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have heard that it may be that the council will widen Jozecom Place and that footpaths may be installed
as well. Does this have any relationship to the plan change 11?

f. I would also like to see some clarification on the issues of who pays for what in terms of the cul-de-sac
extension and the walkways. So until there is some clarify in these things it will be difficult for us to
slipport these ideas.

Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Schedtlle 1 Procedure) Regulations 2003

4. I seek the following decision from Selwyn District Council: -
a. That the council removes the requirement for a walkway to go towards East Maddison.

b. That the council provides details for what walkways would look like in terms of fencing / width and
profile of surroundings.

c. That the council provides details on what shared walkways / driveways would look like in terms of
Width / fencing / footpaths etc. : :

d. That the council clarify details of who pays for what and the compensation that the council will provide
us for taking land for roads and walkways.

e. That the council clarifies how the cycle ways / walkways will operate with pedestrians and cycles
sharing the one pathway. What rules will apply to cycles on the pathway?

f. That the council clarifies what the extension of Jozecom Place will ook like and also what plans there
are for the remainder of Jozecom Place in terms of any changes that are proposed.

5. | WISH to be heard in support of my submission

-

Signature of submitter Date: 30/7/09

8. Address for service of submitter: 28 Jozecom Place, Rolleston 76714
Telephone: 3477350 Fax: 3477351

Email: dougsinclair@xtra.co.nz

Contact person: Doug Sinclair
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2 July 2008

Collins Amos Thomas & Alan Charles
The Colfield Trust

282 Island Road

RD 1

Kaiapol

7691

Dear Sir/Madam,

PLAN CHANGE PC 080041 ~Rolleston Living 1B deferred zone Structure
Plan

You have received this notice as you have been identified as some one who
may be affected by a change to the Seiwyn District Plan.

Please find enclosed a copy of the public notice for the plan change. This will
be advertised in The Press newspaper on Saturday 4 July 2009. The public
notice explaing how you may participate in the submission process. Please
note that submissions close on 4 August.

The enclosed leaflet explains what changes we are intending to make and
why. The full plan change and supporting material can be inspected at any of
the Council's service centres or libraries. They can also be viewed and
downloaded from the Council’'s website at www.selwyn.govt.nz.

'For further information on the submission precess or this plan change please
-contact me on {03) 347 2953. :

Yours faithfully

D\

David Hattam

Strateaic Pnlicv Plannar

£



For further mformat:on regardmg thls plan change of the process outlined above piease
contact David Hattam, Strategic Policy Planner on {03} 347 2953. . '

The closing date for submissions is S.GOpm on Monday 4 Augusf 2009,




~ Selwyn District Plan
PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 11
Roileston Living 1B Deferred Zone Structure Plan

Selwyn District Coundil
Clause & of the First Schedule, Resoume Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 11 (Township Volume) is concerned with the part of Rolleston
currently zoned as Living 1B deferred and with an adjacent parcel of land (726 East
Maddisons Road). The Living 1B deferred zone area is subject to deferred

residential zoning which is due to be lifted in January 2010. The proposed changes

are intended to manage the transition of this area to urban use. The key changes
are:

The infroduction of new policies to Part B to manage intensification in the
Rolleston Living 1B deferred area and to provide for the use of the structure
plan to control subdivision.

Amendments o Part C to add new matters for discretion to ensure that
subdivision and deveiopment in the area wouici progress according to the

Amendments to zoning o rezone the paﬁ of the area which is north of Lowes
Road for Living 1 residential use (750m?* minimum average allotment size),
except for an area around Waterbridge Way which will be zoned as Living 1C
(2000m? average allotment size and area specific rules). An area around
Fairhurst Place would also be zoned as Living 1C.

The addition of the structure plan as an appendlx tothe plan and
amendments to the relevant zone map.

The plan change and the assessment of why it is needed can be read at any of the
Council's service centres and public libraries in Darfisid, Lesston, Lincoln and Rolleston
or online at www.selwyn.govi.nz,

Submissions
Any person or organisation may make a submission supporting or opposing any aspect
of this plan change. Submissions must be written and in accordance with Form 5 of the

Resource Management Regulations and is available from any Council Service Centre or
on the website.

Submlssaons may be:

Posted to: Planning Department, Selwyn District Council, PG Box 80,
Rolleston 7643

Delivered A Council service cenfre in Darfield, Lsncoln Leeston or

to: " Rolleston.

Faxed to: {03) 347 2799 (if you fax your submission please post or
deliver a copy to the details above)

Emailed to: submissions@selwyn.govinz

At a later date, ali submissions received will be sumimarised and published. Further
Submissions will then be invited, allowing any person or organisation to support or
oppose any of the initial submissions. A Councll hearing will then be arranged to

consider all submissions, after which the Council will decide whether to withdraw, retain
nr mndifv tha nlan rhanna  Anv cithmifter wha is ant aaticfiad with the Canneif's denisinn




Resource Management {(Fyrms, ¥ ‘ees, and
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991
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Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Schedule I - Procedure) Regulations 2003

4. {1seek the following decision from Selwyn District Council: ........coiiiiiiiiii e

FGive precise details, including the nature of any change sought. Continue on g separate sheet if necessary,
5. I'WISH/DO NOT WISH to be heard in support of my submission (delete as applicable)

6. If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case}
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Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and

Procedure} Regulations 2003 Schedule 1
Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn.govt.nz Page 1 of 2

Form 5

Submission on publicly notified Plan Change:
Selwyn District Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

To Selwyn District Council

2 Narman Kirk Drive

PO Box 90

Rolleston

Christchurch 7614

FAX: 03-347-2799

1. Full name of submitter: Doug Sinclair (28 Jozecom Place)

This is a submission on the following proposed Plan Change:
PC11 (Rolleston Living 1B Deferred Zone Structure Plan)

2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: Jozecom Place. In particular
the proposed extension of the Cul-de-sac and also the walkways that are proposed to link into East

- Maddison Road and into Frame Street. Although not directly in the plan we also wish to raise the issue of
widening of the street and putting footpaths in Jozecom Place.

3. *My submission in OPPOSITION is:
a. | oppose the walk way that is proposed to lead to East Maddison Road on these grounds:

Firstly, it has not been demonstrated to me that this is the best location for such a walkway.

Secondly, the properties that are between us and East Maddison are unlikely to be subdivided in the
foreseeable future to allow the linkage. The property next to us is already subdivided into 2 x 5000m2
sections and the property that is on East Maddison, according to the owner, is not to be subdivided. In
view of this it seems that the traffic flow on the walkways will be only from Frame Street through that
walkway along towards the new School but not directly from East Maddison. If the council concludes that
a walkway is important to have in the next twenty years then it should look elsewhere.

in view of these facts it makes sense to leave the idea of extending a walkway to East Maddison as
unworkable or finding an alternative position for it.

b. I should also point out that in the Hurunui district plans for Amberley under the section about
walkways / cycle ways that under strategic principles point 3 these points are made:

“3. Walking and Cycling Routes will only be required to be created on private land when that land is
* subdivided or a key linkage is required and the landowners agree.”

It seems that the Selwyn district council puts less importance on the views of the landowners.

c. 1 am also concerned with the type and the amount of walkway traffic that will potentially go along the
walkway and the way it will provide a hazard to vehicles that are using the driveways at the head of the
cuk-de-sac.

d. There is a lack of clarity in what the walkways will look like. | have been told that the width of the
walkways is to be wider than the dead-end walkway that goes to Frame Street and that the profile of the
fences / hedges that border the walkway is to be changed from what the standard requirements are now
for a walkway. There has also been a suggestion that the walkways could be shared with driveways that
service the sections that may be created in our portion of land that is currently 28 Jozecom Place. What
the requirements are for these driveway / walkways is unknown to us as this point. it seems that having
shared land between driveways and walkways is good land utilization but we don’t know what the rules
will be that apply in this situation and therefore are unable to contribute fo the discussion before any firm
changes are made to the plan.

e. There is also is a need for some clarity in what the proposed extension of the cul-de-sac will look like.
What will be the width and what will be the exactiocation of the head of the cul-de-sac. Without these
details it is difficult for us to make comments in this submission. Also in discussions with the council we




have heard that it may be that the council will widen Jozecom Place and that footpaths may be installed.
as well. Does this have any relationship to the plan change 11?7

f. I would also like to see some clarification on the issues of who pays for what in terms of the cul-de-sac

extension and the walkways. So until there is some clarify in these things it will be difficult for us to
support these ideas.

Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Schedule 1 Procedure} Regulations 2003

4. | seek the following decision from Selwyn District Council:~ -
a. That the council removes the requirement for a walkway fo go towards East Maddison.

b. That the council provides details for what walkways would look like in terms of fencing / width and
profile of surroundings.

¢. That the council provides details on what shared walkways / drivewayé would look like in terms of
Width / fencing / footpaths etc.

d. That the council clarify details of who pays for what and the compensation that the council will provide
us for taking land for roads and walkways.

e. That the council clarifies how the cycle ways / walkways will operate with pedestrians and cycles
sharing the one pathway. What rules will apply to cycles on the pathway?

f. That the council clarifies what the extension of Jozecom Place will look fike and also what plans there
are for the remainder of Jozecom Place in terms of any changes that are proposed.

5. | WISH to be heard in support of my submission

Signature of submitter Date: 30/7/09

8. Address for service of submitter: 28 Jozecom Place, Rolleston 7614
Tetephone: 3477350 Fax: 3477351

Email: dougsinclair@xtra.co.nz

Contact person: Doug Sinclair
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2 July 2008

Collins Amos Thomas & Alan Charles
The Colfield Trust

282 Island Road

RD 1

Kaiapoi

7691

Dear Sir/Madam,

PLAN CHANGE PC 080011 ~Rolleston Living 1B deferred zone Structure
Plan

You have received this notice as you have been identified as some one who
may be affected by a change to the Selwyn District Plan.

Please find enclosed a copy of the public notice for the plan change. This will
be advertised in The Press newspaper on Saturday 4 July 2009. The public
notice explains how you may participate in the submission process. Please
note that submissions close on 4 August,

The enclosed leaflet explains what changes we are intending to make and
why. The full plan change and supporting material can be inspected at any of
the Council's service centres or libraries. They can also be viewed and
downloaded from the Council’s website at www.selwyn.govt.nz.

‘For further information on the submission process or this plan change please
-contact me on (03) 347 2053. :

Yours faithfully

DA

David Hattam

Stratenic Policvy Planner




Fer further mfonnation regardmg thls plan change or the process ouﬂmed above p!ease
contact David Hattam, Strategic' Policy Planner on (03) 347 2053, L

The closing date for submissions is 5.00pm on Manday 4 August 2009,




Selwyn District Plan
PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 11
Rolleston Living 1B Deferred Zone Structure Plan

Selwyn District Council
Clause & of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 11 {Township Volume) is concerned with the part of Rolleston
currently zoned as Living 1B deferred and with an adjacent parcei of land (726 East
Maddisons Road). The Living 1B deferred zone area is subject to deferred

residential zoning which is due to be lifted in January 2010. The proposed changes

are intended to manage the transition of this area to urban use. The key changes
are:

The infroduction of new policies to Part B to manage intensification in the

Rolleston Living 1B deferred area and to provide for the use of the structure
plan to control subdivision.

Amendments o Part C te add new matters for discretion to ensure that
subdivision and development in the area wvauid progress accorci;ng to the

Amendments to zoning to rezone the par% of the area which is north of Lowes
Road for Living 1 residential use {750m” minimum average aliotment size),
except for an area around Waterbridge Way which will be zoned as Living 1C
{2000m* average allotment size and area specific rules). An area around
Fairhurst Place would also be zoned as Living 1C.

The addition of the structure plan as an append:x to the pian and
amendments to the relevant zone map.

The plan change and the assessment of why it is needed can be read at any of the
Council's service centres and public libraries in Darfield, Leeston, Lincoln and Rolleston
or online at www.selwyn.govt.nz,

Submissions
Any person or organisation may make a submission supporting or opposing any aspect
of this plan change. Submissions must be written and in accordance with Form 5 of the

Resource Management Regulations and is available from any Council Service Centre or
on the website.

Subm:ssnons may be:

Posted to: Planning Department, Selwyn Disfrict Council, PO Box 20,
Rolleston 7643

Delivered A Council service centre in Darfield, Llncoln, Leeston or

to: "~ Roileston.

Faxed to: {03) 347 2799 (if you fax your submission please post or
deliver a copy to the details above) -

Emailed to:  submissions@selwyn.govi.nz

At a later date, all submissions received will be summarised and published. Further
Submissions will then be invited, allowing any person or organisation {o support or
oppose any of the initial submissions. A Council hearing will then be arranged to

consider all submissions, after which the Council will decide whether to withdraw, retain
nr modifv tha nian rhanna  Anv sithmiftar wha is nat saticfiad with the Cnnnnil's decision




Resource Management (Foras, Fees, and
Procedure) Regulations 2003 Schedule 1

Form: 5
Submission on publicly aotified Plan Change

Selwyn Distzct Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Reseirce Managemen? Aet 1981

To  Setwyn Districe Council

B

Fh 03 3472800

2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolleston 7614

FAX: 03-347-2799-
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Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Schedule 1 Procedure) Regulations 2003
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3. I'WISH/DONOT-WIESH to be heard in stpport of my subimission (delete as applicable)

6. 1f others make a similar submission, I will consider preserting a joint case with them at a hearing
{delete if you would not consider presanting a joint case }

e 2/7/67..

Signature of submitter (or person authorised to sign on their behalf) Date

8. Address for service of submitter: % Q-"g)z“ . IE;W ‘gz:j)

W 2 k= A et et
Tclep'noneFax
Emal: ... £ Sﬁméﬁfae/@ﬁ@%/@m
—_ g
et TR, Title.....{%fﬂ....“.........._....(ifappmpriate}
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David Hattam o Qﬁﬁgﬁﬁéiﬁév

From: Carron Stevenson

Sent: Monday, 20 July 2009 8:30 a.m. J3&
To: David Hattam

Subject: ’ FW: Plan Change 11: Rolleston Living 1B Deferred Zone Structured Plan

Hi David, | have replied to Michelle so that she knows we have received her e-mail, and let her know that | was
passing the e-mail on to you to contact them. - Caz

From: Michelle [mailto:bluebobu@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, 19 July 2009 11:11 p.m.

To: Web - Planning Selwyn

Subject: Plan Change 11: Rolleston Living 1B Deferred Zone Structured Plan

Dear Sir:

We recently purchased the property at 145B Brookside Road, Rolleston {Legal Description: Lot 1, DP
304070 BLK 11l LEESTON SD, Area 0.4067).

We have noticed that our property is on the 1B defferred zone and there are new roads planned to our
land. We would like to make our comment to you on NOT TO have the new roads developed on our land

as we purchased this property to enjoy the lifestyle of a big section.

please reply in writing to let us know this email has been received.
If there were any enquiries or further discussions, we look forward to hearing from you again.

Thank you.

Yours sincerely

Wei-Ker Lin & Yi-Ya Lai
Property owner
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-+ Schiedule’l]
Form 5 fw\
- . . /3 e
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change """? RECE]VEB
‘g >
Selwyn District Plan SN B Al
Clanse 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991 e 0
o SELWYN
. DISTRICT
To  Selwyn District Council COUNCIL,
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90 Wy { AR
Rolleston 7614 ) ] 1 S T
FAX: 03-347-2799 Coviavall Y Lol

1. FullnameofsubmlttcrdOL\V\b&NldON@"\S?(QI\CA{Q&SlQ’MQ“E
| Owens.
‘?_{()\r\ Qﬂ\m\'\rﬁ,__PQ ool - i‘?c\\@gkbﬂ l—‘l(ga;rg%dr;bﬁ:ﬁro It% e,-\r(ecﬂ Zone

AU Pt s L8 I N LT r T —hr rr SN B el et} oA O hange) SM’\_M‘/Q. '
2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates 10 AIel. ... .cuvveerrrervirsrrenerrnnreeearssrenns
Rezon mz*he@qrjro £ the avea whdh s Novh. of Lowss, Boach
Liviag £ rendential. wuse. G 750%&memade\/agz,q“oJW%Jr size)

..................................................................................................................... (give details).

3. *My submission i ORROSIFION is: "l_‘-’ ..... S\&ﬁc‘"P\H‘QmeS?O{

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

*Include whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the plan change or wish to have them amended; and the reasons for your

views, Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn.goving Page T of 2
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v

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

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

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

.......................................................................................................................................
T NI M
.......................................................................................................................................

Give precise details, including the nature of any change sought., Continwe on a separaie sheet if necessary.
P L Y oiLg P Ty

I'WISH.4

=

3H to be heard in support of my submission (delete as applicable)

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case)} : :

Signature of-sudmitter (or person authorised to sign on their behalf) ate

e b .
Address for service of submitter: ...... ﬁ’ ...... ﬁbm\"\"\d SCA Ao waﬂﬂcb .....

GOE. Time Cheivn hoad A0 Ohdslchuardh 7677
Telephone: ..S2.7%.....0 St 06291 Fax: Q?Q(EDH“j(DSQFS

Email: ... NG A S Y EN S 20 G2 N P e {
Contact person: s . Qb\) CXAS THIE 1 rvitevn e et (if appropriate)

Ph: 03 3472800 Email; submissfons@selwyn.govt.nz Page 2 of 2
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan

Clatse 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

To  Selwyn District Council
2 Norman Kirk Drive

PO Box 90 R D
Rol]e;):m 7614 . + SL{’? %& ?'O
FAX: 03-347-2799 D‘W . Zmu-; on ¢ Sosanf W¥or

1. Full name of submitter:..... % e ppgl e \Cf‘flw . V7 =1 o (MS@’J) .....

'This is a submission on the following proposed Plan Change: / g 5 Lowf; /%IHD /&Lbéf 7o

........................................................................................... (name and number of Plan Change)

2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:. WA .............................

PRI, THE .. Yot SEBIOVIAEZL TS THA T FORL ... PTGt B

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

3. *My submission in SUPPORT / QPP PION BBI e e e

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

..... ST e BT oo e
...... LA SO F L NL I JIAF .. 8L @) S5 Tl T THE ...
ARG FTHEACERD ... G TTHE . LoCET E L7 NS T Qpp7ets?
..... 08 TR ATECRAAE A e b KT SR NEE s,

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

T LB IR DNIPED. . o OB S Lo = g
TR .. AU RAERON L. TUE... LU OIRE . 15 DTt ot

..... EABE BEXTALIEL oo

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

*Include whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the plan change or wish 1o have them amended: and the reasons Jor your

views, Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn.govt,nz, Page 1 of 2
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4. 11 seek the following decision from Selwyn District COURCH: ..v..oviieiiiiieeriireeiiireeere s eeseseseeeesesans
...... TG . RABHETR LDl S MAD. 0200, DS
iR LB LI E Sl ERONT e T 49

others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing l/
{delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case )

S TN S TR O
Signature of submitter (or person authorised to sign on their behalf) Date

8. Address for service of submitter: ................ etererreneentetrrserees oias Ererarerererereraeterrarrenes e bererr e e
Telephone: ......cocoiviimiiiiiiiii e Cherrenns Fax “ )
Bai]: Lo e e e aas erresrereesesent s e eraaas tretrrensrree

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions @selwyn.govi.nz Page 2 of 2
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan

Clause & of First Schedule, Resource Management Acy 1991

To  Selwyn District Council Dslg%_‘éVYN
2 Norman Kirk Drive COUNECJ:F
PO Box 90 : K

Rolleston 7614 e
FAX: 03-347-2799 S

L
1, Full name of submitter: ook Dech %m\&\@&’\b Q)f e \92 A S@n Q";\“E—\'S

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

. at VT TNvzece \
This is a submission on the following proposed Plan Change: o VL
ee 2@3@"‘"‘ veens (/iw\f\ ...... ‘ & .- D"Q'EQVQ‘A -Z“‘ ou ?(,” ....... (name and number of Plan Change}

l *

2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:... QU {’.ﬂ/X\/ B PR R
..... T v S0
..................................................................................................................... (give details).

3. *My submission in SGRPORE / OPPOSITION is: ket Re C“wifyb[df‘wu

o lre g de B 000 i i a e o

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

*nclude whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the plan change or wish to have them amended; and the reasons for your

views, Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.

Ph: 03 3472800 Enmail: submissions@selwyn, govt.nz Page 1 0f2
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Schedule 1 Preocedure) Regulations 2003
4. I seek the following decision from Selwyn District COUNCIL: ©vevvveereeesesseresresessrrenns e

. ..
"C'J \0 O(‘j reny Lo U \'\/\"\ <= PAA A L i (‘J‘C’ %’“C)O 5““\2'
ceberenves Foreeasetarnataaaiantasnsastiseiiasian rra s e e e e et n e s isues Hevrareteerirarinentasasntsntasaersiias termerrre

¥Give precise details, including the nature of any change sought. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
5. I'WISH/B&NOTWISH to be heard in support of my submission (delete as applicable)

6. 1If others make a similar submission, T will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case)

— ; s - -y, L o
7 . {ﬂ ......... e T e n s e varsrnererarsnernensaeresnnans (%d){ ......
Signature of submitter (or fersolt anthorised to sign on their behalf) Date
8. Address for service of SUBITHIET: .....vvvevreiisiertrereieiernean i bt te et e et e a e aararaans e
A T Y ub«(a«s‘*a*\:;/\_, N
Telephone: ......cocveiiiiiniiiiniiiiinnien, v Fax ﬂ-”L’“ﬁ“\- ceres G’?’j . z'\*c‘ c‘ 3 aﬁ‘ ............
Email: ... Fe et aer e et aera et araaan B TP U U .
Contact person: ............. e eseresere et aaieans THIC cevveererv i crei e eaan +vvoon(if appropriate)

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn govt.nz Page 2 of 2
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Chang

Selwyn District Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

To  Selwyn District Council
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolleston 7614
FAX: 03-347-2799

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

This is a submission on the following proposed Plan Change: Dien Climc N .
3 [ oofon: : T2y . . — 1 W a!
R ,IZCQ/ (’?‘57%’."1 ..... C’ J ..L'.{! .V.l\ - i g ver D GIMJ{’ . ZUV{,, ............ (name and muaser of Plan Change)

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

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

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

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

SO AT Civmey 1 st 0o idnAnaen Lok size
@ the ewvgte o Size.. ol 2000wt B Uins e
o *W‘mwmmt ...... T ser ous RSSO (”
G He  bounderen of Re  Ciome, 1 ( tone LE % 1C

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

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

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

2 paniees of 50 W e Loy LR Tt

36 ﬁé%fj\',ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%«gg@{{%}{ﬁﬁﬁéi&fﬁﬁé@&%&rﬁ%’ By Sy RO H 1200 197 i

................................................................................................................... oy LB
Moo reeamanay | hebacd I W~ B P
e recol el b Sizes vt e

cmpdlaben o 1}3‘@ Sl 16 inaeezve 7o ol
(;@A'%V\% &3 VAGEOOE Rl o« g,:r««f‘ O“L :‘ffa

e LAV SCETTITY L PPN o R oS S ST 4‘%‘)\&%0% .............. S LRt o

eldut W}#M ..... epdaten. adadl PRI senslbr oo Si2e
). )

*nclude whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the plan change or wish to have them amended; and the reasons for your

views. Contime on g separale sheet if necessary.

o o Hoe  reghucach ket o Hae  sealliy R PLLey iV beas
Metinence.  efe . Moot o retoches 4 G U R S

Ph: 03 34{.'%’[;0 Sizes QMI” m}f; Email: s‘;;;l\issionsgseiig)%%/jgo ét{,nzim‘ [3 A ot C)F?'}{'t;;;f[ 6 2('/\6?{ QA
loce; 7(‘315 Lo /\«e, 3l )L«:;QQ 2&(};1»\,3 Cen hg l/) aONA




Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Schedule 1 Procedure) Regulations 2003

4. 1lseek the following decision from Selwyn District Council: .....vvvveeninnnnn.. e e e
a2 ) Ke ey Laupne i Ly M‘B P &C CLAS R L o
LD do L Keep A Lo, Syerde. o LI Iy B G e
1 VO W,

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

........................... L e R T Tl I N

to oo b © wa Py P AL e, L-dﬁ‘ tze b SO0 '*‘"?ﬂ.

e, b metace, Ry eSO A §ize '\Ju. L\\”\'\) L
R

{
tGive precise details, including the nature of any change sought, Continite on a separate sheet if necessary.
5. TWISH/BG-N&#WISH to be heard in support of my submission (delete as applicable)
6. 1If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if yon would not consider presenting a joint case)
7.
8.
= = oo & - Yo . o e O
Telephone: C}*S’ . E’({j ....... ! %Cx:) ............. Faxr..... Mdb“b\ ..... (‘*}3:7 . ‘Z’({’(7§Z %
Bmails .vvvvirireienenns %\w% )‘U(i)@ 70*1& RSO NG e e et e eae s b )
4
Contact person; %&d@xgm ........... VIO & {1 S N (if appropriate)

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn.govinz Page 2 of 2
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Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Procedure) Regulations 2003

Selwyn District Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Aet 1991

To  Selwyn District Council
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolieston
Christchurch 7614 .
FAX: 03-347-2799 I v

1. Full name of submitter:...... m T\‘(\e\}(f’r .. fg’g\'@" .............................................................

This is a submission on the following proposed Plan Change:

PfUPOS@é‘ (')\;mn . @"Q\“ﬁb{ ‘ ' '20 I l € J““‘ I“‘U { N\ I 8 Df 2’* “J »(hame and nimber of Plan Change)
gl"\&(;\‘ur\f ﬂq ..

2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates t0 Arel. .. ..cvuvveviivreriiivirieririnenrrrerenenns
Bl Provision O?QQ““QQ&Y\Q‘\S ................................................................

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

3. *My submission in SUPPORT / O/PBQ«S’]"T@ TP PTTUPTTUPTPTPON
Gtk Levnien.of. Comnednens.. o Supeet.. Bonds. 4. 2 \aos AL

_______________ e%%%_& l\‘\\\(\[\_ﬂ T:o\{w\«ur;\ \Q\Ct({ i T@’Zcﬂzcow\.pfacé.

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

"\"}(*\\LU-’QLV\ ...... newpﬁwww%%‘w\\om‘-' \r\wug\n‘mqw\clsr"d .

RSP 7% U e p\cac)\msJCu\c\fwm«([b\)c«www{J'OH\QQ«!'MW ......

Aoereadech 2o u[w]‘*c» LCmpzmeed, 1O, The X[y rr/\andﬁtuhef*(
- 4 4 4le

“Bovs. Pan.dnanae... s \agin (Jrvpuwdﬁwxs\m&\mm develop ment of Geec.
Considecenen. TS e d \\:2 o\gml@\r\xu@&vcw\“h”‘sﬁJ"U)f\‘ﬁﬁédOP

‘l'\(\éﬂta\\es.ki‘v(\ CQ‘I\W\U“‘\\(\/\L'/W\*! Cow.xd\\ PT_D’W\\}\’E(k \j\'\?/\\r \\'\Uo\de-rf\m«.\'

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

O,S(?rv;l\;g\)’ ; L\H\%s\f ...... \ Qmptt;‘m‘OulfCOmechwff(<ero//ff!% @“"‘“\:L\

0t e P exidd o Aand otovers -
*Include whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the plan change or wish to have them amended: and the reasons for your

views. Continue on a separate sheet [f necessary.

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissionsi@selwyn.povt.nz Page 1 of 2




Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Schedule 1 Procedure) Regulations 2003

4. ¥lseek the following decision from Selwyn District COuncil: ..v.evvveveriieieeicsiiiiiiiiieiieieverieeviininnnn

..._:' ,_). ....... K ..... Al Beree .\.:(:...&.c....g.;.\\. .............. i’.\.. .Q .................................................................
SN PR NG LN RGBS e,

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

S AR Recid ... L#\\L\\nfb Fevdoassh Paze. - oz Oace.
SN YA N o U O O (O W N T S

i 1—/&\(\\\,\@\‘0\&(@ ..... \'\l)ca\\tww*}/%er‘fwc%lﬁ ...... Marec. Poive..........
e SOz P A u\LM»L{wJew?LO’EQMeeR?«J ...........

...... s j&.ﬂﬁgw Pace. . ...L.’.\?.Q.x\\.ﬁw.qaq. . ..C.c.jﬁ..' €80y b Lt Maddiran Bd.....

}Give precise details, including the nature of any change sought. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.

5. TWISH / DONOTWISH to be heard in support of my submission (delete as applicable)

6. If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case)

. fmﬁ ........ 3- 08 -0G.

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

Signature of spbmitter (or person authorised to sign on their behalf) Date

8. Address for service of submitter: ‘ . gm\e&&\\“ e ..Q‘#S\.{:?-&Rd.\ e Ro\\:islﬁw ......................
.................................................... ROE . Aot A T6TH

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

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissicns@selwym.govi.ng Page 2 of 2
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

To  Selwyn District Council
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolleston 7614
FAX: 03-347-2799

i = X - g-*. p - <\;4 3 .l rn e
1. Full name of submitter: SD‘\’("()(\Q/\ Q*’“’ \6\ @m*\l% ‘3 q S/YJU\/\ L.Q_;\_)\A,Q/

e =g &‘:i\.r i .
Yo :)

K

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

1€ Pelfopec] Zowe, — Plen CLH:,«:?L

....................................................................................... (name and marler of Plan Change)

&

2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: AI\JQ"{Q 57 <, ('W\
“

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

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

..................................................................................................................... {give details).

3. 3 My submissioninSUPPORT/@W@Sﬂm:@,.i}fgf....ﬁw.g ........... tob b‘z‘%’/dt‘” ......
S o S N s WL NP VT NI AT I 0 e AT e o
@ e emvigedd Size ol 2000 50 B Uune, e
Lottt o« AN Tauins oi\- (OO0 At

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

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

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

36 My shasen. . Gppsiben s eppos #1200 mE comi
waf “ nu‘mvﬁﬁ}m c)'F ";S"O ﬂé&/ e Civan 1R Cerie

................................................................................................................... NG AT

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

Te,  weeaman

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

\V\Cre;st.o'

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

*Include whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts af the plan change or wish to have them amended; and the reasons for your
views. Continie on a Separaie sheet if necessary.

2 e, leas

A o e regticect \‘\Q’f“* Hh oo the sl le nego w\ N
Mc'm\/\“‘tﬂfﬂ(‘.—‘z», e/ll(’.‘ ﬂe,wwtc’»r{,, o prectocho & P S PO VUNNEN

%;0334[75}:;;(;0 sizes il M”[)& mai[:%ﬂ&m‘(a 3 e @ﬁﬂ?:ggéfz“’w{ i D
loce 74‘&\3 w[%»é, By H&&Q Wﬁ‘(‘«uz “ea hg F;“UL!‘CM



Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and

Schedule 1 Proceduie) Regulations 2003

4. 7Iseekthe foIlowingldecision from Selwyn District Council: ......ococvviiiiciirinnniiiininn. Crerrerereaans
LDdol Kee S Aty b Sy L BG e e
.............. oeyeeny b Sze & poposmd S PC N, Y
@.} ........ \’U ....... V@’ ..... M ....... ("‘ \"‘\"’X ..... 1,1{”5\""“’)\[5 ...... e,lL ...... ARGl et ‘u‘}\;;_
......... clmadheln s e T e
L2 b e KR ecgvea A size by L LE
3200 0T ¥l e ataues Lok Size o V00 mE

{
FGive precise details, including the nature of any change sought. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
5. TWISH /PONOT-WISH to be heard in support of my submission (delete as applicable)
6. If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case}
7,
8.
i '";'C;; & Y - vt ; C e - o
Telephone: Ciﬁi-_. ..... = {N) ....... ! (‘(FOC) ....... veeBaRTLLLL MC’JD"L"U:) ...... ‘Z, ({—‘?7§Z (é
Bl v «%\w%\ows@m*vuw ......... et .
s
Contact person: g “QUQ/??MS\D’U ...... t... Title ....... Ve trrar et aaaes +«oo{if 2ppropriate)

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissjons @selwyn govt.nz Page20f2




040605058
Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and ’ ?)"7’5
Procedure) Regulations 2003 Schedyle 1

Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

To  Selwyn District Council
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolleston 7614
FAX: (3-347-2799

1. Full name of submitter:, &\LL@.&& ven ® R; ‘"Lfd"{fi ?R{‘Q,{'&N’[

............................... D R N T L R LTI

This is a submission on the following proposed Plan Change: @C CoRn
"Q’("u’(ﬁ'{\}’\. Loy, "‘fk . r\h . (,Ldi&,ﬁﬂu{ ALY S 1N &““’ ....... (name and mumber of Plan Change)

2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:. .. LL\"\{UJ\S{.@M‘LM ...........
Bt P ¢ Svreonen Qs e
................................................ ..(gwe details).

3. *My submission in SERRORTF / OPPOSTTION I8 ..cvuvitiiiiinniiiieisiiisiiiiiims e rene e eereesessstmine s esensnen

e et oppeed | be Mug anngel L heases

............................................. bmaberane

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

AT il iaes b it & ot gtogeby e propud..

¥ goanel Lo

.................................................. R R I N T N I

(‘o’\'-) b3 ol oot do redevelop  (te joatadebe o pr piepes 1 b

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

EA NN S YTy '.«‘:w-m.fl,..E‘?‘“:%’:Tf?.f.‘il.....@iéf.:s,...w%f...mﬂ...fif-?:‘:?’?:-.....si‘? ..... v fonee it

iRt Sl e 08 AT el pes aletd m Mee sl
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A0 s Jost Y 3’??’%{91..@?.*??:,...‘.??‘? ..... o posile _qemioss.

s : : : 3
LY § Ui oy Auex G aneeig N L T <
*nelude whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE spfc??c parts of the plan change or wish to have them amended; and the reasons for your

views. Continue on a’separate sheet if necessary. .
&‘3 EG& d’t'@ ‘%LM:;?‘&\ A R 6&54;& é}t £ ék*“’i“i LKE fe LEN O»*&j e
oo, council  ach i o heayy HasA
Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@sefwyn.govi.nz Page lof 2
U8} f{m& ég,{;ﬁy»ﬁzf;ﬁb & el bage Qo fpored o teadily diganigaed
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4. 71 seek the following decision from Selwyn District Council: ﬂ‘“x{ ..... %{L&@{w‘i’?"“ ...... ‘(U ........
Moz perile. il olorted . and | noh bl TRidrst e
N T A e

TGive precise details, including the nature of any change sought. Continue on a separate sheet if HECEsSAry.

5. TWISH/DONOT-WISH to be heard in support of my submission (delete as applicable)

6. If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case)

T - filr

Sénature of submitter (or person authorised to sign on their behalf) Date
8. Address for service of submitter: ...... A&, @.‘.'. . 5‘{‘“ . "{i ..... p&‘w" ................................ bt

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

Telephone: ......00 0k L 3 ;1 O et ettt e e bereerann
Email: ........... % “.“ - fach. e L""‘?.‘f.i. MCQ&,{{ ; NL{ . ﬁ‘l_: ...................
Contact person: a'{lé\'uﬂ (? . ﬂwéﬂ . Q‘mtﬁ*"w( Title .......... m * ( ﬂ‘)f:’_:, Chreereneeees (if appropriate)

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn, govt.nz Page 2 of 2
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified proposal for policy statement or plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991
To Selwyn District Council
Name of submitter; Selwyn Central Community Board
This is a submission on the following proposed policy statement {or on the following proposed plan or
on a proposed change to the following policy statement or plan) {the proposal}):

Selwyn District Plan PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 11
Rolleston Living 1B Deferred Zone Structure Plan

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Proposed Plan Change 11
The proposed zoning (Map B)
The amendments to the District Plan
The proposed Structure Pian Map (Map A)

My submission is:

The Selwyn Central Community Board (the Board) supports Proposed Plan Change as notified
with an amendment to the notified structure plan as described below,

The Board notes that the Selwyn District Council has consulted the residents and property
owners in the area associated with Plan Change 11 and that the Plan Change is an outcome of
that consultation. The Board commends the Council on its consultation and desire manage
the transition from a rural residential environment to an urban environment to achieve a
quality cutcome for residents, landowners and the community.

The Board supports the proposed zoning changes {a Living 1 zone area, Living 1C zone areas
and retention of a Living 1B zone area} as shown on the notified “Map B Proposed New
Zoning.”

The Board supports the amendments to the Selwyn District Plan required by Plan Change 11.

The Board requests that the structure plan be amended by the addition of a neighbourhood
reserve and the addition of an additional link road. The reserve is shown in green and the link
road in red in “Figure 1 Requested Amended Structure Plan (Map A)” attached to this
submission. The positions of the reserve and link road are indicative (explained below}.

Page 1 of 3
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The plan as notified did not show a neighbourhood reserve in the Living 1 zone bounded by
Brookside Road, East Maddisons Road and Lowes Road. It is a policy of the Selwyn District
Council that there should be a neighbourhood reserve within 400 — 500 metres of households
in a Living 1 zone. The proposed additional neighbourhood reserve located in a central
position in this block means this requirement is. met for this.block. The shown position is ..
indicative. A reserve close to this position will fulfill the Selwyn District Council policy.

The proposed indicated link road shows the location for a linking road from Brookside Road
into the “Canterbury Sun Club Inc.” land te link with the indicative road shown crossing the
Canterbury Sun Club Inc.” land. It is important to indicate that a link is required from
Brookside Road into this area as a link road from Brookside Road into this area will increase
the vehicle, cycling and pedestrian connectivity when this area is developed. This additional
link road will signal to any developer that a linking road is required in this area.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

The Board asks that Plan Change 11 with the amendments to the Structure Plan map
requested above be adopted.

| wish (erdo-netwish) to be heard in support of my submission.
* If others make a similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

m. a— . a.aeﬁlﬂfﬂé" August 3 2009

Signature of submitter (or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter}

Address for service of submitter: Selwyn Central Community Board
C/- PO Box 90, Rolleston 7643

Telephone: 03 347 6393

Fax/email: 03 347 6392 mark.alexander@selwyn.govt.nz

Contact person; Mark Alexander Selwyn Central Community Board Member

Page 2 of 3
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Figure 1 Requested Amended Structure Plan (Map A)

T Walkways/ Cycloways
Parks
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Form5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan
Clause 6 of Flrst Schedule, Resource Management Act 1891

To Selwyn District Council
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolleston
Christchurch 7614
FAX: 03-347-2799

1, Full name of submitter: Tania Rochelle Foster and Michael Howard Croucher
This is a submissioh on the following proposed Plan Change:
Plan Change 11 —Rolleston Living 1B Deferred Zone Structure Plan
2. The speclfic provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
o Subdivision General - Rule 12.1.4.48 {d}
¢ Provision of Reserves South of Lowes Road
e Denslty ~ Tabie C12.1
e Buildings and Streetscene —Rule 4.13.2
3. *My submission in SUPPORT / OPPOSITION Is:
SUPPORT
e Subdivision General —Rule 12.1.4.48 (d)

The rule provides protection for adjolning landowners by ensuring that the necessary linkages will be created
at the time of subdivision by neighbours,

¢ Provision of Reserves within the Structure Plan Area
in particular In areas where advantage can be taken of the unigue characteristics of the area {i.e. water-
races).

OPPGSE

¢ Density — Table C12.1
The Living 18 & 1€ zone does not

> acknowledge the areas future central position in the urban area of Rolleston as defined in the UDS,
¥ “.promote [and use patterns that will reduce the demand for transport” Selwyn District CouncH Plan,

Policy B.2,1.10

Page 1
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» “Promote and encourage comprehensive development and redevelopment to achleve good urban
design outcomes” Plan Change 11, 6.9.3
» “Promote higher density development around new nodes and lower density around the perimeter”
Plan Change 11, 6.9.4
o Bulldings and Streetscene — Rule 4.13.2
In a normal set of circumstances this rule would be difficult to comply with. Sectlons are normally designed
with the narrowest side facing the road in order to comply with this rule you would need to have a minimum

of 12m wide of dwelling facing the road If the dwelling had a double garage (6m).
*include whether yau SUPPORT or OPPOSE speclfic parts of the plan change or wish to have them amended; and the regsons for your
vlews. Continte on a separate sheet if necessary.

4, 1l seek the following declslon from Selwyn District Councll:

¢ Density - Table C12.1
Replace the Living 1B & 1C Zoning provisions within the Structure Plan Area with Living 1.
¢ Buildings and Streetscene — Rule 4,13.2 |
Rewrite the rule to enable compliance by a typical dwelling on a typical allotment with compliant setbacks to

nelghbouring boundarles.
tGlve preclse detalls, Including the nature of any change sought, Contlnue on a separate sheet if necessary.
5. | WISH / BO-NOTWISH to be heard In support of my submission {delete as applicable)

6. If others make a gimilar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing

T © o4 ¢ o\

FAVERSTIRR I RSN e

Signature jof subimitter (or person authorised to sign on their behalf) Date
8. Address for service of submitter: 27 Jozecom Place
Rolteston 7614
Telephone: 021 285 1873 cmmmmncisnnennFEXE i sisimmsiieime s
Email: CrouCh@Xtra.Co.NZu e rcanmmerenssssmssssesnmsmnsssass et bR s st

Contact person: Tania FOster. ., TIIE cecrverrarmrersnnrrversresreserenmrrsisns {If appropriate)
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Form §
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

To  Selwyn District Council
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolleston
Christchurch 7614
FAX: 03-347-2799

1. Full name of submitter:.(.{.ﬂ A ﬂ')ﬂm LA EOR pf NERLANES (VATUR (ST (e g, I

CERT R e P grshssnidneann ERTEEE L T R o R N LA 1 brraasTEranas

This is a submission on the following proposed Plan Change:

D o :
iC— ..... @ S(OO‘I ............. LTI seeersesvornifniame and number of Plan Change)
Rotiesror: Livineg B DEFERRED 20NE STRUCTUGIRE  [PLAN

2. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:.......... vt
s G OTTIENCEUED o LG D e, et
e h e r e e s aan Caeaeeaatarraseatariiraesrrnanans P veeeveneni{give details).
3. *My submission in SEBPORT / OPPOSTTION 185 ...ivivverriviiirriarrsrnsiinineerieeressnimresssssesssmessenssessnnns .

CR U ATTACHED., . SKREET

.............. bebsrtiararrraen¥iarererasnanrrrusulodens B TP
.............. AR R L R N L R RN E R L L
D L R R N L T Ttdrtdrervraereanateintntinsnnn D R TR L R R TS R P
......................... L R S LA R R NI IIENEY L L I I G
.............. L R R R B R Y
................... L T R I L N LR LR L LT L T s
........ D Ferrreererarrasunan
I TR T FER bbbt rrTratTaaatsaarrasnunny tetsiebrararatarcataraons R N T )
................... R R R D T T T
................. R
L D T P T T T Fridasrriatanasasuntane
B A L D T IT) . tera BEidldevderereaatarrarnuntas st tarrae
............. Karres L Rl T L
sk rrieratenritatenrannTnrntes PRt bdrdrdtarrenateatntisnenana L P D T T T ERterAarRrnre It suneatasa

*nelude whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific paris of the plan change or wish to kave them amended: and the reasons for your
views, Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.

Ph: 03 3472800 Emaik: submissions @selwyn.goving Page ! of 2




Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Schedule 1 Procedure) Regulations 2003

4, {1 seck the following decision from Selwyn DHstrict COnRCH ...oiirivriiiviiiiin i iereie e reiereeeresinesines

e trarinuratnann L N E R R srserectrvrrenrREsanas L B I

et

arvstvessassnnnan R B R P LR R R O Fesssadnrreventaann vassaaas

eer e ——— N e O T A T T o,

neresanan Fivesistratecasunasasnannnn Nedatresunens drrrrieaniane seeersians . Ferrasurras sratananre terrsaaas L L .
Waemrntarabnanatatana trirere Pbrrterenraraan Frrrrersrananniaanaan rTarrasnane . e e R R e rarss
...... AR R R .
........ AR R P TR L L T T L TN LT T T T A,
Srvtddardraerrenenear savevivessvannEnun Lrasieaa I R PR R T L W T T
B e T T B P P P P L R R LT R T R T T TR u NN
Vasssmransnrersunna tesraNtrrea bbrriarsanaan MaesastErrtasurrasan errElitrraranaen AresrabErrasaianas Abiiracerreeraraana sdrsinran .
........ T T PeEtbaburarararasasarsatar e RE S T T T LRI T

FGive precise details, including the nature of any change sought. Continye on a separate sheet if necessary.

5. IWISH/BE&N

H to be heard in support of my submission (deleto as applicable)

6. If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
(delete if you would ot consider presenting g joint case)

17, //7/ e e Sen Ao, 2009

Signature of submitter (or person amhomed to sign on their behaif} Date

R LR

8. Address for service of submitter: .......voveiierininnns et rrreeerenarane rrreeraraes Nt et rae et e eans

L0 B L B o e

Telephone: . %% =R V% SN e oFax L DB20R

Bmail: .. LU0 G e G C‘...}ifﬁ.sﬂ ..... Gt e e

Hc_ "
Contact person: C.Bm. m M “—LF\N vevrerne THIE voviiiiie e ereaes e (if appropriate)

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn.zovt.nz
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APPENDIX

Submission 1
Question3. My submission in OPPOSITION is:
Appendix 4. 2.1 New Roads

On previous council proposals a road intersected our Brookside Road property at approximately
90°. The latest version of the proposal indicates the road approaching and crossing our property
at approximately 45°. This will make it extremely dangerous exiting our property as we will need
to be looking to the left and back 45° for approaching traffic. We believe that this is in conflict
with 7.4 and 7.5 of the Structure Plan which outline the desire to design safe roads. If this road
were to remain at this angle to our property we would oppose any purchase of our land to
provide any roadway. We would be prepared to have amicable discussions with the appropriate
council staff to rectify this dangerous problem.

The new proposed road from Brookside Road runs along the section ofland that the club
currently uses as an entrance. Direct access from Brookside Road will be lost to the club along
with signage on a main road. The ability to develop this land to its maximum potential will be
compromised resulting in a loss of much needed funds we could derive from the sale of this land.

Question 4.  Iseek the following decision from Selwyn District Council:

If the problems above can be resolved we have two requests regarding the property the roads will
cut throngh:

a) That Pineglades receive fair compensation for this land as the roads provide no benefit to
the club.

b) That the road from Brookside Road be named “Pineglades Drive”. This will provide
direction to Pineglades for visitors and recognition of Pineglades being a part of
Rolleston for over 50 years.

If the problems above cannot be resolved Pineglades requests that the proposed roads be
removed from the plan.

Submission 2
Question 3. My submission in OPPOSITION is:

23 Option 3: “The most appropriate sites for reserves are identified and the council has
certainty about obtaining the land at the time of subdivision”.




The proposed reserve along Pineglades’ Lowes Road boundary is a greater contribution than
landowners are required to make at the time of subdivision. While this indicative reserve remains
on the Structure Plan we are concemed that the council may, in the future, make a compulsory
purchase of this land to provide the required reserve area for other developments. Pineglades
would then be deprived of exclusive use of this area which we have spent many years creating.
As there is no intention by Pineglades to sell or subdivide any land it would seem presumptuous
of the council to allocate a reserve that is unlikely to eventuate.

If this proposed reserve remains on the structure plan we are concemed that the council may put
protection orders on trees which would restrict our future development of this area. We are
currently following a plan formulated by Canterbury University School of Forestry in 1992 and
runs to 2028.

Question 4,  I'seek the following decision from Selwyn District Council:

That the proposed reserve on the property of Pineglades Naturist Club be removed from the
Structure Plan. If this property is sold in the future the required reserve contribution can be
determined at this time.

Submission 3
Question 3. My submission in OPPOSITION is:
8.2.5 Reverse sensitivity.

Considerable time and expense has been put into creating shelter belts on our boundaries. These
are now well established and any restrictions placed on these would reduce their effectiveness.
This issue singles out Pineglades from other land owners. The council mentions “preservation of
character” as being desirable.

Question 4. Iseek the following decision from Selwyn District Council:

Pineglades wishes for this issue to be removed from documentation so that we can maintain our
Grounds Management Plan designed by The School of Forestry, Canterbury University.

Submission 4
Question 3. My submission in OPPOSITION is:
“9.3  Controls on the erection of tall fencing next to roads and right of ways”.

“4.133,4.13.3.2,4.13.3.3”




This precludes Pineglades from fencing extensive road boundaries for privacy and security.
Pineglades requires screening from the roadways for public sensitivity. We wish to maintain
privacy from the public and fencing would be the logical choice. As we have shown our empathy
with environmental conservation by our tree planting, we would endeavour to make this
unobtrusive and in keeping with the environment.

Question 4. Iseek the following decision from Selwyn District Council:

Pineglades requests an exclusion from this provision to allow for solid 1.8 meter high fencing on
all boundaries as we have special requirements.
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Form 5
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change _ T T

Selwyn District Plan
Clause 6 of First Scheditle, Resource Manageménr Act 1991

To  Selwyn District Counci]
2 Norman Kirk Drive
PO Box 90
Rolleston 7614
FAX: 03-347-2799

1. Fullnameofsublmtter....[:/./."?...‘gﬂ"/\//\/ Fﬂ‘f‘({f\ /-\ L“)\f‘

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

Thisisa fubm;ssmn on the following pr oposed Plan (;hange

L g 4@’/\1 kf { (\/ .{ ...... % co f = {/ﬂ/{_'\ .Zf-'.?f:\.//.f.ﬁ(::ame and number of Plan Change)
.Dfr;)(;/l,(. ((/1&_)&_;;: /)(;4/! // ,

2. 'The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates 10 are: .. ivviivieriie i forenniinen
T HE. .TZ@@ NG /fawxm;\f.@......;uﬂv@m ....... e, ob (ﬁ‘v\\t‘)
A G .@&Q#ﬂ"fﬁ ................... A T AT, O
....... ML//Q ‘Q“Q ”'7f(gz\'edemds)

3, "My submi pon in SUPPORT / OPPOSITION ;..o ﬁ ot Aﬂ'

M :

Wc ( vbr ...... »7’?5 ..... ;4,\ "*Mffc ..........
Rl G r@"% ‘. 1A IAQ. (Of’\‘:;m.l.ﬁ. ). '
M?j ’f\bﬁc@‘(‘{” )Lipm_? 4)&1’110 JBGees Tltaa o

*nelude whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the plan change or wish to have them amended; and the reasons for your
views. Continue on a separaie sheet if necessary.

Ph: 03 3472800 Email; submissions@selwyn.zovinz Page 1of2
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4.

FGive precise details, including the nature of any change sought. Contintie on a separate sheet [f necessary.

3. IWISH /DCEOFEWISH to be heard in suppert of rny submission (delete as applicable)

6. If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a JOlIIt case Wlth them at a hearing
{delete if you w ould not consider presenting a joint case)

8. Address for service of submitter: ...... /4/[’0{)0%3\ Cvnein s 7). hevreanael [T
23[[ ............. e OO P U

- Q.
Telephone: ...??.f ’"?'0[2”\ .................. ...Fax . .
Email: ..ooveievvnnannnn. N Cervrrenrereaaaas et erratraeaeeas e ireeres i e, TN haresraree
Contact person; ........vvevuveuns Cerererearenea, renreenenens Title ....ocoouiiinine, rreveserrrareas (if appropriate)

Ph: 03 3472800 Email: submissions@selwyn.govt.nz Page 2 of 2
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4 August 2009

Planning Department
Selwyn District Council
PO Box 90

ROLLESTON 7643

Imds) Iavxg/

BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS

Dear Sirs

PLAN CHANGE 11 - SUBMISSIONS OF ANDREW PALLISER AND KATHRYN
WINCHESTER

{ . Please find enclosed a copy of the above submission on Plan Change 11. We
also emailed a copy this afternoon but provide the hard copy in the eveni
that is more convenient o you. :

Yours faithfully
MDS LAW

o

Tara Aliardyce
Senicr Solicitor

taraallardyce@mdslaw.co.nz
DDI: +64 3 371 0497
Mok 021 224 2961

Pariner Ref: L Lloyd

ENCL
[ ~ cg: Andrew Palliser and Kathryn Winchester - 31 Waterbridge Way, Rolleston 7414

PARTNERS

Lindsay Uoyd LLB

Don McBeath LLB

Mark Abbot LLB (Hons)

TAA-222446-1-7-V1 iMark Tutty LLB, B.Com
Katherine Ewer LLB

ASSOCIATE
Vaughan Taylor LLB, BA

PO Box 185 Christchurch Mall Centre Christchurch 8140 NZ
Phane +64 3 379 1930 Facsimife +64 3 366 8405 Ermall mds@mdslaw.co.nz Website wenwvmdslavconz

CONSULTANT

{ Leve! 5 Brannigans Building 86 Gloucester Street Corner Oxford Terrace and Gloucester Street }
Jehn Strnger
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Form b
Submission on publicly notified Plan Change

Selwyn District Plan
Clause 6 of First Schedule, Eesource Management Act 1991

To:  Selwyn District
" Couneil 2 Norman
Kirk Drive PO Box
90
Rolleston
Christchurch 7614
FAX: 03-347-2799

1. FULL NAMES OF SUBMITTERS (as individuals):
"~ 1.1 Andrew Palliser .
1.2 Kathryn Winchester
THIS IS A SUBMISSION ON THE FOLLOWING PROPOSED PLAN CI-_MNGE-'

Plan Change 11

2. THE SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSAL THAT MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: -

Part B Policies ‘ :
= Policy B.4.2.9 together with its associated Explanation and Reasons

Part C Rules

= 4919 = 4133

= 4920 = 4134

= 49721 = Table Cl2.1- allotment sizes
= 4926 s |2.1.448

s 4927 = 12,1449

= 4928 = |2.14.50

= 4929 = [2.]1.65

= 4131 2,174

s 432 = {2.1.75

TAA-222446-1-3-V5




Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and
Procedure) Regulations 2003 Schedule 1

3.L

3.1.10

MY SUBMISSION IN OPPOSITION IS:

GENERAL COMMENTS REGARDING INCLUSION OF A NEW STRUCTURE
PLAN IN THE DISTRICT PLAN:

We are the owners of 31 Waterbridge Way.

Our property is at the northernmost end of that road and is comprised of 5,023 m2. There is

~currently one dwelling situated on the site which is our family home, The property is traversed
. by a creek and the course of that waterway is shown on the proposed Structure Plan.

We took possession of our property 6 October 2006 and were presented with walkway
information from the vendor 9 October 2006 claiming they knew nothing about this matter. We
were not advised prior to purchase by the Council that they had plans that could potentially
alter our property and we would like to have on record the fact that we would not have
proceeded with the purchase had we been advised of these facts.

We would also like to have on record that a Council employee, Nick Regnaut, advised Andy
verbally that the walkway issue was a dead one and would not proceed. The round of further
consultation and the publication of this Plan Change [ | therefore come as an unwelcome shock

“to us.

Current Rules regarding development of our land
Under the current District Plan our property is deemed to be “Living [B deferred”.

This means there is presently a moratorium on subdividing down to areas smaller that 5,000m2
Given that our property is only 23m? above that threshold there is currently no potential for
carving up this site. However, the moratorium is to be lifted in 2010 and our property could
then be subdivided so that the average allotment would be [,200m? and the minimum would be
750m2, Theoretically we could create 4 allotments from our 5,023m? section in 2010 if the
status quo was maintained, '

Paragraph 8.3.2 of the Section 32 Report acknowledges the expectations of existing landowners
saying that the “area has been zoned for residential use since 2003 and landowners have a

. legitimate right to expect to subdivide their land”. We would go further and add that owners

have been lead to believe since 2003 that subdivision would be of the variety mentioned above
(1,200m? average lot and 750m? minimum lot) rather than what is now being proposed.

Plan Change [ | is more restrictive (in terms of subdivision) than the status quo

Plan Change |1 is significantly more restrictive than the status quo.

Under Plan Change |1 our property falls within one of the two “Special character low density
areas” and, as such, would become a Living 1C property. The same is true of the other

properties that adjoin Waterbridge Way.

If Plan Change 11 is allowed to become operative in its current form one major impact on us
would be to substantially restrict subdivision of our site, Under the proposed zoning we would

TAA22H446-1-3-V5
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be allowed {subject to gaining resource consent on a restricted discretionary basis) to subdivide
in the following manner:

Average allotments to be 2,000m? and the minimum size to be 1,000m2,

Average lot size - Applying this to our site means we could get two allotments from our
property which is a significant difference from the situation if the plan was left unaltered and the
moratorium lapsed in 2010. We acknowledge that Plan Change |1 does not entirely preclude us
from applying for an average lot size of between 1,200m? 2,000m? but that involves a
discretionary resource consent application and means gaining approval is less certain.
Furthermore, Rule [2.1.7.5 makes any application for an average lot size less than 1200m2a non
complying activity thereby virtually eradicating any possibility of average lot sizes beneath the
1,200m? altogether. : ‘

Minimum lot size - The rules are also ambiguous about what minimum lot sizes would be
permissible. We know that Plan Change 11 means that our property would need to apply for
consent on a restricted discretionary basis for any minimum lot size over [,000m? and that a -
discretionary application is needed for average lot sizes between 1,200m? and 2,000m? by virtue
of Rule 12.1.6.5. However, Rule 12.1.6.5 says nothing about discretionary applications being
entertained for minimum lot sizes under the [,000m2 threshold, We are therefore left to
presume that the minimum lot size would remain [,000m? even if resource consent was
obtained to reduce the average to |,200m? Again, this is a significant departure from the 750m?
minimum that would otherwise have operated in 2010.

Simply. we are in a worse situation under the proposed scheme than we would be (so far as
subdivision is concerned) than we would otherwise_have been under the current plan. To
illustrate the comparison we have included the following table:

Average : Minimum

Lot Size Lot Size
Current Rule in District 5,000m?
Plan (Living |1B deferred)
- operative until 2010
In 2010 when 1,200m? 750m?
moratorium is lifted ,
Under Proposed Plan 2,000m? 1,000m?
Change 11

We are clearly not alone in this since other people on Waterbridge Way and Fairhurst Place are
affected in the same way.

We do actually like the semi-rural feel of this area and may not wish to subdivide ourselves.
However, Plan Change || does constrain development and has a knock-on effect should we
ever wish to sell. We feel this diminution in opportunity needs to be acknowledged and is one
of the reasons we oppose the amendment to the plan. We also consider that it runs counter
the expectations raised in people about what they would be entitled to do with their properties
once the moratorium ends.

3.1.3 Plan Change || may never achieve the intended structure plan layout

TAA-222446-1-3-V5
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Proposed Policy B.4.2.9 says that it is the Council's intention to constrain all development so
that the pattern of future development will chime with the design put forward in the Structure
Plan.

This means that consents will only be granted where they make provision for the various pre-
ordained roads, walkways, reserves and so forth. Having a pre-determined pattern for future
development may be a sensible strategy in many respects but there are some practical problems
associated with implementing the idea. We feel the Council has not adequately dealt with these
practical issues and we give three examples to illustrate the problem.

»  Example I - Piece-meal implementation of the Structure Plan
The creation of the new roads and walkways will only occur when a particular site owner
seeks consent to redevelop its property. So, for example, a person (“Person A”) whose
property is located immediately to the south of Brookside Road will be expected to make
provision for the new loop road which is supposed to arc its way from Lowes Road to East
Maddisons Road.

But the plan says nothing about how this will actually be achieved in practise. A glance at the
map shows that ownership in this area is very fragmented — there is no single owner-
developer who will release large chunks of land in one go. Furthermore, most of the
properties afready have a dwelling upon them. This is a very different situation from the one
the Council might face if the land was a greenfield site in single ownership. Consequently,
the process and pace of development/subdivision is likely to be piecemeal. Conversely,
provision_of the infrastructure system (fe the roads and paths) requires a ¢o-ordinated
effort. ' - '

«  Example 2 - Problems accessing land during interim phase

Using the example of Person A, how will his resource consent application to subdivide
actually be accommodated under this system? After all, Person A might be happy to set
aside the portion of land which is needed for the future road and to configure his
subdivision in a way to ensure that happens. But until the road is actually built (which relies
on all the other people around about Person A also choosing to develop their land) how will
the new residents of Person A’s property get in and out? If new houses are to be built they
need some way of accessing the site while they wait for the new road to be built.

Provision of these new roads and walkways relies on a critical mass of people deciding to
develop. What if that critical mass is never reached or it takes decades for it to be reached?
In the interim people’s ability to develop their properties or build structures on them is
severely curtailed. Furthermore, the leaders of the pack will have to either:
o  wait for critical mass to be reached before they can implement their consents;
or '
o make alternative access provision in the interim at considerable extra cost.

= Example 3 - Paying twice for the same road
In effect, people like Person A may have to pay twice for the same thing: first, providing a
temporary connection between his new allotments and the existing road, and then again by
way of the development contribution for the road which might or might not be built
eventually.
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3.1.5

There is not enough detail in the Section 32 Report nor in the wording of Plan Change || for us
to_evaluate how these issues will be approached and resolved in practise. We cannot therefore
say with any certainty what the costs or benefits of this strategy are.

The proposal amounts to a de facto “designation’ which adversely impacts on
landowners

The Section 32 Report acknowledges that formal designation pursuant to Part 8 of the RMA is
one option for achieving the intended layout. It goes on though to say that this is not a
preferred strategy because formally designating the various roads and walkways raises the
prospect of people then forcing the Council's hand by asking the Council to buy the property off
them. : : :

The Section 32 Report explains that this is undesirable because the Council would have to pay
for the land in the near future but could not recoup those costs of holding the property or
putting in the new infrastructure until other people decided to develop their sites. In other
words, the Council would become the “banker”. ‘

Although the problems of designation are partially acknowledged in the Section 32 Report the
answer has simply been to shift the financial burden sideways, Plan Change |1, in all but name, is

. a designation because it virtually eliminates the possibility of people developing in a way that

compromises the intended road layout. For instance, it puts an embargo on erecting buildings in
the path of the intended roads. In effect, this is simply transferring the cost onto the individual
property owners whose property values are adversely impacted by the need to make provision
for a possible roadway. The landowners suffer an opportunity cost because: their land is
blighted by the possibility of a roadway being required at some later stage.

In the meantime, landowners are significantly constrained in terms _of how they can use or
develop their land but cannot seek any compensation from the Council for that constraint.

Under the current proposal the usability of their properties is severely constrained but there is

no indication of how long it will take for development to reach a critical mass and for the
proposed roads to actually be built.- This means there is significant uncertainty about property
values in the interim. :

Insufficient information is provided about how development contributions will be
calculated '

We note that the mechanism for calculating development contributions is not addressed in this
Pian Change.

We are advised that the mechanisms and calculations of development contributions will be dealt
with through a separate consultation process and pursuant to the Long Term Council
Community Plan, :

As a consequence, we do not know when the development contribution will be triggered and
that is sienificant for someone in Person A’s position. Significant questions need to be ‘addressed
such as:
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If payment of the development contribution (or setting aside the roadway) is triggered at the
time that subdivision consent is granted but the roadway never eventuates how will the payer
be reimbursed and when?

We note that paragraph 9.2.3 of the Section 32 Report says that the council will
construct the infrastructure at the time the adjacent land is developed and then recover
the costs from others who are subdividing. But, with respect, it seems unlikely that the
Council would proceed in this manner. If it did so it would have segments of partially
completed roads strewn across the area. What is much more likely is that the Council
will be forced to purchase the areas it requires for roads using the
designation/compulsory acquisition strategy.

How will contributions be calculated?

Clearly some people own land which the roads/paths are expected to traverse while
others do not. If a person has to yield up land to the Council so that a wallkway/road

" can pass over their land how will that contribution be calculated relative to the financial

contribution that might be made by others whose fand is not crossed by one of the
indicative roads/walkways? '

Where land is o be yielded up to the Council for use as a new road or walkway will the
valuation take cognisance of the fact that some people will be able to create fewer allotments
because a sizeable portion of their land is unusable thanks to it being allocated as roadway?

- In some instances the quantity of fand required for the new roadway/walkway may mean

that the landowner is able to get fewer allotments from his property than if the road
had not needed to be set aside. In this way the proposed road ends up costing the
landowner twice: once, when the land has to be transferred to the Council by way of a
contribution and, second, when its land area is subtracted from the original dimensions
of the property meaning that one less allotment might be available than would have
otherwise been the case. :

Will the development contribution system encourage landowners to hold out until the end when
the Council might be inclined to value their “ransom strip” more highly in order to get the new
road?

3.2. COMMENTS SPECIFIC TO OUR PROPERTY

As alluded to above, the proposed structure plan shows a wallway/cycleway
crossing the north eastern corner of our property.

3.2.1 Unijustified restriction on our land use

As a consequence of Rule 4.9.19. we will not be able to build on this land even though we may
never choose to subdivide our property. We consider this to be an unfair restriction on the
future use of our land. There is no guarantee that the road connection to the north of our
property will ever come to fruition and yet the provision of the walkway across our land is
superfluous if it does not. For the reasons set out in 1.3 above it is far from certain whether the
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structure plan will take shape at all, let alone in the next decade or so. And yet, provision of the
walkway is entirely redundant if the roads that it is meant to connect to are never constructed.
Given the significant uncertainties about the structure plan ever coming to fruition we consider
the walkway is an unjustified blight on our property.

3.2.2 Insufficient detail regarding location and size of the proposed walkway

Should we ever wish to develop our land by subdividing it the walkway will present significant
constraints. Depending on the dimensions of the walkway it may even affect the number of
allotments we could obtain from a subdivision. We have been told (verbally} by the Council that
the area of land on our property needed for the walkway is approximately 400m?2, This is far
from apparent though when looking at the structure plan. In the absence of any clear surveying
of the site or undertakings by the Council as to the size and location of the walkway we are at a
considerable disadvantage. YWe cannot assess what impact this would have on our ability to
subdivide or to build. :

Rule 4.9.19 requires any new buildings to be positioned at least 2m from any proposed walkway.
It refers to the plan shown in Appendix 33. This plan simply does not contain sufficient detail
nor is it of sufficient scale for us to understand the implications for our property. We consider
much ercater consultation about size and location of any of these proposed walkways is needed
before any further work is undertaken in relation to Plan Change | |. Furthermore, we consider
that binding assurances ought to be given to property owners as the maximum dimensions and
the focation of the walkways so that they can know precisely how the proposal affects their
_ land.

3.2.3 New assessment criteria regarding the water race will further restrict our landuse

Rule 12.1.4.49 says that new assessment matters will be added to the list of things that are to be
considered when deciding whether to grant consent to subdivide our property on Waterbridge
Way. Amiongst these is consideration of whether the subdivision will require the repositioning
of the existing water race or that it be piped. In essence this is indicating that anything but minor
alterations to the existing water race will thwart attempts to develop our property.

First, we do not understand why this is an issue that needs to concern Selwyn District Council
since any adverse ecological impact would be dealt with under the auspices of a water permit
from the Regional Council. We must therefore assume that the Council wishes the water race
to remain where it is because of some aesthetic advantage it offers. That in turn implies that
members of the public will be able to enjoy those aesthetic attributes from some public area -
presumably from the walkway. This serves to highlight our concern that the walkway is not
there merely to allow people to pass from one area to another but that some feature is to be
made of the water race. We are therefore concerned that some reverse sensitivity argument
could.be brought to bear should we wish to develop our land in the future in a way that either
impacts on_the water-race itself or which merely disrupts the public’s view of it. Again, we
consider this to be an unacceptable risk.

3.2.4 Proposed walkway severs access to a portion of our land
The proposed walkway is positioned in such a way that it severs our access to a triangular piece

of land in the north eastern corner of our plot. In this way the proposed walkway effectively
renders that chunk unusable since it will not be accessible except via the walkway/cycleway and
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will be utterly dislocated from the rest of the property. There is no compensation offered for
the consequential loss of that other corner portion of land yet it is no longer usable by us. We
consider that this orphaned land needs to be addressed with us directly before any further
efforts are made to proceed with this Plan Change

3.2.5 The walkway will change Waterbridge Way into a through route

If the walkway was to go ahead as planned, and assuming the road infrastructure does eventuate,
then this walkway will give access to the public across land which was previously ours.
Essentially Waterbridge Way will become a through route for cyclists and pedestrians where it
is now a no exit street. This entirely changes the nature of the street but it also presents social
and safety issues which are not present now. The concerns we have include the following:

Privacy and security concerns - The Council has (verbally) advised that the wallway/cycleway
will not be fenced. Other information about the landscaping or design of the walkway, including
whether it would be lit, is also unknown to us at this stage but may be addressed in some (as yet
unseen) design guide. Without this additional information about the likely design and fencing (or
lack of} we cannot know how this might impact on our privacy or security. It is most unlikely
that we would wish for there to be no fence between ourselves and the new path since that -
would simply invite trespassing. There is also a risk of it being used as a congregating area which
could encourage anti-social behaviour, noise, graffiti and so forth on our doorstep. Again, we
believe inadequate information is availablé about the nature of this walkway for us to support its
inclusion in the structure plan and we oppose it on that basis.

Proposed walkway is superfluous - We note that two new road ways are provided for in the
structure plan and which run parallel to Waterbridge Way. One to the east and one to the west
of Waterbridge Way. We consider that these roads would provide ample access through the
area and that a walkway is superfluous and that an adequate walkable perimeter would be met
with the new roading.

Safety concerns - Our driveway is situated close to where the walkway/cycleway would
connect with Waterbridge Way. We are concerned about the risks of pedestrians and cyclists
sharing this area with vehicles,

" The new walkway would cause pedestrians and cyclists to spill out into Waterbridge
Way which is not adequately designed for their use. For instance, there is no street
lighting in the middle section of Waterbridge Way. Also, there are two single lane
bridges to negotiate. We are concerned that adding pedestrians and cyclists to this road
will compromise safety as they are forced to jostle with cars in a poorly lit and poorly
designed rural environment. : :

. At paragraph 8.2 of the Section 32 Report Waterbridge Way is identified as having
special character and identify, Two of the features picked out for special mention are
the hump-back bridges and the rural-style road formation (no curbing and channelling or
footpaths). We do not see how that rural identity can be maintained but at the same
time an influx of pedestrians and cyclists be accommodated safely.
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3.2.6 Uncertainty over compulsory acquisition in the future

There is no guarantee that the walkway would not be compulsorily acquired if we decided not

to subdivide. We consider this to be unacceptable

3.3. . SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR OPPOSING PLAN CHANGE |{ (subdivision and
structure plan)
General Objections Objections to inclusion of new Waterbridge
Way walkway/cycleway
= Plan change |1 is more restrictive than the - The proposed walkway/cycIeWay is an

status quo in terms of subdivisions.

Plan Change || will have a negative impact on
our property value since it reduces the scope
for us to subdivide,

Plan Change Il is unlikely to achieve the
layout proposed in the Structure Plan because
it fails to address the practical barriers to
implementation which include:

o The layout does not alleviate the risk of
piece-meal or chaotic development
because it relies of a critical mass of
subdivisions being achieved.

o It fails to provide interim access to
properties pending completion of the
new road infrastructure.

o FEarly subdividers may be penalised
because they will need to offer
alternative access until the roads are built
— effectively paying twice for the same
aCCess.

o There is a risk inadequate subdivisions
will occur and the roads will never be
constructed

The proposal amounts to a de facto
“designation” because it prevents people
building on the proposed roads/walkways and
so forth, Llandowners are severely
constrained in terms of landuse yet there is
no guarantee the layout will ever be achieved,

unjustified and unwelcome restriction on
our landuse. '

There is insufficient information as to the
exact location and dimensions of the
proposed new path.

New assessment criteria regarding the
existing water race further restricts our
ability to develop our property.

A reverse sensitivity argument may be
made by future pedestrians/cyclists should
we wish to modify the water race.

The proposed walkway/cycleway severs
access to part of our land.

The proposed walkway/cycleway — will
change Waterbridge Way into a
thoroughfare and will therefore create
new problems for residents, including us,
and these issues are not adequately
confronted in Plan Change | I:

o Privacy and security issues which have
not been addressed in the Plan Change
such as noise, anti-social behaviour.,

o Safety concerns for pedestrians and
cyclists  sharing Woaterbridge Way
which is not a suitable roadway for
that type of use.

Significant concern over the potential for
the land designated as the
walkway/cycleway to be compulsorily
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" [nadequate  information as to  how acquired in the future.
development contributions will be calculated
is contained in Plan Change |1 for residents
to understand the full impact of the Structure
Plan on their properties.

3.4. ADDITIONAL REASONS FOR OPPOSING

3.4.1 Rules regarding ém set back from road boundary/swellings or family flats (R4.9.20
4.9.21, 4.9.28 and 4.9.29). )

The uncertainty pertaining to these set back rules is compounded in the circumstances because
we cannot be sure about the probable location of the proposed walkway. Since our intention
may be to construct a large shed on the eastern side of our site we oppose the 6m set back
rules and the assessment criteria pertaining to the rules.

3.4.2 Maximum fence height of Im (Rule 4.13.] & 4,13.4).

We consider this to be an unfair rule. We do not wish the public to be able to look into our
proerty from the walkway or elsewhere for that matter. We do not want our property to b
subjected to noise pollution from ever increasing foot/cycle traffic, Since the Council typically
asks for private enterprise to erect 1.8-2.0m high fences to be constructed to attenuate noise
which the private aparties are responsible for. Similarly the Council ought to take comparable
steps if its proposed walkway/cycleway is constructed. A solid and high paling fence would be
the minimum we would expect to shield our property.

3.4.3 Minimising the number of crossing points over the water race (Rule 12.1.4.50).

If our property was to be subdivided it would be essential for an additional crossing to be added
as there is insufficient room for us to share. We therefore do not wish to see our scope for
adding additional crossings to be limited and we reject the need to make any such additional
crossing conform with the bridges on Waterbridge Way. We consider this to be unnecessary,
onerous and expensive. It is not clear whether this rule would apply to all crossings including
those which are not visible from Waterbridge Way.

4, WE SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM SELWYN DISTRICT COUNCIL
That Plan Change |1 be rejected
Or
Plan Change |l be amended following further consultation (and where appropriate written
agreements) with property owners to address concerns raised in foregoing submission. And
Selwyn District Council publish further information regarding the “design guide” and the Long

Term Council Community Plan so people can assess the impact of Plan Change 1] more
effectively and understand how development contributions and loss of land will be dealt with.

5. WE WISH / DONOT WISH to be heard in support of our submission

6. If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint
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case with them at a hearing.

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

Signature of submitter 2 (or person authorised to sign on their behalf) / Date
8, Address .for Sefvice of submitters’
31 Waterbridge Way, Rolleston
Telephone:

Fax:
Email:
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The uncertainty pertdining to thess set back rules s compounded in the clrcumstances because
we cannot be sure about the probable location of the Proposed wallway. Since our intention

may be to construct a large shed on the eastern side of our site we oppose the ém set back
rules and the assessment criteria partaining to the rules.

342 Maximun fence height of Im (Rule 4.12.] & 4.13.4),

We consider this to be an unfair rule. We do not wish the public to be able to look inta our
Prosrty from the walkway or efsewhere for that matter, We do not 'want oup property to b
subjected to noise poliution from ever increasing foot/cycle traffic, Since the Coundll typically
asks for private Gitterprise to erect 1.8-2.0m high fences to be constructed to attenuare nolse

3.4.2  Minimising the numper of crossing points over the Water race (Rule [2.] 4.50).

is insufficient. room for ug 1o share. Wa therefore do nog wish to see our scope for
. adding additional crossings to be limited and we reject the need to make any such additional
crossing conform with the bridges on Waterbridge Way, We consider this to be unnecessary,

If our property was to be subdivided it would be essential for an additional crossing o be added
as there is

4 WE SEER THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM SEL WYN DISTRICT COUNGIL
That Plan Change [ be rejected .

Or

Plan Change 11 be amended following further consultacion (and where appr?p'riate written
agreements) with property owners to address concerns raised in foregoing submission -

4. WH WISH / BO-NOT-WISH to be heard in support of our submission

Ifothers make a simil ubmission, I will covsider presenting & joint
case with them at a’hegting.

=

7. . of submitter I (or person authorised to sign on their behalf} / Date

. ;i Z J /Date
Signature of submitter 2 (or person authorised to sign on their behalf
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B8 iimere Street, PO Box 345, Christchurch

.- Customer sanvices 03 363 9007.. -

Pl R Genera]enqureamSGSBBQB
’\ )'7 \J _____ A 3y 03 865 3194 on OBOCEC INFO (0800 324 636)
S Emghecnfo@ecangovtnz Website: waww.ecangovinz
Selwyn District Council w . : o
2 Norman Kirk Drive RECEIVE[] ' O q0805N -
ROLLESTON - / ‘%(oﬁo
o 5 AUS 20p9
Attention: David Hatta o
!-‘:L
Dear David UNC’L

SELWYN DISTRICT PLAN: P N é °{1 - ROLLESTON LIVING 1B STRUCTURE
PLAN '

[ write with reference to the above.

Environment Canterbury commends the Selwyn District Council for the lead they have taken |
in this matter and to the general provisions of the proposed Plan Changs. This will enable the
Council to.manage the urban development process including increased urban activity whilst
protecting key attributes of the more sensitive areas (Waterbridge Way and Fairhurst Place).
The use of a Structure Plan, incorporated into the District Plan, provides for more certainty in

. achieving the integration of land use with transport and connectivily to the surrounding area.
Overall the Plan Change will give effect to regional policy and the provisions of the Greater
Chnstchurch Urban Development Strategy.

It will be seen from the attached that ECan have Iodged submissions both in support and-
opposition to the Plan Change. Those submitted in opposition relate to detalled wording
matters only and in no way oppose the central tenet of the Plan Changs which ECan
supports:

Yours faithfully

Mhiwd 7 %%4~

Michael D Rachlin : .
SENIOR RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLANNER _ , ‘ C ey

bur Ref: NO1C/SELW/DIS/200/CHA/M
Your Ref:
Contact:

& erinast on 160% reycled material Envirchment Canterbiry ks ihs promotions! name of the Centerbury Pegional Councs
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‘ _ Envi ronment

' Canterbury

7 Your regional counct

‘Form& 7 ) ) .
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR
) . PLAN :
Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

- OTO! Selwyn District Council
P.O.Box90 .
ROLLESTON 7643

NAME OF SUBMITTER: Canterbury Regional Council
ADDRESS: - 58 Kilmore Street

P. C. Box 345 :
CHRISTCHURCH 8140

1. THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL COUNCGIL OPPOSES IN PART AND SUPPORTS IN PART PROPOSED
PLAN CHANGE 11 TO THE SELWYN DISTRICT PLAN: ROLLESTON LIVING 1B DEFERRED ZONE
STRUCTURE PLAN, . .

' 2. THE PARTICULAR PARTS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE THAT THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL
COUNCIL: .

{a) OPPOSES ARE:

-+ Volume 1: Restricted Discretionary Activities — Buildings and Building
Position, clause 4.9.27 _ _ . '

* Volume 1:- Restricted Discretionary Activities — Buildings and Building
Position, clause 4.9.29

» Volume 1: Restricted Discretionary Activities — Subdivison — General,

clause 12.1.4.48 .
» Volume 1: Rolleston Special Character Low

zoning) - Assessment Matters, clause 12.1.4.49
» Volume 1: Permitted Activities ~ Building and Bullding Position — clause

.4.8.2

Density Areas (Living 1C

{b) SUFPORTS ARE:

¢ The remainder of the Proposed Plan Change 11

3. THE REASONS FOR MAKING THIS SUBMISSION ARE:

The Canterbury Regional Council opposes:

» Clause 4.9.27 - the wording of this clause is unclear and impreacise, and would
make Implementation of this rule difficult. In particular the use of 'frustrate’ in the
rule is difficult to interpret, whilst criterion a) would appear o extend discretion
beyond the matters contained in the main body of the clause. These factors may

4
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undermine the effectiveness of the rule In implementing the objectives of the
District Plan.

Clause 4.8.29 - Criterion a) appears to refer to the Wrong' rule and should refer to
4.9.27 :

Clause 12.1.4.48 - the wording of this clause is unclear and imprecise, and would
make implementation of this rule difficult. In particular the use of fogical’ in
relation to whether a layout s in general accordance with the structure plan
would be difficult to assess and goss beyond the purpose of the structure plan.
This might undermine the effectiveness of the rule in implementing the objectives
of the District Plan, .

Clause 12.1.49 — the wording states that considération, ‘should’ be given fo likely
size, shape and location of any dwelling to be built on the new lots, The use of
the word “should” lacks direction and could undermine the effectiveness of the
rule in implementing the objectives of the District Plan.

Clause 4.9.2 — this should be amended to refer to proposed clauses 4.9,20 and
4.9.21 since these represent exemptions from this clause as well as those
already listed. Without their inclusion two setback reguirements would exist for
the Plan Change area with no ceriainty over which one prevails. This might
undermine the effectiveness of the rule in implementing the objectives of the
District Plan. .

The Canterbury Regional Gouncil gupports the remainder of Proposed Plan Change 11,
and specifically: ' ‘

New Policy B.4.2.9 Which provides for the management and intensification of urban
development in the structure plan area

The proposed Structure Plan which will represent a key tool in achleving urban:
design outcomes for the Plan Change area Including connectivity through the subject
site and to surrounding areas .

The proposed rules (save for those listed above) which will help to Implement the
objectives and policies of the District Plan including proposed policy B.4.2.9.

These provisions are seen as being consistent with the Canterbury Regional Policy
Statement and the Greater Christchurch Urban Development Strategy. They would
strengthen Selwyn District Council's ‘ability to manage urban development, promote
intensification in the right location and improve movement connectivity to the surrounding

area.

4. THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL COUNCIL SEEKS THE FOLLOWING DEGISION FROM THE SELWYN
BISTRICT COUNGIL: . :

1).

4.9.27

That clause 4.9.27 is amended to read as follows or other words having similar effect:

Restribted Discrstionary Activities — Suiid!nqs and E:"ui!dinq Position

4 Avgust 2063
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Under rufe 4.9.26 the Council shall restrict the use of its discretion to consideration of
whether the eraction of the buitding would frustrate-prevent the abiiity for the

movement nefwork connections and reserves shown on the structure plan in Appendix 33
Trom being obtained at future subdivision. In assessing this, regard shall be given to:

8) The location .of. the. building.. with- regard- to- whether- it--would ‘ebsiruct-thet pravent
implementation of the structure plan in_achleving road, pedestrian and ciele links to the

surrounding area.

2), i -
That clause 4.9.29 Is amended to read as follows or other words having similar effect:

.

Restricted Discretionary Activities — Buildings and Building Posltion

4.9.29 : . ‘
Under rufe 4.9.28 the Council shall restrict the use of its discretion fo consideration of:

a) the matters listed under rufe 4.9.-26 4.9.27

3) : . . o .
That clause 12.1.4.48 is amended 1o read as follows or other words having similar effect:

Restricted Discretionary Activities — Sub-division - General

12.1.4.48 i o
As proposed in Plan Change subjsct to following changes to criterion c):

¢) that the fayout will result in a legisal-pattern cohesive development for the area as a whole
providing for the movement network and reserves shiown In the structure plan

4}, : : g
That clause 12.1.4.48 is amended to read as follows or other words having similar effect:

Rolleston Special Character LOW‘DensW'ATeaS"(LiVinﬂ ?C"zomﬁg’ o

12.1.4.49
As proposed In Plan Change subject to following change in last paragraph:

in the assessment of this matter, consideration should wilf be given to the Iikeb) sfzé,' shape
and location of any dwelling to be built on the new lots . :

5). A
That clause 4.9.2 Is amended fo read as follows or other words having similar effect;

 Permitted Activities — Buildings and Building Position
49.2 '

" Except as provided in Rules 4.8.3 to 4.9.20, any building which complles with the setback
distances from internal boundaries and road boundaries, as set out in Table C.4.2 bslow.

"6} :
That, in all other matters, Proposed Plan Change 11 be approved.

4 August 2609
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B. THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL COUNCIL DOES WISH TO BE HEARD IN BUPPORT OF IT$
SUBMISSION, - :

Vin Smith ‘
Regional Planning Manager

Date: 3 August 2009

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Canterbury Regionai Council
58 Kilmore Street
PO Box 345, Christchurch

Phone: 03 371 7152

Fax: 03 3853194

Contact Person: Michael Rachlin, Senior Resource Management Planner
Emaik; Michael.rachlin@ecan.govt.nz

4 August 2009
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The Information in this facsimile message |s CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION, and may alse
be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. intended for the Individual naméd abave, If you are not the
intended reciplant, please note that any use, raview, dissemination, or copying of this
document is prohiblted. If you have recelved this documentin ermor, please contact the
sender immediately and destroy the origlnal message,

58 Kirmore Sirest

‘PO Box 346

Christchurch

Telephone: (03) 365-3828
Fax: {03} 365-3194 -
Webslie: wwwecan.goving

. Environment Canterbury

is the promotlonal name of the
Canterbury Regional Council.
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