Subject: RE: Enquiry re Pukerua Bay Stormwater Catchment 

Hi Alistair, 

Thank you for your response and clarification. I still have a few questions however.  

The double sump in the cul-de-sac of Gray Street in front of my property has a 300mm diameter drain discharging 
from it with good gradient to outfall. This would move a substantial amount of water and using the Hazen- Williams 
equation for flow the 3 legs of the drain are as follows. .9612 cubic meters per minute for the upper section, 1.662 
cubic meters per minute for the next section and the lower section of the storm drain at 5.55 cubic meters per 
minute. Given that calculations in the modelling assume that all council drains are operating as required and 
blockage and sediment free then this expected rainfall must be of quite some scale. In fact the report admits the 
modelling limitation in regards to open channels on page 37 and it states that the 2D and 1D cross sections may 
under represent channel volume due to vegetation cover. I would argue that this is the case with the open channels 
and gullies to the south Pukemere Way and Gray Street. I have included a map showing the contours (1m) to the 
south and clear indications of where our storm water discharges.  

This brings me back to my original point in my previous e mail. Hydraulically water finds it own level, there is no 
need to tell you that, so with the height difference between the two streets and SH59 any excess water flow in a 1 in 
100 year storm would see SH59 submerged before water levels were such our stormwater became inundated due to 
prevention of discharge.  
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Your e mail explains that according to the modelling the inundation of the stormwater system may occur due to run 
off during a rain fall event. You mention the extensive mapping below shows depths of up to 50mm, and from 
council maps I can ascertain that the ponding in the vicinity of this double sump maybe beyond 50mm? So my 
question is what depth do you expect at the road at sump level before it cascades across my property?  
Levels I have shot show a difference of 257mm from the invert of the kerb & channel to the highest contour in the 
center of my driveway. Hence the modelling showing excess runoff from the stormwater system would have to be in 
the 0.25 – 0.50m range which I cannot distinguish from the map below.  
With the fact the cull-d-sac end of Gray Street is well serviced by 300mm stormwater drains which have an average 
flow of 1.8 cubic meters per minute (gradient dependent) and the modelling assumes all council drains are 
operating at full capacity, I still fail to see how this flood pattern can occur.  
Also not indicated on the map below is the 4 domestic stormwater sumps I have on my property, all of which 
discharge to the stormwater main.  
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My final point would have to be for Torrey.  PCC website states the council under took this mapping to better 
understand flooding events and reduce the impacts of it and that flooding has a major impact on property owners.  
What then is the PCC doing to upgrade its infrastructure? According to the report a 300mm stormwater main is no 
longer sufficient so I would expect to see work crews in Pukerua Bay rectifying this. The council responding to 
flooding under the guise of emergency management is a ridiculous statement as risk reduction plays a big part in 
emergency management and surely now you have identified this hazard you should be taking steps to rectifying the 
issue before such catastrophic floods occur.  

This will affect both our property price and our ability to maintain insurance for the property so we would very much 
would like this modelling of Gray Street reviewed. 

Regards, 

Alan Collett 
42 Gray Street 
Pukerua bay 
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Sent from Mail for Windows 

From: Alistair Osborne 
Sent: 07 September 2022 10:48 
To: Alan Collett 
Cc: Torrey McDonnell; Shauna McGuinn; Modelling Team 
Subject: RE: Enquiry re Pukerua Bay Stormwater Catchment 

Kia ora Alan, 

Thanks for your email and your notes. I have gone through your comments and reviewed our stormwater modelling 
from which the mapping has been generated from. The modelling shows that the water flowing across your 
property does not originate from flow backing up in the stream behind your property but rather from the 
stormwater network on Grey St. The image below shows how in our model the sumps adjacent to 34 and 35 Grey St 
are overwhelmed by the runoff generated during the modelled rainfall event. As a result, water spills from these 
sumps and flows down Grey St toward your property. The double sump at the end of the cul-de-sac is also 
overwhelmed and, in the model, water then spills onto your property from the road.  

The event modelled in this scenario is the 100-year ARI event with allowance for climate change. This is an extreme 
event. I do not know the specifics of the development in this area, however, often pipe networks are not designed 
to contain such an extreme event and secondary flow paths are allowed for. Based on the pattern of flooding in the 
model this secondary flow may be through the lefthand side (looking south) of your property.  

I have included a second image showing the ground surface that has been applied in our model. This image shows 
that the earthworks undertaken at your property during development are captured in our applied surface.   

Please feel free to call or email to discuss this further if you disagree with the explanation I have provided above, 
and I would be happy to come out to visit the site if you think that would be valuable.  

Please note that the more extensive flooding shown in the image below is because I am displaying water depths 
between 10mm and 50mm, while in our inundation mapping we only use flooding that is 50mm and deeper.  
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I am seeking to have this flood zone overlay on my title reviewed as I feel strongly that it is inaccurate and is the 
result of computer modelling not being a true reflection of the actual lay of the land.  

Any assistance would be greatly appreciated. 

Alan Collett 
42 Gray Street  
Pukerua Bay 
Mob: 021375150 
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Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Submission number OS99.12 relates to the impact of flood hazard mapping on 42 Gray Street, Pukerua Bay, 
which I own. 

I also make these further submissions on behalf of public interest as it will show that data into the flood 
modelling is flawed, I also make further submissions as a concerned resident of Pukerua Bay and the impact 
these proposals will have on my community.   

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

 ............  

Date 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Example: “Submission number [insert submission reference number here] directly affects the property at XXX, 
which I own”  

Ngāti Toa iwi is Tangata Whenua for Porirua City Council and Te Rūnanga o Toa Rangatira is the mandated 
iwi authority under the Deed of Settlement Act (2014).  

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

 .......................................................................  

Date 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has

I am the local authority for the relevant area

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

The RVA represents a relevant aspect of the public interest and has an interest in Variation 1 greater than the 

general public for a number of reasons, including (without limitation): 

a. The RVA represents the interests of the owners, developers and managers of retirement villages

throughout Porirua.  The RVA, on behalf of its members, has a significant interest in how the Proposed

and Operative Porirua District Plan, including amendments proposed by Variation 1 and Plan Change

19, provides for retirement village and aged care provision in Porirua, given the existing and predicted

demand by our members for such accommodation.

b. Retirement villages make a substantial contribution to housing and healthcare for older people in the

region, providing for the social and economic wellbeing of communities.  The ability of RVA members

to provide villages that contribute to the social and economic wellbeing of Porirua and Wellingtonians

will depend on the reasonableness and appropriateness of the Proposed and Operative Porirua District

Plan provisions, including amendments proposed by Variation 1 and Plan Change 19.

c. Given the RVA’s broad membership, history and representation in Porirua, the RVA has specialist

experience and expertise relevant to determining the merits of the Proposed and Operative Porirua

District Plan provisions, including amendments proposed by Variation 1 and Plan Change 19.

The RVA made a submission on Variation 1 and Plan Change 19. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

 it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
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addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

 ....................................................................  

Date 3/11/22 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in):

My original submission for a papakainga provision was submitted, however I have yet to speak to in regards to
the DP providing a Papakainga Kainga Provision for mana whenua.

Note to person making further submission:
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is
served on the local authority.

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):

● it is 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 note:
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because,
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.

Signature of person making further submission
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)

Date
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)
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Submission Table
● We recommend using this submission table to state your submission points. This will assist Council accurately record your submission points.
● Each individual submission point should be on a different row. Use as many rows as you require.
● You can attach additional commentary and documents should you need to.
● The examples below are for guidance only to show how submission points could be set out and need to be deleted, and do not represent a position of Council.

Submitter Name/
Submission
Number
[see submission
contact list]

Submitter
Address/Email
[if provided]

Support or
Oppose
[only
choose
support or
oppose]

The particular parts of the submission I
support or oppose are:
[clearly indicate which parts of the original
submission you support or oppose, together
with any relevant provisions of the proposal]

The reasons for my support or opposition are:
[include reason(s) for your submission point]

Allow o
disallow
[only cho
allow or
disallow

Example
Bob Brown
[Submission 88]

bob@submitter.com Oppose Submitter has requested that certain areas of
the City be rezoned to High Density
Residential on page XX of their submission.

I oppose the rezoning of my property at XXX address and
surrounding properties to High Density Residential Zone.
This is because the topography of the area will cause
excessive shadowing if taller buildings than proposed are
located there.

Disallow

Example
Jane Doe
[Submission 222]

12 Brown Street,
Plimmerton

Support Jane Doe supports all areas that have been
zoned Medium Density Residential Zone in
the Variation 1 planning maps.

I support the submitter’s request to retain the Medium
Density Residential Zone as shown on the Variation 1
planning maps.

Allow

Fion Daniel 118 Cuba Street
Petone
Lower Hutt 5012

Support Fiona Daniel supports the incorporation of a
Papakainga Provision inside the District Plan,
as required by the Resource Management
Act.

I support the inclusion of such documentation to allow for
Mana Whenau to be given the right to build on historical
Whenua Maori.
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poriruacity 
Further Submissions- Variation 1 to the Proposed Porirua District Plan and/or Plan 
Change 19 to the Operative District Plan 

Submitter Details 

Submission Date: 25/10/2022 

Full Name 

First Name: 

Last Name: 

Baswa 

Surukanti 

Contact person: 

Attendance and wish to be heard at a hearing: 

r- Yes 

r I do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be fully considered. 

Additional requirements for hearing: 

Person of interest declaration: I am 

r (a) a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, or 

Ci (b) a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has, or 

r (c) the local authority for the relevant area. 

Explain the grounds for saying you come within category (a) or (b) above: 

I own the property in 196 John Burke Drive 

Note to person making further submission: 

A further submission can only support or oppose an original submission listed in the summary. It is not an opportunity to 
• make a fresh submission on matters not raised in the submission.

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days of making the further
• submission to the Council

Consultation Document Submissions 

Original Submitter: #3 Paul Winter (6 Wangapeka Way, Aotea, Porirua, New Zealand, 5024) 

Original Point: #3.1 
T24Consult Page 1 of 2
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Page 2 of 3 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan  

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Example: “Submission number [insert submission reference number here] directly affects the property at XXX, 
which I own”  

Survey and Spatial New Zealand – Wellington Branch represents many surveyors and spatial professionals 
and their consulting firms within the Wellington Region who practice and provide expertise in the field of 
subdivisions and subdivision related engineering. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

 .......................................................................  

Date  3/11/2022 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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Page 2 of 4 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan  

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

Heriot Drive Ltd and Raiha Properties Ltd made submissions in respect of the Natural Hazard provisions of the 
proposed Porirua District Plan (PDP) including definitions, the Natural Hazard Policies and rules, Appendix 10 
and the planning maps in respect of Fault Rupture Zones (Submissions 156 and 157).  While we have been 
heard and presented evidence in respect of those submissions no decision has yet been issued.   

In submitting on Variation 1 Toka Tū Ake / Earthquake Commission (EQC) (submitter OS 37) has raised similar 
matters as raised in submissions 156 and 157 and in evidence presented to the proposed PDP.  In particular, 
EQC have requested that the Fault Avoidance Zones be mapped in accordance with Ministry for the 
Environment (MFE) guidance on planning around active faults and consequential amendments to clarify or 
amend the policies and rules relevant to the Ohariu Fault Hazard Overlay.  However, the EQC submission 
lacks specificity on precisely how the proposed PDP should be amended in part because EQC was unable to 
access the relevant GNS report referenced in the section 32 report. 

Granting the relief sought by EQC if undertaken fully in accordance with the MFE guidance will require 
substantial amendments to the PDP especially to the provisions in respect of the Ohariu fault. The PDP Ohariu 
Fault Hazard overlay impinges on properties owned by Heriot Drive Ltd and Raiha Properties Ltd.  The extent 
to which the MFE guidance is, or is not, adopted to give relief to EQC’s submission may affect current and 
future land use activities on those properties.   

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

 it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

 .......................................................................  

Date 02 November 2022 

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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2

I support the submitter's opposition to the proposal, in all existing suburban areas of Porirua, to implement HRZ to 
allow 22 metre high buildings to be constructed within one metre of the boundary of existing one or two level dwellings 
without consideration of the impacts (especially the loss of sunlight and privacy) on adjacent properties. 

The PDP should provide greater protection for the health and well-being of existing residents when such infill 
developments are being considered.  

Which leads me to consider my property in Pukerua Bay... 

I am concerned the MDRS will facilitate increased rates of development on our neighbouring properties which, given 
the topography of the locality, will make my long, narrow and sloping property vulnerable to unacceptable degrees of 
shading, building bulk, and potential overlooking opportunities. 
The orientation and topography of my site, relative to these neighbouring properties, will also amplify the potential 
effects upon my property, including the outdoor recreation spaces, which have been carefully designed to optimise 
solar access and tranquil enjoyment of the bush and birdlife. 

As I have already mentioned, I appreciate there are overarching concerns about drainage and vulnerability to flooding 
in this area, which could be exacerbated by the additional load placed upon ageing infrastructure by new dwelling 
units, and I understand that the current soak pit infrastructure is not fit for purpose, again creating vulnerabilities for 
properties downhill from potential development sites. 

Consequently, I fervently believe that any new land subdivision and development adjacent to our property would be 
unfair to my wife and me. 

I would like to think that Council will give preference and maximum consideration to existing property owners, over 
and above any new development next to their property. 

In closing, I would like to thank Emily Bayliss, Friend of Submitters, for her help with this submission and our technical 
difficulties. 

Grant Abdee 
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Page 2 of 4 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

ExamplThe e: “Submission number [insert submission reference number here] directly affects the property at 
XXX, which I own”  

Submissions relate to the area in which I live and own property in. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

Rebecca Davis 

 .......................................................................  

Date 3/11/22 
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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poriruacity 
Further Submissions- Variation 1 to the Proposed Porirua District Plan and/or Plan 
Change 19 to the Operative District Plan 

Submitter Details 

Submission Date: 3/11/2022 

Full Name 

First Name: 

Last Name: 

Rebecca

Davis

Contact person: 

Attendance and wish to be heard at a hearing: 

r- Yes 

r I do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be fully considered. 

Additional requirements for hearing: 

Person of interest declaration: I am 

r (a) a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, or 

Ci (b) a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has, or 

r (c) the local authority for the relevant area. 

Explain the grounds for saying you come within category (a) or (b) above: 

Submissions relate to the area in which I live and own property in.

Note to person making further submission: 

A further submission can only support or oppose an original submission listed in the summary. It is not an opportunity to 
• make a fresh submission on matters not raised in the submission.

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days of making the further
• submission to the Council

Consultation Document Submissions 

Form 6 Form - Rebecca Davis

T24Consult Page 1 of 1
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Page 2 of 4 Further Submission Form 6 for the Proposed Porirua District Plan

Explain/specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category (you must fill this in): 

ExamplThe e: “Submission number [insert submission reference number here] directly affects the property at 
XXX, which I own”  

Submissions relate to the area in which I live and own property in. 

Note to person making further submission: 
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is 
served on the local authority. 

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied 
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 

• it is 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 note: 
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on the Proposed District Plan this is 
public information. Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and 
addresses will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, 
under the Act, any further submission supporting or opposing your submission must be forwarded to you as 
well as to PCC. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be kept 
confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept 
confidential please contact the Environment & City Planning Team at dpreview@poriruacity.govt.nz.  

Signature of person making further submission 
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission) 

Rebecca Davis 

 .......................................................................  

Date 3/11/22 
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.) 
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