Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#1

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 09, 2018 3:05:51 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 09, 2018 3:07:48 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:57

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

It is fair. Appropriate mitigation can be gﬂn place. Without this land loses value and communities are degraded.

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and omments should be kept
confidential, e outline below.

>
%
%)

Q~

1/135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#2

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 09, 2018 3:20:02 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 09, 2018 3:28:42 PM

Time Spent: 00:08:39
IP Address: 9@ (L
Page 1 '\b

Q1 About you (required information) cs)\'

First name

Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?\K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

The CCC should be enabling people an&Jmmunities to recover post EQ and doing all possible to support this. It is unfair that
people who have dealt with insur e past 8 years find themselves struggling to rebuild due to CCC roadblocks. We spend a
significant amount of money and %getting a resource consent to rebuild our house. We also had to move our house out of the
HFMA meaning we had to sacrifice a large portion of our backyard, even though our previous house was in this zone and our new
house floor level was 1.6 above the ground. | also believe it be unfair that this is only Redcliffs and Southshore effected. Why was
Sumner removed aft itially being included. Are people who have had to invest significant time and money going to be reimbursed
for this? If it was rror then surely we should be compensated. We pay significant rates and it seems to me that when it
comes to consent: very expensive. We had a pre application meeting with three senior planners and a note secretary which
cost $1800 %as before we even got started. | believe one person would've been sufficient. Hopefully CCC will get this sorted
quickly e that want to rebuild. The Ministry of Educ is putting significant funding in to a new school in Redcliffs - it would be a
shalx ple are driven away from this community because it is all just too hard after everything that we have been through.

2 h@/ u for this opportunity.

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#3

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 09, 2018 4:59:41 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 09, 2018 5:04:02 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:21

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Because people bought land in good fai@winking they could build. A section needs to cease to be a rateable section if you are not
allowed to build on it. The Council‘ha ry opportunity to red zone people post earthquake. But they let people build million dollar
houses in this area, now essentia ying they shouldn’t have.

Q5 Do you have a o&comments on the proposal?

Be honest! Don't @Nith people’s lives for months leaving them in limbo.

&

Q6 If y; sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yog and/or comments should be kept

2 ntial, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#H4

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, November 10, 2018 10:50:20 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 10, 2018 10:57:35 AM
Time Spent: 00:07:15

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Section 71 reported as the only option &
Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

Privately owned reside tia&i, being made impossible to be used by the owner who was still required to pay rates and who was
caught out by a chan ‘@ ought in on the District Plan whilst still working through a Insurance claim for a major disaster without any

recourse was unt@le!!

Q6 If y; sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yog and/or comments should be kept

2 ntial, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#5

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, November 10, 2018 2:11:28 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 10, 2018 2:32:55 PM
Time Spent: 00:21:26

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent ski is question
us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a hog{&()

on a site that had had a house prior to the

earthquakes? O‘\

*

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

Because there was a existing house there t%&:cc infrastructure hasn't been lifted or changed to match the proposed threat. No
one has proved it's going to happen yet. It has been hear say for the last 20 years. By earlier reports we should already be under
water. Tonkins reports have alread d that they are not reliable by getting so much data wrong in more than one place in Nz.
Also the ccc have been already branting the rich there consents in areas around chch eg redcliffs fendalton mervivale on the
waterfront and by rivers that ered huge lateral spread. 100 mtrs from redcliffs is southshore where they have been refusing
consents. Has to be One rule for all. Also the council has been refusing to rebuild and carry out there flood protection walls for

southshore yet are s ing millions on building cycle lanes on the ocean waterline from redcliffs & into sumner. Strange that a few
councillors live in se area. One has to wonder.
Q5 Do e any other comments on the proposal?

Th@gcn purposely left this out on purpose. some one needs to be held accountable as the disruption to southshore owners and
and tatics lies to ratepayers frivolous spending, refusing and dragging out proper repairs to this areas infrastructure ccc have

Qcon!inuously shown should be investigated. Heads need to roll

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outline below.

Because | want anonymity, SSIEN I
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#6

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, November 10, 2018 5:34:48 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 10, 2018 5:38:09 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:21

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Because 2&

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outline !@N

Taking aw%%e's rights without compensation isn't fair or just.

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

H7

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 7:06:01 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 7:08:56 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:54

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Because this should of been in the fir@ and people can get on with rebuilding

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

Just get it done e

there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
or comments should be kept
lease outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#8

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 8:55:24 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:05:14 AM

Time Spent: 00:09:50
IP Address: 9@ (]/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

The controversy should never have ar? Surely it is solely to rectify a Council mistake

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

in my opinion the cor&tiothauld be automatic

there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
or comments should be kept
lease outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#9

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:01:11 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:06:17 AM
Time Spent: 00:05:05

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Our place, our lives, our choice. And &&y governments to allow that

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

| hope this is the onlyérrcg'the plan

there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
or comments should be kept
lease outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#10

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 10:13:17 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 10:45:50 AM
Time Spent: 00:32:33

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
R &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

It is my understanding that the Independent Hearings Panel had allowed for development in the RUO within their final decision on
the HFHMA and this decision wa nipulated by others who had no legal right to do so prior to the city district plan going into
law. Therefore agreeing with the sal put forward is not about changing an existing ruling as much as it is about correcting a
mistake and/or deliberate ta ring that was carried out in the writing of certain clauses within the city district plan.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

The reasoning behind having a RUO within the city plan is based entirely on predictions without any due process given to the history
of what SLR is doing in our immediate area, and | fail to understand how a law can be passed when it is based on a less than likely
possibility, especially within the proposed time frames.

At the current rate of SLR, we will be unlikely to see any adverse affects for nearly 500 years. Our current building code stipulates a
building life span/durability of at least 50 years, and it is highly improbable that any dwellings constructed now (using current
construction techniques) are going to survive 500 years, with most unlikely to go 100 years. Do we really believe that all engineering
possibilities that could ever be invented have been? Try applying that thinking in reverse, go back 500, 100 or even just 20 years
and see how far construction and engineering technology come.

The destroying of a vibrant community by stealth and to drive residents out by making their properties next to worthless by some
who hold positions of power (positions that they are not obviously worthy of), is abhorrent, repugnant and absolutely reeks of
corruption.

Our local body govt has the right to protect ALL of it's current communities and unless there are immediate mitigating
circumstances, it has no right to destroy these areas, and the people who live in them.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this guestion
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#11

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 11:11:43 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 11:17:45 AM
Time Spent: 00:06:01

IP Address: _

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

e &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Common sense

As it is now, people who own coaél@erﬂes suffer hardship & discrimination

Q5 Do you have any Qmments on the proposal?

No thankyou 6

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#12

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 11:15:27 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 11:23:13 AM
Time Spent: 00:07:45

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent ski is question
us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . %
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho SKCJ
on a site that had had a house prior to the K

earthquakes? O‘\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

All peoples properties should be as was be&,

Q5 Do you have any other c@ents on the proposal?

Shouldn’t have even been@ in the first place.

Q6 If you consi re are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outli W.

Prg{@@
Q.

13/135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#13

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 12:19:10 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 12:29:42 PM

Time Spent: 00:10:31
IP Address: _ %
Page 1 '\b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name

Last name Q
Address \O
Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

The community was not consulted on th&mission of the right to rebuild, remodel and mitigate any flood threat. The whole city is at
risk of flooding so proper mitigation,li sea wall and flood lakes -areas should be investigated as possible mitigation strategies.
The council has no right to take aéexisting use of land before other options have been looked at by the whole Christchurch
residents as there are many n@woperﬁes that may well be affected.

O

Q5 Do you have b\her comments on the proposal?

Thank you Da@ast for having the balls to go public with this so that we the community have our rights respected.

Q consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question

ame and/or comments should be kept
Q@ﬁdential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#14

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 12:55:04 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 1:06:08 PM
Time Spent: 00:11:04

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

It's an error to have omitted it in the fir&ce, time to allow people to get on with their lives

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

. 5

there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
or comments should be kept
lease outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#15

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 1:30:37 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 1:36:20 PM
Time Spent: 00:05:42

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent ski is question
us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . %
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho SKCJ
on a site that had had a house prior to the K

earthquakes? O‘\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

| agree as the clause originally left out/rem(@eeds to be reinstated a soon a possible for the benefit of the community

Q5 Do you have any other c@ents on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

your name and/or ments should be kept
confidential, pl utline below.

,b{'a

%
%)

Q~

Q6 If you consideréer e compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#16

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 2:13:34 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 2:16:39 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:05

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ®

There is no justification for not buiIdinEE K

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and omments should be kept
confidential, e outline below.

>
%
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#17

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 2:25:42 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 2:35:00 PM
Time Spent: 00:09:18

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Because current and future hazards a@%nageable
Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

this risk has been or rently managed ie if current flood management processes citywide were removed and the lamd returned

to its natural state@

Q6 y@;ider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
ple line below.

Qﬁﬁuse | ask it not to be without my permission

There must be consisancy pplying hazard noticed across whole city where any flood risk is identified including all areas where

18 /135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#18

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 3:50:02 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 3:55:35 PM
Time Spent: 00:05:32

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) @
R &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Because the intentional undermining of &neoghbourhood and community is unfogiveable. The challenges of coastal areas are not
solved or served by pulling the ru% under citizens of the city with no actual benefit achieved.

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?
| would love to see re % ul, comprehensive and explorative conversation on the challenges facing the planet from Climate

change. | would I@) see thinking OUT OF THE BOX to address these concerns - realizing there is a strong, viable, contingent of
intelligent pub y to embrace solid evidence and future proofing based approaches.

Q6 consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,

zl outline below.
0.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#19

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 4:32:15 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 4:36:21 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:05

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

There were already houses on the Ia%r to the earthquakes so existing use rights should apply

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

We support the propg&

there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
or comments should be kept
lease outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#20

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 4:39:53 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 4:42:57 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:03

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ®

| agree as it's not fair that people canzg&ild and live in such a beautiful place.

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

o 5

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o elow.

O
>

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#21

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 6:35:29 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 6:38:02 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:32

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
B &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

It is fairer for everyone 2&

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

Awesome work by ev&@~

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o elow.

O
R

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#22

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 7:52:20 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 7:53:55 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:34

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

us update you)

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help Responden@ﬁquestion

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . @
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho SKCJ
on a site that had had a house prior to the K

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree?

It's a fantastic area. Why not? &\?

Q5 Do you have any other c@ents on the proposal?

Nope

%

Q6 If you consi
your name
confidenti

re are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
comments should be kept
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#23

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 10:45:23 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 8:47:07 PM
Time Spent: 10:01:43

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'
First name ?\
Last name Q

Address O

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? Q

Our community is beautiful and it's a v pecial place to live. We have been judged very unfairly by a few with power who have
there own agenda and the power E@) e put back in our hands.

Q5 Do you have any Qmments on the proposal?
| pay thousands in ra cluding in a empty section that | can build on. Either you give back all money I've paid for it or allow us to

build. You are af‘f@; others opinion of our area unjustly.

Q6 If y; sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yoag and/or comments should be kept

2 tial, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#24

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:32:56 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:35:42 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:45

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Because for whatever reason, the ena?&clause was left out of the plan and this appears to be the most expedient way of getting

the error rectified. e

Q5 Do you have any Qmments on the proposal?

-

Q6 If you er there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
pleas e below.

Q@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#25

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:54:40 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:56:07 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:26

P Adaress: Q@

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

It's fair @K

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and omments should be kept
confidential, e outline below.

>
%
%)

Q~

26/135


corbettt
Sticky Note
None set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by corbettt


Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#26

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 12, 2018 9:51:29 AM
Last Modified: Monday, November 12, 2018 9:54:20 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:51

IP Address: _ %
Page 1 '\b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address O

\\
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?\K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

At present, the lack of the correct clause'does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.
The policy and rules are at such a'di ect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.

The CCC are unable to make thiction through their own processes

This correction has been supported by the CCC and other stakeholders such as regenerate and Ngai Tahu

CCRU also supports the a@nal P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights
space

Large portions &ommunity are affected. The stress and lack of ability to recover hinders the whole community and its ability to
thrive. 6
This cor %vill allow communities to recover and adapt as their needs change
CIim&@ption
rrection does not affect or hinder any community in its ability to adapt or mitigate hazards or future hazards
dition, and possibly the most important- using the GCRA section 71 can expedite this matter. This is both necessary for the
cial and emotional wellbeing of your community

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outline below.

28 /135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#H27

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Monday, November 12, 2018 9:46:50 AM
Last Modified: Monday, November 12, 2018 9:57:40 AM

Time Spent: 00:10:49
IP Address: _ %
Page 1 '\b

Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name

Last name Q
Address \O
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) @
R &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

This area was green zone not red zone &we need to be able to plan and live our lives like other the rest of chch. If ccc want to
slowly move us out then we shoulEE een zoned all red zone. This decision was not made then so ccc need to stand by that

decision now. Q

Q5 Do you have a o&comments on the proposal?

We also need est walls that were there prior to earthquakes to be replaced. We just need to have baxk what wr always had as
out protection. ey has been spent on flockton basin, sumner walkway and low lying river properties to make them flood proof.
We havent anything done here except the small.bund that was hastily put in when we flooded. This has been amazing and just

nee@ ised. Easy.

f you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
our name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#28

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 12, 2018 8:39:38 PM
Last Modified: Monday, November 12, 2018 8:43:06 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:27

IP Address: _ :i %
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the

earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

Because it will establish that which the I&intended. It will move things forwards for a number of property owners who are hugely
stressed by the limbo status- not a me. For demotic process to be duly respected

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

Hurry uo 6

Q6 If you er there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
pleas e below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#29

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 2:15:29 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 2:49:45 PM

Time Spent: 00:34:15
IP Address: 9@ (L
Page 1 '\b

Q1 About you (required information) cs)\'

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?\K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

This will reinstate what the IHP clearly iﬂ%ded in decision 53. Leaving this as currently, perpetuates unfairness and would be a
good example of maladaptation (6 MfE Guidance).

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

There is a wider issu nd how would this change (as per the proposal) may impinge on our adaptation to the effects of climate
change. By makir@s decision you are facilitating good adaptation.

Although tr@& deep uncertainty about the timing of some of these effects, it is true that even if humankind stopped immediately

pro ci@ G and (negative) land-use change, sea level rise of 0.5 -1.0m metre in the next century is likely, and in that case in

pa d\ he majority) of the RUO area some of the existing housing area would become uninhabitable. However, because the

mconomic, health, community) of moving people are much greater than facilitating their in-situ adaptation, good adaptation

%ns living there until either there are safety reasons for not doing so or the public costs of allowing people to stay outweigh the

public benefits of them staying.

In any event, the communities involved (one hopes all Christchurch communities) are committed to partnering CCC in the adaptive

planning process so that if after mutually agreed local actions (e.g. building a low bund of height 0.2m along wherever) if agreed

conditions, (e.g. 'Blogg Street' floods more than 6 inches 6 times in a year) then these trigger pre agreed planning responses. This

approach in itself should prevent maladaptation.

We live in interesting times...
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Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#30

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 4:58:15 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 6:12:06 PM
Time Spent: 01:13:50

IP Address: Q@ Q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

e &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 .Y@
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?K
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%
on a site that had had a house prior to the O

earthquakes?
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? 5&

The rising sea level theory is yet to be &en.
Individuals should be able to buik&@and as they do so with the knowledge of possible sea level changes.

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?
As a fifty year reside@éouthshore, | can say from personal observations that the natural dune barrier is more robust that it was

30 years ago.

Q6 If y; sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yoag and/or comments should be kept

2 tial, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#31

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 7:52:14 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 7:59:45 PM

Time Spent: 00:07:30
P Address: @)@ ;q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,\Q

Provided people are aware of the risks build appropriate to the conditions then someone should be able to build on their own
property. With a future focus on sd ility all options should be considered such as floating foundations, pole houses etc. So
many opportunities to do things dtIy exist and already so much opportunity has been lost be no allowance for residential
building within the redzone. _This ultimately results in more urban sprawl rather than working with the existing land and all its

challenges. 0

Q5 Do you h% y other comments on the proposal?

Should be % ed to new builds too, not just rebuilds. Also accept that there is a predicted sea level rise, but south shore is also
cre ectonic uplift and deposits from the waimak... it therefore is growing and not subject to erosion. Has any research
e to offset the rate of seal level rise with the rate of new land creation over the centuries?

ts If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#32

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 9:15:17 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 9:17:11 PM

Time Spent: 00:01:54
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) \

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

If people pay rates on their land, they éﬂd be able to rebuild

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

No e

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

N/A @
)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#33

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 6:13:19 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 6:23:26 AM

Time Spent: 00:10:06
IP Address: @@ Q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent sl&ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a hog&()\

*

on a site that had had a house prior to the s\
earthquakes? O
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

Because enough pain and suffering has b sed by the disfunctional discrace that is the ccc. These are real people trying to
survive post quake. To get through the iflsuance fight then deal with losing a home all life savings. Its justfS discusting. But...
you can put a school with 600 kid% ame area.?

Q5 Do you have any oth mments on the proposal?

Hurry up, get it sortet@ compensate all affected parties. They payed rates on these worthless bits of land for years. For

nothing....

Q6 If v, sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yo and/or comments should be kept
tial, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#34

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 11:40:12 AM

Last Modified: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 11:48:41 AM

Time Spent: 00:08:28

IP Address: @)@ Qg]/

Page 1 \q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address %( >

Postcode @

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

N &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

If its unsafe to build on a previously bu':!&e why wasn't Southshore Red Zoned completely. What determines unsafe for some and

not for others? e

Q5 Do you have any o@ mments on the proposal?
Due to ongoing stres ed mainly by the uncertainty of the future the Council sees for this area | did not feel confident rebuilding.

Please clear up ﬂ@nceﬂainty so that people can get on with their lives.

Q6 If v, sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yo and/or comments should be kept
tial, please outline below.

371135


corbettt
Sticky Note
None set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by corbettt


Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#35

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 1:54:16 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 2:00:35 PM
Time Spent: 00:06:19

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent ski is question
us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 No \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a hog&()\

*

on a site that had had a house prior to the

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @
Rebuilding in an area that is subject to tsunami and flooding hazards SHOULD be hard. The proposed changes are kicking the can
down the road on what should be fa ay - we should not be living in these areas and need to begin signalling a retreat. The

sea hasn't suddenly appeared.. e

Q5 Do you have any oth mments on the proposal?

It should remain diﬁi% build/ rebuild in these areas. coastal hazard is not a surprise.
If govt/ council f e owners should not bear the risk, then make building hard, and leave offers on the table - a 50 year
redzoning.

Q6 consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
ame and/or comments should be kept
idential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#36

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 9:14:17 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 9:15:45 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:28

IP Address: _

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name

Last name Q
Address \O
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 \

(o
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide \

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?@
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

O

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Q5 Do you have any other ug@ots on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider the@ompelling reasons why
your name and/or eomments should be kept
confidential, plea tline below.

,0"9

%
%)

Q~

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#37

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 9:57:07 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 10:02:22 PM

Time Spent: 00:05:15
P Address: @)@ :‘(1/
Page 1 '\

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

That is what was intended until someé&emoved

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

o 5

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#38

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 10:39:42 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 10:54:29 PM
Time Spent: 00:14:47

Page 1
Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because it reinstates the existing righ &roperty owners to what they enjoyed prior to the omission of the clause which allowed
building on these properties.

Q5 Do you have any o@mments on the proposal?

The proposal states d the Christchurch District Plan to provide policy support for the Residential Unit Overlay and broaden the
application of an ing rule which permits replacement of existing houses.

| would like th osal to be more honest and to state that these amendments merely add back a right which was wrongly
removed.

Q&ou consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
name and/or comments should be kept
n

fidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#39

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 15, 2018 6:59:45 AM

Last Modified: Thursday, November 15, 2018 7:24:30 AM

Time Spent: 00:24:45

IP Address: K@@ qq,
Page 1 \b
Q1 About you (required information) \.

First name

Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Yes | strongly agree. Prior to the earth G%es - the area of Southshore was a fully developed and vibrant community. Houses built
along what is now the red zone weére @very high quality. The houses sitting close to the estuary edge were protected by their own
sea walls. No flooding has ever hed to that area for hundreds of years. It has proven to be a desirable area to live with an
incredible history of cultural importance. Of course people should be able to build on a site that had a house on it prior to the
earthquake. There are no teasens for why this shouldn’t happen. Allow the area to once again develop and thrive.

Q5 Do you h @y other comments on the proposal?

| totally su e members of the Community Board in their plight to get justice for Southshore and allow the new rule to be
ins e District Plan. Let people who have purchased sections with previous houses on them, move on and build. The area
ha n to be sound for building, no flooding ever occurs and never will. This proposal is essential to be accepted and auctioned

@ as possible.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#40

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 15, 2018 8:06:05 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 15, 2018 8:13:59 AM
Time Spent: 00:07:54

IP Address: @@
2
Page 1 \q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
R &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 N&
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| believe that for people deciding to build‘er renovate on land that is labelled as in danger of long term climate change there should
be a disclaimer.

They are free to do that withi rovisions of the building code, but at their own risk. There can be NO comeback in regard to at
some future stage seeking\support in protecting this land from sea level rise, or seeking support for relocation.

It is important to ur government begins to come up with a set of principles that give clear guidance in regard to liability to
the impacts of gli change, and providing a framework for managed withdrawal.

We alre @empty red zone sections in Bexley where building should never have been allowed, but it was, and the government
had rchase that land.

S

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#41

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 15, 2018 8:14:28 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 15, 2018 9:17:40 AM
Time Spent: 01:03:12

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide \
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, ?@
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the

earthquakes? O
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree?

Agree- | believe this is that this is primarily a social justice issue. The omitted enabling clause has been confirmed as an error and
should be corrected.

As a Resident, | participated in an onerous Independent Hearing Panel (IHP) process that heard detailed evidence from both sides
and were awarded relief by the IHP in the form of RDA in the RUO. My expectation was that residents would receive the relief
awarded.

In my view the omission of the RUO enabling policy clause in the DP was an oversight which led to the policy and rules being at-an
obvious disconnect. My concern is that with this disconnect being so obvious the CCC did not notify or highlight this to the panel
when the decision was evident.

CCRU have highlighted this issue with local MPs, regenerate and CCC staff indicating the need for a correction. Until the publication
of the Hansen letter the CCC position was that the DP was as the panel intended.

The previous lack of will to support a correction, has caused an insurmountable emotional and financial toll on thelcommunity.
Speed is of the essence and so | support using the GCRA section 71 as it can expedite this matter.

| see it as both necessary for the social and emotional wellbeing of the community and is preferable to the.additional delays and
costs the use of other processes would entail. | believe this is an ideal use of section 71.

This has eroded the trust of residents in so far as they can expect a fair outcome from a democratic process

| also support the wording as proposed by CCC and the additional P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the
earthquake and existing usage rights space.

| acknowledge that the correction has been proposed by the CCC and supported by stakeéhalders Environment Canterbury, Selwyn
District Council, Waimakariri District Council and Te Rinanga o Ngai Tahu, along with‘DPMC and Regenerate and including other
community groups such as CCRU and local residents associations

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

It is concerning that despite D53 giving clear context of their expectation.of how the RUO and RDA rules should be applied CCC
either failed to recognise or failed to highlight to the panel that'this could not be applied as the panel intended.

After the release of D53 the omission was seemingly notinvestigated but perpetuated as it supported the CCC original position.
For this reason the community need an independent héaring to understand how and why this happened ,to regain faiith in the
independent democratics process, residents all over che.need to know it will not happen again .

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outline below.

Ok
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#H42

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Thursday, November 15, 2018 7:18:16 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 15, 2018 7:25:38 PM

Time Spent: 00:07:22
IP Address: @@ Q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

A lack of specific policy direction to su the Residential Unit Overlay has created confusion and uncertainty for people looking to
erect a building on a vacant site i &ew Brighton, South New Brighton, Southshore and Redcliffs.The current proposal to
amend the District Plan to provid licy framework that supports the Residential Unit Overlay will address this concern. | fully
support the Residential Unit 0@y Section 71 proposal.

O

Q5 Do you hav%bther comments on the proposal?

No ®%

Q consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question

ame and/or comments should be kept
stﬁdential, please outline below.
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#43

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:05:49 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:09:38 AM

Time Spent: 00:03:48
P Address: 0@ :‘Q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
B &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

this has effected our wellbeing. the stress has been a constant worry. The correction will give us some peace of mind and to go

forward e

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

Tired and upset that @shore is always picked on. Any climate change will effect the whole city and most likely suburbs along
rivers more the S

Q6 If v, sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yo and/or comments should be kept
tial, please outline below.
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#44

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:12:37 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:16:06 AM

Time Spent: 00:03:28
P Address: Q@)@ :‘(l/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&
It was the intention of IHP é

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

Restore trust in ooungog

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

"
)

Q~
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745

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:44:11 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:50:07 AM

Time Spent: 00:05:56
P Address: 9oQ)@ ;q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

- at present the lack of the correct clausé does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.
- the policy and rules are at such nect that they cannot be applied as the IHP intended. This needs correcting.
- CCRU also supports the additio clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and usage of rights

space. 0

Q5 Do you hav% her comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you ider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yo n@ nd/or comments should be kept
co% al, please outline below.

Q~
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#46

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 11:06:41 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 11:13:40 AM

Time Spent: 00:06:58
P Address: 9oQ)@ :‘Q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
I &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&
| have a section %ch had a house on it but was removed post earthquake and now unable to get resource
consent to build and no one will ba o this issue.

Q5 Do you have any o@mments on the proposal?

Get it sorted. 3 yearséaidiculous amount of time. Paid full rates on full GV of the section. Should be compensated for mental
anguish and stre ed to this issue

ple line below.

Q~

Q6 sf yzgsider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
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H#47

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 11:19:12 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 11:21:26 AM

Time Spent: 00:02:13
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
R &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

So long as the houses are built with %or levels etc. there is no issue in people builing on this land.

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

It has caused so muc&e nd concern not hving it in there trying to get consent.

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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#48

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 11:20:34 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 11:29:38 AM

Time Spent: 00:09:03
P Address: 9oQ)@ :‘Q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address O

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

There was an opertunity to turn all the in Southshore red zone. The decision was made to make some sections green,
therefore owners of the land shon.b e right to build like other parts of Chch. If not the government should purchase the land.

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

Peoples lives have b@ut on hold for far to long. Causing unnecessary stress for all involved.

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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#49

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 1:28:12 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 1:31:13 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:00

IP Address: _ (L
O
Page 1 '\q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
I &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| agree as this document needs to be é?%cted to help the New brighton community

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

To be done ASAP e 0

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

NA @
%)

Q~
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#50

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 3:58:39 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 4:06:40 PM

Time Spent: 00:08:00
P Address: QoQ)@ ;q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent ski is question
us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . @
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the gs\

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

It is important to let our beachside commun&ve and flourish, as they always have.

Q5 Do you have any other o:@%ts on the proposal?

The council have let my a@ significantly. If they believe there is a risk of erosion, then they should focus on working with
communities in futuretto en they are provided with protection.
| hope the council wil @ ar more collaborative in future.

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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#51

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:09:30 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:12:06 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:35
P Address: 9oQ)@ ;q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent ski is question
us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a hog&()\

*

on a site that had had a house prior to the s\
earthquakes? O
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

At present, the lack of the correct clause d allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.
The policy and rules are at such a di Y&ect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.

The CCC are unable to make this n through their own processes

This correction has been supporté the CCC and other stakeholders such as regenerate and Ngai Tahu

| also support the additional P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights space

Q5 Do you hav%bther comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you ider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yo n@ nd/or comments should be kept
co% al, please outline below.

Q~
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#52

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 10:12:29 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 16, 2018 10:19:22 PM

Time Spent: 00:06:53
P Address: 9o@)@ :‘Q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

N &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\

to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? Q

Because an error has been made and use omitted which allowed the RUO to take precedence for people living in the high
flood management area. S71 wone @ is to be rectified.

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

There needs to be ar@EPENDENT inquiry - not run by the mayor & ceo. It is imperative that this type of error is not repeated
because of the ﬁr@ & emotional harm this has caused our communities.

Q6 If v, sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yo and/or comments should be kept
tial, please outline below.
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#53

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, November 17, 2018 9:03:01 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 17, 2018 9:25:02 AM

Time Spent: 00:22:00
P Address: Q@)@ ;q/
Page 1 '\

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

I &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

In is necessary for the social and emotional wellbeing of our community, - property owners are being unfairly impacted by the
omission of the correct clause.

At present, the lack of the correct % se does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.

The policy and rules are at isconnect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.

The CCC are unable to make this correction through their own processes.

The correction has been supported by the CCC and other stakeholders such as Regenerate, Ngai Tahu, CCRU, and the affected
ratepayers organisati
This correctiol

ot affect or hinder any community in its ability to adapt or mitigate hazards or future hazards.

Q5 D@ﬁ have any other comments on the proposal?

tential need to adapt to, or mitigate future hazards should be addressed as a seperate matter, and be done so in a way that
considers impacts across the whole of Christchurch.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#54

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, November 17, 2018 5:05:37 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 17, 2018 5:13:15 PM
Time Spent: 00:07:37

Page 1
Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

R &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

We have been allowed to stay. Otheﬁle have had expensive houses rebuilt after the earthquake. Equality.

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

The Government and‘the Qcil should have considered sea level rise immediately after the earthquake when deciding the fate of
the areas involved. some rebuilds and then thought - oh we'd better consider sea level rise now.

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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#55

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, November 17, 2018 5:21:07 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 17, 2018 5:28:51 PM

Time Spent: 00:07:44
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 R%\dent skipped this question
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

This rule should have been included ié&ong term district plan from the very beginning

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

This rule should also gyguitable bare land within the RUO that does not has not previuosy been developed.

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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#56

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, November 17, 2018 8:31:08 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 17, 2018 8:56:36 PM

Time Spent: 00:25:27
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| believe this corrects a serious error @&in the City Plan. An error that should be corrected as soon as possible.
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

no mention that the r ment house is to be so limited in size. | only support allowing a building of similar footprint and maximum
height and reces@lanes. The adverse effects on adjacent landowners of neighbours of allowing greater sized buildings without
right of objecti uld be unreasonable.

‘O

Q consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question

ame and/or comments should be kept
stﬁdential, please outline below.

| note that in the disc@io&ers the proposal is to allow construction of a similar sized building. But the question above makes
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#57

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 18, 2018 12:36:20 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 12:40:43 AM
Time Spent: 00:04:23

IP Address: _

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

R &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&
Agree, That was the intention of the II-&K

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

This will help the com&&ﬁected move on like was intended

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#58

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 16, 2018 9:07:14 AM

Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 8:51:54 AM

Time Spent: Over a day

IP Address: @@ le/

Page 1 '\q

Q1 About you (required information) d\

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
B &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 N@&
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| would not agree to re-building hous ﬂ%e red zone.
| would agree to re-building hous?il@ other zones though.

3
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

At present, the lack of the correct clause does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.
The policy and rules are at such a disconnect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.

The CCC are unable to make this correction through their own processes

This correction has been supported by the CCC and other stakeholders such as regenerate and Ngai Tahu

CCRU also supports the additional P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights
space

Why should | do this if my land is not affected?

Large portions of your community are affected. The stress and lack of ability to recover hinders the whole community and its ability
to thrive.

This correction will allow communities to recover and adapt as their needs change

Climate adaption
This correction does not affect or hinder any community in its ability to adapt or mitigate hazards or future,hazards

In addition, and possibly the most important- using the GCRA section 71 can expedite this matter. This is both necessary for the
social and emotional wellbeing of your community, and Is preferable to the additional delays.and c¢osts the use of other processes
(legal advice indicates there may not be other processes) would entail.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Responden{ Skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#59

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 18, 2018 10:06:13 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 10:19:32 AM

Time Spent: 00:13:19
1P Address: Q@ q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent sl&ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . @
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the gs\

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

It should not have been left out in the first p&& we should not be penalised because of climate change and sea level rise in

the next 100 years. K

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?
Yes if no resource col ngaeded for use of the existing footprint the footprint should not include ramps and stairs/steps which
will be required to aaé&he house.

Q6 If you %er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
con I, please outline below.

Q~
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#60

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 18, 2018 11:13:00 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 11:19:25 AM
Time Spent: 00:06:25

IP Address: s9()@ (1/
O
Page 1 '\q

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

The community & families wanting to %ifomard need more Clarity & security to be able to do so

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

No e

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

"
)

Q~
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#61

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 18, 2018 12:04:48 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 12:13:20 PM

Time Spent: 00:08:31
IP Address: @)@ :.‘q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) \

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent sl&ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . @
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the gs\

earthquakes? Os\
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

The council had there chance to make the | after the earthquakes & didnt. People need to be able to re-build on these
sections where they had houses originally. and get on with there lives. Too much stress has been put on people not being able to re-

build yet still having to pay rates. e

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

It will be a good thin@uese areas more new homes getting built.

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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#62

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 18, 2018 2:31:08 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 2:41:49 PM

Time Spent: 00:10:41
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,\Q

It is has been many years since the de %ting earthquake and yet there are many issues that remain in our communities. One of
the most important for those affe d@'ne RUO, has been the inability to re-build. Re-build in this particular context refers to not
only a physical dwelling but the r%ing of ones emotional and spiritual life. A home is an essential part of physical and emotional
well-being. Allowing the rebuildingiof homes under the S71 proposal goes a long way to the rebuilding of individuals and thus
communities that were shattered so many years ago.

Q5 Do you h @y other comments on the proposal?

The S71 al@neds to consider commercial buildings that were lost in the earthquake. The community considers those buildings
ess ti@ e well-being of the community and they have not been replaced due to | believe a lot of red tape. If this community
re% 0 "regenerate” we need to have our community spaces back.

ts If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#63

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 18, 2018 4:39:22 PM

Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 4:44:58 PM

Time Spent: 00:05:35

IP Address: 9@ Q;]/

Page 1 \q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,\Q

At present, the lack of the correct clause does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.
The policy and rules are at such a‘di ect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.
The CCC are unable to make this @ ection through their own processes
This correction has been :6“ by the CCC and other stakeholders such as regenerate and Ngai Tahu
di

CCRU also supports the al P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and usage rights
space.

Large portions mmunity are affected. The stress and lack of ability to recover hinders the whole community and its ability to
thrive.

This eo&will allow communities to recover and adapt as their needs change.

you have any other comments on the proposal?

limate adaption
This correction does not affect or hinder any community in its ability to adapt or mitigate hazards or future hazards

In addition, and possibly the most important- using the GCRA section 71 can expedite this matter. This is both necessary for the

social and emotional wellbeing of our community, and is preferable to the additional delays and costs the use of other processes
(legal advice indicates there may not be other processes) would entail.
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Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#64

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 18, 2018 6:49:37 PM

Last Modified: Sunday, November 18, 2018 6:52:07 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:30

IP Address: @@ q‘],
Page 1 \b
Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name

Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

e &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

At present, the lack of the correct clause does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.
The policy and rules are at such a‘di ect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.

The CCC are unable to make this @. ection through their own processes

This correction has been supported by the CCC and other stakeholders such as regenerate and Ngai Tahu

CCRU also supports the a@ al P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights
space

Why should | if my land is not affected?
Large porti?b our community are affected. The stress and lack of ability to recover hinders the whole community and its ability
to thrivi

This@on will allow communities to recover and adapt as their needs change

< ahma te adaption
his correction does not affect or hinder any community in its ability to adapt or mitigate hazards or future hazards
In addition, and possibly the most important- using the GCRA section 71 can expedite this matter. This is both necessary for the

social and emotional wellbeing of your community, and Is preferable to the additional delays and costs the use of other processes
(legal advice indicates there may not be other processes) would entail.
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Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#65

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Monday, November 19, 2018 8:33:48 PM
Last Modified: Monday, November 19, 2018 8:50:26 PM

Time Spent: 00:16:38
IP Address: oRQ@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

This situation is a complete farce no o &reas in chistchurch have been as neglected and now predudiced against trying to get
there lives back together since th6 akes.

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

It is riddiculous that ﬂéstem suburbs have had to go to the lengths they have to get this far

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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#66

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 19, 2018 9:28:10 PM

Last Modified: Monday, November 19, 2018 9:31:16 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:06

IP Address: Q@ QSL

Page 1 '\q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

It was wrong to not have included the :!&e originally because of the stress it has had on the property owners who are affected

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

o 5

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@

747135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

HE7

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 8:01:19 AM

Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 8:12:21 AM

Time Spent: 00:11:02

IP Address: @@ Q;]/

Page 1 \q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,\Q

Firstly it is correcting an omission, it is %tter of justice to have the plan reflect the clear intention of the Independent Hearing
Panel. < 2 )

Secondly it is appropriate, s original stance was too harsh given the circumstance in this area. Not having the relief ordered
by the IHP has caused e personal loss and stress.

Finally the CCC h e a good job on the proposed correction, it is supported by strategic partners, key community groups and it
should also be&ed by Government.

Q5 D@ﬁ have any other comments on the proposal?

hink‘the s71 process is ideal for this, it is there for this sort of thing. Achieving this correction in such a short time will be a big
achievement for all involved.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#68

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 8:11:05 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 8:13:03 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:57

Page 1
Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\

to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because this is the right thing to do b%esidents in the Burwood Coastal Ward

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

NA e

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

O
%)

Q~
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#69

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 8:19:46 AM

Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 8:21:21 AM

Time Spent: 00:01:35

IP Address: @@ CQ’
Page 1 \q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address ’\O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help Responden@ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . @
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the gs\

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

The previous legislation was unjust. \

Q5 Do you have any other o:@%ts on the proposal?
No. QQ

Q6 If you consi re are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outli W.

No@\@fb
Q.
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#70

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 12:44:08 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 12:56:23 PM

Time Spent: 00:12:14
IP Address: 9@ Q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
e &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because it is fair to return the rights of residents in the HHFMA by appying the RUO,as they were intended by the judges
decision of the IHP in 2016.

Q5 Do you have any oth mments on the proposal?

| also support the ad@al P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights

spacelarge porti your community are affected. The stress and lack of ability to recover hinders the whole community and its
ability to thrivi
This correcti ill allow communities to recover and adapt as their needs change

cnz}qupﬁon

rrection does not affect or hinder any community in its ability to adapt or mitigate hazards or future hazards
sing the GCRA section 71 can expedite this matter. This is both necessary for the social and emotional wellbeing of your
community, and Is preferable to the additional delays and costs the use of other processes (legal advice indicates there may not be
other processes) would entail.
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Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outline below.
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#H71

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 4:04:00 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 4:07:00 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:00
P Address: @) ;q/
Page 1 '\

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address O

A
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

t present, the lack of the correct claus d%s not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.

The policy and rules are at such a‘di ect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.

The CCC are unable to make this @. ection through their own processes

This correction has been supported by the CCC and other stakeholders such as regenerate and Ngai Tahu

CCRU also supports the a@ al P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights
space

Q5 Do yo# any other comments on the proposal?

no ()
%)

f you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
our name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#H72

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 4:21:48 PM

Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 4:25:20 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:31

IP Address: S CON q‘],
Page 1 \b
Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name

Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,\Q

Residents participated in an Independ earing Panel (IHP) process that heard detailed evidence from both sides and were
awarded relief by the IHP in the fi @A in the RUO.

It has always been the view of C%lhat the omission of the RUO enabling policy clause in the DP was an oversight which led to
the policy and rules being a obvious disconnect.

CCRU have highlighted issue with local MPs, regenerate and CCC staff indicating the need for a correction. Until the publication
of the Hansen letter ! CC position was that the DP was as the panel intended.
At present, the la correct clause does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.

The CCC are % make this correction through their own processes

This correcti been supported by the CCC and other stakeholders such as regenerate and Ngai Tahu

CCRU @ ports the additional P2 clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights
spac

%5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.

81/135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#H73

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 4:09:28 PM

Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 4:28:32 PM

Time Spent: 00:19:04

IP Address: s9(2)(a %L

Page 1 \b
Q1 About you (required information) 6\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

e &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y@\

to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

The Independent Hearing Panel (IHP) &ess sort evidence on how flooding was affected by Sea Level Rise and whether it was

appropriate to *avoid" all building where flooding was primarily a long-term possibility from sea level rise rather than rainfall
events. My laypersons conclusiol that a Residential Unit Overlay should be used within the District Plan to allow residents in
this small area to be able to build with a ‘restricted discretionary” definition. | was disappointed when this RUO was inserted into

the District Plan without the neéecessary policy to make it usable.
| made a submission is effect in the Long Term Plan process — but did not have any response from Christchurch City Council. |
understand that Chri rch Coastal Residents United (CCRU) and Southshore Residents Association (SSRA) also made
submissions bri his issue to Christchurch City Council attention. They also tried many other avenues to get this problem
fixed. Itis sly disappointing that it has taken this long for Christchurch City Council to request amendment of this oversight
and us to correct the RUO and insert the necessary policy wording. | fully support the use of S71. | also support the
addi@ clause that recognises and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights space.

i e correct clause inserted into the District Plan the RUO will serve no purpose and is an absurdity. Judge Hansen'’s letter
rmed the omission of the clause was an error. Please fix it now. Thank you.
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Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

People who were financially affected as a result of this error should be recompensed.

Once the clause is inserted into the District Plan and the problem is fixed, | then ask that an independent inquiry be held to
investigate how this error occurred. Fixing the problem first should be the focus now. The investigation should happen after the
error is fixed. This investigation should look at what checks and balances need to be in place to ensure this never happens again.

Is there a culture within CCC that prevented people from speaking out that they knew about the error to the IHP? Why was the error
not brought to the attention of IHP before the conclusion of the hearing? The hearing panel requested a specific clause be drafted
by CCC, there should be a clear process to ensure that any additional clauses that are requested to be drafted have a specific
process to show whether they were accepted or declined. Why did it take nearly a year from when it was clear there was anerror
with the clause wording to CCC requesting the S71 necessary to fix it?

It seems to me that whilst nothing illegal happened (and there was not any specific tampering with the District Plan),{it does seem
incredibly immoral the way this process was handled. It appears that CCC knew the clause was missing at the time but chose not to
speak up, they did not seek clarification of whether the clause that they drafted for the IHP regarding the RUO wasrequired or not.
When the RUO was inserted in the District Plan without the clause necessary to make it workable CCC should have brought this to
the attention of the IHP and sort clarification. For the sake of all future District Planning process and indeed the upcoming
Regenerate Strategy in Southshore South New Brighton there needs to be certainty that CCC will'actin good faith and follows
robust processes.

Finally | wish to make it clear that | fully support David East, Kim Money, Tim Sintes and DarrellLatham in bringing this issue to light
and ensuring that action was taken.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Responden{ Skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#74

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 5:05:44 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 5:10:27 PM

Time Spent: 00:04:43
IP Address: @)@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

— &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because the situation was causing ur%&\ed and unreasonable difficulty and disappointment to many property owners in the area

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

This may not be the VSaQer, but it is a start.

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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#75

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 5:09:23 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 5:13:06 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:42
IP Address: Q@) q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

R &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| think the amended rule is a fairer re@taﬁon of the intention of the Residential Unit Overlay.

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

. 5

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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#76

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 6:28:51 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 6:34:19 PM

Time Spent: 00:05:27
IP Address: 0@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

I &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Restores the natural rights of a rate pé&and property owners
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?
CCC staff have atter%;jl deceptrion to remove rights that property owners and ratepayer have have in the interest of

achieving their ideol objectives.

Q6 If you er there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
pleas e below.
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H77

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 6:07:14 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 8:55:56 PM

Time Spent: 02:48:42
IP Address: o@@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

1. it was left out of the recommendatiogg%)m the Independent Hearing Panel

2. People own a residential secti uild a house or unit on it. There is no other purpose for residential sections. if Council wish to
address sea level rise then it Should be in conjunction with Government and the coastal community affected and not in isolation.
The impact of how Councilhas.treated the areas affected has had a negative impact on people, their general well-being and their
asset.

3.ifitisseale z&hen we have been told on numerous occasions that 1. we have time to plan 2. other communities have come
up with via% ions 3. technology is changing and improving all the time.

%
%)

Q~
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Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

this is people largest asset. please help us.

our area is not subject to the flooding and bursting of river banks as was identified by the Independent Hearing Panel which is why
they asked for this clause to be changed for the Estuary suburbs. Any flooding that has ever occurred happened because of the
broken infrastructure of wastewater along Rocking Horse Road and the broken sea walls that were broken by the demolition of the
red Zone and never repaired. The Government had an opportunity to make the whole of Southshore red-zoned after the
earthquakes. After advisement from the experts they cleared this area to habitable and as climate change is the hot topic of the
times, that too would have been part of the discussion and overall findings.

This area has mitigated the possible threat of sea level rise by 1. engaging a coastal flooding/protection world renown engineer,
Gary Tear to develop a strategy. He provided Southshore with the OCEL report specifically designed to mitigate sea level rise so
that the houses and community can be protected.

2. Council require all new builds in this area to have a floor level of 1.8 meters.

in my opinion it has been unfair to penalize any section owner in this area, whether a house was previously on a section or not,
when there has been extensive rebuilds in this area. So i request that any future builds should not require,a resource consent, nor
have a time limit attached to the building consent and include previously empty sections of which there are a number of them in
Rocking Horse Road.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipgedithis question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#H78

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 10:01:44 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 10:09:02 PM
Time Spent: 00:07:18

IP Address: _

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

It should never have been changed wi Qconsultation with local residents. The changed wording now negatively affects the local
community making improvementsa ng property and development of the area impossible.

Q5 Do you have any o@mments on the proposal?

The change to wordi e chch district plan should never have been amended by council staff in the first place and should be
rectified immedia@

&

Q6 If v, sider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
yo and/or comments should be kept
tial, please outline below.

89/135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#79

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 11:12:39 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 11:14:55 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:16
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Corrects an injustice to the residents él&areA

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

o 5

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@

90/135



Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#80

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, November 21, 2018 6:23:48 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, November 21, 2018 6:26:25 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:36

Page 1
Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

— &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Fairness for everyone, reduce housin@ssure

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

This is widely suppor&n r communities have been shafted in thr rebuild process.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

O
%)

Q~
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#81

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Wednesday, November 21, 2018 7:58:12 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, November 21, 2018 8:00:26 AM

Time Spent: 00:02:13
1P Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) \

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

I &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

This correction will enable those aﬁe@mmuniﬁes to recover and rebuild.
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and mments should be kept
confidential, e outline below.

>
%
%)

Q~
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#82

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 10:41:37 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 11:24:41 AM

Time Spent: 00:43:04
IP Address: 9@ Q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) \'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

e &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Residents participated in an Independ earing Panel (IHP) process that heard detailed evidence from both sides and were
awarded relief by the IHP in the fi A in the Residential Unit Overlay. This issue, missing clause, has been brought to the
attention of local MPs, Regenera%(:h Ltd, Mayor, CEO, Councillors and Community Boards as the omission has caused so
much stress, anxiety, loss o dreams and serious financial loss. Currently the lack of the correct clause does not allow CCC
staff to administer the RU icy in the way the IHP intended. The CCC are unable to make this correction through their own
processes. CCC nomport this inclusion along with the key s71 process stakeholders. | also support the additional P2 clause as
it recognises and th an unfairness in the earthquake and useage rights space. This s71 process and inclusion of these
ammendment%?bP is absolutely necessary to provide the urgent relief that these communties so deparately need. The social

and emotio eing of these communities has been alarming and any further delays with exacerbate this further. The residents
of thes d communities,quite rightly, are also wanting an independent investigation into why and how this has occured.
| tha or your consideration and the opportunity to submit.

%5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

as above
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Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outline below.

n/a
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#83

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 3:28:37 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 3:32:42 PM

Time Spent: 00:04:04
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 N&
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Let it go. Times are changed, and we gﬂ&eed to move on.
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

need to look 50 - 10 @ rs into the future, not the next five years

%)

Q6 If you er there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
pleas e below.

gcé\ems with my views are not known.

| am an ex-resident nd still have a strong emotional connection to the eastern areas. With global warming effects, we
0lyes
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#84

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 6:33:03 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 6:44:45 PM
Time Spent: 00:11:42

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

I &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Common sense. Earthquake land da%s the cause of present flooding in parts of Southshore which can be remedied.

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

Global warming has m&:ientiﬂc reports dismissing the theory as those supporting it. Fear of sea rises has been heard for 50
years at least in this %Ahat | know of and the latest fear mongering is more of the same.

Q6 If you
pleas

er there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
e below.

rivacy. There is no good reason why my opinion would be of interest to those outside my neighbourhood.
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#85

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 6:40:27 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 6:45:06 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:38

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| agree, as it is imperative that the peo f the affected areas have the opportunity to rebuild on their land without the existing

unfair conditions. e

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?

-0

Q6 If you er there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,

szé e below.
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#86

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 7:15:04 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 7:25:27 PM

Time Spent: 00:10:23
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address O

XA
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because we live in the area and we ch & to remain living here. Unless you have intentions of red zoning our houses don't make
such a stupid suggestion that we Er@uild.

Q5 Do you have any o@ mments on the proposal?

This was a bureauc under which was pointed out by high court judges and then ignored by council staff. Following the
community meeti ere the mayor claimed the fault would be corrected, everybody believes it to be taken care of but now it
appears that i s submissions. The problem is recognised and has been identified, it should take no more than using section 71
to correct i ut residents having to do the work. The blunder is by the bureaucrats, not the residents, fix it!

\&

Q&ou consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
name and/or comments should be kept
n

fidential, please outline below.
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#87

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 7:39:35 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 7:48:01 PM
Time Spent: 00:08:25

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
E—— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| believe it is only fair, reasonable an%l that if a house once existed on that site, then another may replace it.

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

o 5

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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#88

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 8:57:36 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 9:02:37 PM
Time Spent: 00:05:00

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

I &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

There should not be things going on % the scenes that the public do not know about..
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and mments should be kept
confidential, e outline below.

>
%
%)

Q~
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#89

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 22, 2018 10:02:50 PM

Last Modified: Thursday, November 22, 2018 10:04:41 PM

Time Spent: 00:01:50

IP Address: %»
Page 1 \q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address ’\O

Postcode \'

o

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent sl&ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . @
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the gs\

earthquakes? Os\
Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

Because | believe it should have always bez&re and it is correcting a mistake.

Q5 Do you have any other 0@%& on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

your name and/or ments should be kept
confidential, pl utline below.

,b"o

%
%)

Q~

Q6 If you mnside%ge compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
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#90

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 8:13:02 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 8:18:43 AM

Time Spent: 00:05:41
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) \'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
I &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

If the land is not in the red zone then %e should be able to rebuild. If there is a concern about future flooding then all the areas
at potential risk should have been e@’ red and everyone should have been removed. Because this did not happen then it is
completely unfair to penalise % 0 lost their houses and are left with sections they can't use.

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

| can only hope mmon sense will prevail and the people who are unable to rebuild will finally be able to return to new homes
at Southshore%once and for all put the earthquakes and the horrible mess of red ribbon mistreatment behind them

Q6 consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
ame and/or comments should be kept
dential, please outline below.
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#91

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 8:43:12 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 8:57:16 AM

Time Spent: 00:14:03
1P Address: @@ ;q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,\Q

1. That was the decision of the IHP and in order to follow due process it should not have been omitted.

2. People have purchased sectio r@e due diligence have not been able to build. Some of these are first home owners which
has irrevocably set a path of pov%nd indebtedness should this not be reinstated.

3. Itis not sensible to allow uilds under existing land use rights under the old district plane and then , for a handful of section
owners subject them to costly information finding, CCC bills, STRESS, financial ruin because unclear rules regarding RUO and
imprecision in carryin the IHP decision of provision to build using a clause with 2 sections under the RUO.

Q5 Do yo any other comments on the proposal?

Person ion of CCC employees, should not be able to override a decision by the IHP. We live in a democracy which should
ha sparency and checks and balances. | support an inquiry into this and compensation for those who have been billed for
clarification in a planning process that should be abundantly clear and lawful but hasn’t been.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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#92

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 8:54:03 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 9:00:03 AM
Time Spent: 00:06:00

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
E— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because it will allow people to finally %@ their property after the earthquakes and remain part of the community
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

Wording should be in¢ d&he P2 clause to state that rebuilding to the original footprint of the property should not include decks
and or ramps that wil @ equired to meet the statuary height restrictions

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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#93

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 11:17:07 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 11:20:01 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:53

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| agree because we should be allowed &Jild what had previously been there. Unless you plan to pay out and vacate all residents
from coastal areas, we should bee to rebuild what was formally here

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consi ;ere are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name comments should be kept
confidenti ase outline below.

2
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#94

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 11:43:31 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 11:47:26 AM

Time Spent: 00:03:55
1P Address: @@ :.‘q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

By green zoning these areas post qua é&e NZ government made a commitment to allow people to remain living in these areas.
The government should now be s ing the CCC to fulfill this commitment.

Q5 Do you have any o@mments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consi ;ere are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name comments should be kept
confidenti ase outline below.

2
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#95

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 1:20:15 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 1:30:01 PM

Time Spent: 00:09:46
1P Address: 9@@ :.‘q/
Page 1 '\

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

To refuse to allow re-build would be ua’:a&and discriminatory leaving property owners with valueless land and compromising them

financially. e

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consi ;ere are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name comments should be kept
confidenti ase outline below.

2
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#96

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 1:32:46 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 1:43:21 PM

Time Spent: 00:10:34
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

I &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

We should have the same rights as evg&me else in regards to where we build our homes. Hazards can be mitigated if the Council

wish to. e

Q5 Do you have any o{@ mments on the proposal?

The council should r eview the stormwater and flood management and protection in this area and be more proactive about
repairing the curr@stems opposed to trying to pass the risk on the ratepayers to avoid costs, which is completely unfair.

&

Q6 If y sider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
ple line below.

Qﬂeason to keep confidential, please feel free to email me.

108 /135


corbettt
Sticky Note
None set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by corbettt


Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#97

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 1:46:06 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 1:49:25 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:19
1P Address: @@ :.‘q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

We live in this area and should not be g%! minated against as we should all have the right to choose where we live.
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

The reason why we have sional flooding is mainly due to the Council ineffective stormwater control system and lack of
maintenance to the banks.

Q6 If you er there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,

pleas e below.
gén for confidentiality and please feel free to contact me. S9(2)}
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#98

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 9:45:50 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 9:47:50 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:00

IP Address: @@ (1/
Page 1 '\qcb

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent sb&ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . %
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the g:\

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? @

Because our community needs to move an

Q5 Do you have any other o:@%ts on the proposal?

Lets not let predictions for@Qars stop our community from flourishing and growing right now

Q6 If you consi re are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name comments should be kept
confidenti se outline below.

%
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#99

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 9:59:33 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 10:02:43 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:10
1P Address: 9@@ :.‘q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Allows residents to equality regarding :g&pportunity to move forward and repair replace their houses

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

o 5

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#100

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 10:11:38 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 10:20:21 PM
Time Spent: 00:08:42

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because | have a house in South Brig &and to not have that option is an undemocratic decision made by some crappy
bureaucrat without scruples.

Q5 Do you have any o@ mments on the proposal?

This omission from n, described as an "error", had better be the only one. Because if there is another "error", and it affects
our coast, in fact st.......well, the people will react loud and clear. If you want to know what you should do, ask us, we will tell
you what we v@o hang on....we already have and are you listening?

Qé consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,

zl outline below.
0, happy to tell the world of the bureaucratic stuff up. Do you want me to?
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#1071

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 23, 2018 10:10:44 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 23, 2018 10:20:50 PM
Time Spent: 00:10:05

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

— &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

People own properties that they thou%ey could rebuilt or repair.
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

| am disappointed th hi&dn't be rectified between the Council and Government, without causing more stress to home owners
in the areas involved

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#102

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, November 24, 2018 4:59:33 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 24, 2018 5:03:36 AM

Time Spent: 00:04:03
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because it reinstates the intention of &ﬁginal hearing panel which was omitted or removed by council staff

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

| still can't understaméhy seaward side of the South Shore spit has this overlay based on sea level rise

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

%
Q.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#103

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, November 24, 2018 1:43:37 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 24, 2018 1:46:58 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:20
1P Address: @@ :.‘q/
Page 1 '\

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Why should we be disadvantaged wh@’% want to sell or build on our land
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and mments should be kept
confidential, e outline below.

>
%
%)

Q~

115/135


corbettt
Sticky Note
None set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by corbettt


Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#104

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, November 24, 2018 3:51:21 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 24, 2018 3:54:44 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:22
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\

to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

It is the right of the owner to be able t@&ild

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

no e

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

N
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#105

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, November 24, 2018 7:53:38 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 24, 2018 7:56:40 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:02
1P Address: @@ :.‘q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
B &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

People need to be able to move on wi:g&ir lives and not be restricted from rebuilding where a house once stood.

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

No e

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

NA @
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#106

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 9:48:11 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 9:55:34 AM

Time Spent: 00:07:22
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address \O

Postcode \'

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
. &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Because the current plan is unfair and &disadvantaged people in our community. The original plan had a clear intention to use
the overlay to protect them and it sh e used as it was always intended to. If the overlay is not implemented anyone who has
been affected should be fully co @ sated for their losses, including those who have purchased sections in good faith.

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal?

This is a no brain@’he people in the affected areas have been disadvantaged enough. Just fix it and do it fast!

Q6 y@sider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
ple line below.

Qﬂ proud to support the people of my community, including David East, Tim Sintes and Kim Money.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#107

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 11:43:30 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 12:04:02 PM

Time Spent: 00:20:32
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Home or section owners (rate payers) have previously had a house should not be disadvantaged by going through the resource
consent process. We initially purc! mes in good faith and unless we are compensated for the loss in value (which would
occur if section 71 is not included District Plan would lower the value in our properties.

Q5 Do you have ae other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept

conﬂd\ ; please outline below.

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#108

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 12:19:51 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 12:26:35 PM

Time Spent: 00:06:43
1P Address: @@ ;q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

At present, the lack of the correct clause does not allow the CCC to administer the RUO policy in the way the IHP intended.
The policy and rules are at such a‘di ect they can not be applied as the IHP intended and need correcting.
The CCC are unable to make this @. ection through their own processes, therefore this is an appropriate course of action.

E o&comments on the proposal?
n

Q5 Do you have a
Ol

| believe that the @lon of the clause has cost many residents financially, and there is a strong case for the council to give
financial com

Q6 consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
ame and/or comments should be kept
dential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#109

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 1:11:41 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 1:23:13 PM

Time Spent: 00:11:32
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

I &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| have lived in this area for 58 years, a d%:r community needs the security that properties can be rebuilt, houses can be repaired
and extended as families grow an @ change, to be able to move forward with any certainty. This was a fantastic family area,
with a strong community spirit, a estore this, people need to know that they properties have value and at the stage, there is too

much uncertainty .
S

Q5 Do you hav% her comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you@slder there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
e

plexe@ below.

@@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#110

Incomplete submission - excluded from total submission count

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 2:03:45 PM

Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 2:05:14 PM

Time Spent: 00:01:29

IP Address: %L
Page 1 '\q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address ’\O

Postcode \'

o

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent sb&ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Re@nt skipped this question
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . %
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the g:\

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? & Respondent skipped this question

Q5 Do you have any other Comla% on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there afe pelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or co should be kept
confidential, pleasaout below.

(OQ

\?JQ}

Q_@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#111

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 5:05:02 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 5:12:06 PM

Time Spent: 00:07:04
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address ‘\O

Postcode \'

o

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

If it is considered too risky to build on sntes the whole area should be red zoned (or rather, should have been red zoned back
when the initial decision was mad uch has been reinvested in this area now to pull back. Give the residents a break and
work to protect this area, it is Co role to look after its ratepayers, not screw them over!

Q5 Do you have ae other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept

conqd\ ; please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#112

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 7:23:27 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 7:27:57 PM

Time Spent: 00:04:29
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) \

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\

to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Agree - My understanding is that it wa: &ays intended to be that way and by using section 71 to achieve this, it would be fair and

equitable e

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal?
. O

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#113

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 9:03:32 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 9:05:51 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:19
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

This has caused huge issues for own@&land in my area. Uncertainty, and not being able to proceed with plans.
Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you conside e are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and mments should be kept
confidential, e outline below.

>
%
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#114

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Sunday, November 25, 2018 10:39:23 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, November 25, 2018 10:48:08 PM

Time Spent: 00:08:45
1P Address: @@ :.‘q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) \

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%,\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, s@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Unless the people in charge want the &to slowly die it is not fair to stop building or renovating.
If you don't let building happen th? em out like the red zone people.

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consi ;ere are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name comments should be kept
confidenti ase outline below.

2
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 5:21:46 AM
Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 5:23:44 AM

Time Spent: 00:01:58
IP Address: 9@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) d\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent ski is question
us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . @
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the gg\

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? & Respondent skipped this question

Q5 Do you have any other Comla% on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there afe pelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or co should be kept
confidential, pleasaou below.

(OQ

\?JQ’

Q_@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#116

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 10:43:49 AM
Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 10:55:01 AM

Time Spent: 00:11:11
IP Address: @@ q/
Page 1 '\ b

Q1 About you (required information) \'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
T &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

So people have the freedom to alter @Qwellings or build from new.

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

We think it is only rig an&that we should have the same chooses as all other CHCH residents.We chose to live in this area
because of its uniqueenyironment. @@ has lived in Rockinghorse Road for Sixty years andS8(2)(@) for Forty.

er there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your n d/or comments should be kept
I, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#117

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 10:54:42 AM
Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 11:17:02 AM

Time Spent: 00:22:19
IP Address: 9@E@ q/
Page 1 \b

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

We are familiar with the background to tr&proposal and the situation it is intended to remedy including the injustice it seeks to
ameliorate. We are fully acquaint e area in question having been residents who were 'Red-zoned' out of it and who remain
living in the adjacent area. 6

The repair to the plan remediés anvinjustice and is completely consistent with the findings of the Independent Hearings
Commissioner who previouslyreviewed the matter but whose findings were ignored in the published Plan. We understand that has
been described as a inistrative "oversight" and we are prepared to accept that explanation.

While we have ot rvations with regard to the flood and sea-level provisions in the plan they can be more properly addressed
by a more inte'% d better informed delivery of CCC services and we thus rest our case in that regard pro tem.

Q5 D@ﬁ have any other comments on the proposal?

QO_Q

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please outline below.

Not applicable
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 12:36:05 PM
Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 12:56:27 PM
Time Spent: 00:20:21

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é

B &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| agree that section 71 is a valid and fair'method to secure the sustainable continuation of normal residential activities in flood risk
areas, where communities are w ed, strongly united and willing to further the conversation about adaptation to future possible
changing conditions.

N\

Q5 Do you have any other comments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept

conﬂd\ ; please outline below.

Q~

130/135


corbettt
Sticky Note
None set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by corbettt

corbettt
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by corbettt


Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 12:20:59 PM
Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 1:34:35 PM
Time Spent: 01:13:35

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
E— &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, é?@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| support the revised/additional policy les.

| believe these provisions should been included in the District Plan since its initial implementation as their omission has led to
unfair (and unreasonable) b R@vestrictions.

This omission has no&en recognised as a mistake/oversight, therefore it should be corrected as soon as possible.
Q5 Do yo any other comments on the proposal?

As o@ dent | look forward to these changes being approved and | hope this would help alleviating the current climate of
un%v

more positive environment is certainly needed for the regeneration of the area and for any discussions about the effects of climate
change and adaptation strategies.

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or comments should be kept
confidential, please outline below.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#120

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 1:37:53 PM
Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 1:41:41 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:48

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name

Address

Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é®
m &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 N&
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide CJ\

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay,
insert a new rule, which permits the building of a h%

on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

Doesn't give choice for change to foot@ﬂ&of house

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

Needs to be more Iib%g

Q6 If you consider there are compelling reasons why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential,
please o low.

We ?\ ffected as dont plan on buiding

Q_@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#121

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 2:07:26 PM

Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 2:08:21 PM

Time Spent: 00:00:54

IP Address: %L
Page 1 '\q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address ’\O

Postcode \'

o

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help  Respondent sb&ﬁquestion

us update you)

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 Ye \
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide . %
clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, and \

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a ho KO
on a site that had had a house prior to the g:\

earthquakes? Os\

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? & Respondent skipped this question

Q5 Do you have any other Comla% on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consider there afe pelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name and/or co should be kept
confidential, pleasaout below.

(OQ

\?JQ}

Q_@
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#122

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 3:26:02 PM
Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 3:32:32 PM
Time Spent: 00:06:29

IP Address:

Page 1

Q1 About you (required information)

First name
Last name
Address
Postcode

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) é
I &

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

| agree because those who had home &sections prior to the earthquakes but have only recently been able to rebuild are seriously
disadvantaged and should be able ild on their section.

Q5 Do you have any mments on the proposal? Respondent skipped this question

Q6 If you consi ;ere are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your name comments should be kept
confidenti ase outline below.

2
%)

Q~
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes - Section 71 proposal

#123

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 26, 2018 4:38:23 PM

Last Modified: Monday, November 26, 2018 4:42:20 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:56

IP Address: %L
Page 1 '\q

Q1 About you (required information) é\'

First name ?\
Last name Q
Address &}O

Postcode @

Q2 What is your email address? (optional, this will help us update you) @

T &
Q3 Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 ,Y%\
to amend the Christchurch District Plan to provide

clarity and support for the Residential Unit Overlay, éh@

insert a new rule, which permits the building of a
on a site that had had a house prior to the
earthquakes?

Q4 Why do you agree/disagree? ,&

The council made a mistake should bé%stated

Q5 Do you have any oth ents on the proposal?

o 5

Q6 If you considéer there are compelling reasons why Respondent skipped this question
your na or comments should be kept
confidenti lease outline below.

Q_@
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Not part of submission

From: 59(2)(a)

Sent: Saturday, 10 November 2018 10:26 PM

To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz>

Subject: Fwd: Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes Proposal to exercise the poweér
under section 71 of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the/Christchurch
District Plan

| oppose the Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration and Regenerate
Christchurch giving consent to this proposal because -

1. The Panel's approach was wrong in law and.contrary to the explicit and
directive Objectives and Policies in the New Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement.

This is confirmed by the legal opinions reeeived by the Christchurch City Council —

For example —

paragraph b on page 4 of the Brookfield’'s opinion dated 10 August 2018 where it
states "the Panel's approach.n‘'reading "avoid" as meaning something other than
its ordinary meaning with respect to development in RUO sites conflicts with the
Court's approach to.the'interpretation of "avoid" following the Supreme
Court's decision im;King Salmon”

Para c "Although-the panel's approach is tempting from a pragmatic perspective,
it reads something into policy 5.2.2.2.1(b) that simply does not exist in the
provisions:w This is arisky approach given that it could lead to a more
permissive approach to new development on land identified as prone to
natural hazard flooding then what may have been intended by the strong
directive wording in the objectives and policies. Given the potential risk
posed to people's well-being, safety and property by allowing such development,
a safer approach would be to adopt a conservative interpretation of the
provisions. Such an approach would be consistent with the precautionary
principle provided for in the NZCPS"

para d "the Panel's approach appears to stem from a flawed starting point
whereby it has attempted to interpret that policy in a manner which gives effect to
what it considers is the correct approach to the HFHMA rules relating to the RUO.
Given that the rules are intended to implement the objectives and policies, the
more appropriate approach would be to interpret the rules in a manner which
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gives effect to the objectives and policies rather than the reverse."

para e "in the present case, the objectives and policies of the RPS in the
NZCPS are consistent with a more conservative interpretation of policy
5.2.2.2.1(b) than that adopted by the Panel"

Further at paragraph 48 the Brookfield's opinion stated —

"while the approach favoured by the Panel is understandable from a pragmatic
perspective we consider that as flawed as a matter of principle. Both the District
Plan and the RPS became operative well after the Supreme Court's decision in
King Salmon and would have been well known to the Council when it issued its
decision on the District Plan. As such, the use of "avoid" with respect to
natural hazard policies and objectives appears to be a deliberate way. of
constraining new development in areas where risk is posed by natural
hazards. Given that the Court has held that resource consent applications
are subject to the Court's reasoning in King Salmon, the Panel's decision to
distinguish the Court's findings with respect to the meaning of'avoid”
appears to be flawed.” (The Court of Appeal has confirmed.that where
prescriptive policies in the NZCPS such as where the word™avoid" is used then
the Principles in King Salmon are also applicable to resource consent applications
— RJ Davidson Trust case)

Also at paragraph 56 —

"with respect to the NZCPS, as the District Plan does not yet contain provisions
addressing coastal hazards, pursuant to King Salmon, it would be appropriate
for a decision-maker to have direct.regard to the relevant provisions of the
NZCPS, to ensure that those provisions are given effect to in the District
Plan. In that respect, Policy 3 of'the NZCPS provides for a precautionary
approach to the use and management of coastal resources where the effects may
be uncertain but potentially significantly adverse. The Policy particularly provides
for a precautionary approach with respect to the use and management of coastal
resources potentially vulnerable to effects from climate change. This
precautionary approach favours a conservative approach to managing risk from
activities which may-be potentially affected by coastal hazards"

para 57 "it is«also telling the wording of policy 5.2.2.2.1 (b) of the District Plan
effectively.mirrors Policy 25 (a) and (b) of the NZCPS, which provides for the
avoidance of new development or use of land that would increase the risk of
adverse effects from coastal hazards "

The-strong statements are confirmed in the subsequent legal opinion of Brookfield
stated 26 September 2018 —

at paragraph 9

"the operative version of Policy 5.2.2.2 1(b) provides for the avoidance of subdivision,
development or use in the HFHMA. Where the activity would lead to an increased
risk to well-being, safety or property. The use of the word "avoid" is strongly
directive. As the Supreme Court observed in Environmental Defence Society
Incorporated v NZ King Salmon, the most obvious meaning of "avoid" in the
context of the RMA and in policy statements under it is "not allow" or
"prevent the occurrence of". Applying that interpretation of "avoid" to policy
5.2.2.2 1(b) the most obvious meaning would be that development should not be
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allowed where that would result in an increased potential risk to people's safety,
well-being and property."

The proposed addition of the words "appropriate mitigation” in the latest amended
version cannot abrogate from this Supreme Court ruling as to the meaning of
"avoid". That word must be interpreted as to its plain and simple meaning. If the
Board of Enquiry which drafted the NZCPS had intended that "appropriate
mitigation” or even “mitigation” was to form part of Policy 25 (a) or (b) then those
words would have been included in that Policy. They were not.

2. there Q is no valid reason for a hasty decision to be made by the Minister
using these extraordinary powers, and to do so would be constitutionally
unsound.

The NZCPS has being part of New Zealand law since 2010 and.interpretation of
the meaning of its Objectives and Policies has been considered'in detail by the
Environment Court, the Court of Appeal, and the Supreme/Court. A Minister
overturning that well-established legal precedent would be constitutional travesty.

The Minister should decline this proposal, and when the Order in Council
governing the District Plan is revoked, (the Christchurch City Council asked for
this course of action in January 2018) the Christchurch City Council can then
initiate a plan change if it chooses to and follow the normal procedures under the
Resource Management Act. The public.would then be entitled to make
submissions and rights of appealto.the Environment Court and higher courts
would be preserved. For a Minister.to use these extraordinary powers under
Section 71 and trample on these rights to "correct" an "error" which CCC's own
legal advisors have found.te be flawed would be an affront to constitutional
norms.

s9(2)(a) \C
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes -
Section 71 Proposal | Overview

Proposal to exercise the power under section 71 of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the Christchurch
District Plan to provide policy support for the Residential Unit Overlay and broaden the application of an existing rule to permit
the rebuilding of houses demolished since the earthquakes (referred to as the Proposal on this form).

The Christchurch District Plan identifies and regulates the types of activities that can occur in the High Flood Management Area %L

(shown purple on the map) - an area affected by sea level rise and rain/river flooding. This is to help manage the risk to people and
property in a very large flood event.

The Residential Unit Overlay applies to part of the High Flood Hazard Management Area, where the risk of flooding, is
predominantly from sea level rise (not rain or river flooding). The Residential Overlay Unit consists of parts of New Brighton, South
New Brighton, Southshore and Redcliffs (shown orange on the map).

Currently, there isn't a specific policy in the District Plan to support the Residential Unit Overlay, creating confusion and gipcertai
for people wanting to build or extend a house. This is particularly the case on vacant sites that had previously had a ho ich
was demolished following the earthquakes, now being required to seek resource consent for a new house.

Christchurch City Council considers this has created a fairness and equity issue for residents seeking to rebuild o@m sites that
previously had a house. .

The Proposal, prepared by Christchurch City Council, is about using section 71
of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the Christchurch
District Plan to:

« provide clarity and support to the Residential Unit Overlay x

« insert a new rule, which would permit people in the Residential Unit

Overlay with vacant sites (where houses have been demolished since th
earthquakes) to rebuild houses of a similar size to the now demolished \

house without the requirement for a resource consent.

The Proposal also applies to a small number of other areas within e@jer
High Flood Hazard Management Area where the risk of flooding C)
S

predominantly from sea level rise.
% ontribute
outhshore and

Pegasus Bay

The amendments would provide greater clarity and certai
to the regeneration of New Brighton, South New Brig
Redcliffs. Using section 71 would fast track the amen

. Te Ituhai/
The Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration (the Minister) has publicly P ol i\ 9
notified the Proposal and invited people to give@views in writing on the %’
Proposal by 5.00pm, Monday, 26 Novem P 3
All written comments will be taken into a by the Minister in deciding = e
whether to approve the Proposal. i foes

ENT OF THE
NISTER AND CABINET

é&post Authority GCG

Q‘ Section 71 Proposal: Residential Unit Overlay
Freepost GCG

Greater Christchurch Group

Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet
Private Bag 4999

CHRISTCHURCH 8140
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes -
Section 71 Proposal | Written comment form

Where can you see the Proposal and find additional written comment forms?

The Proposal can be viewed, and more information and written comment forms are available, on the Department of the Prime
Minister and Cabinet’s website: www.dpmc.govt.nz/residential-unit-overlay q

Also, the Proposal can be viewed, anc written comment forms are available, at Christchurch City Council service centres and
libraries, and the main office of Selwyn and Waimakariri District Councils during normal business hours. Q

Anyone can make a written comment on any part of the Proposal.

Written comments must be received no later than 5pm, Monday, 26 November 2018. \

Please secure edges before posting (using tape or staples). If you are attaching other sheets of paper, please put t
envelope and address it using the “Freepost GCG” address on the other side of this form.

Do you agree with the Proposal?

Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 to amend the Christchurch Distai ﬁan to provide clarity and support
for the Residential Unit Overlay, and insert a new rule, which permits the buildi house on a site that had had a house
prior to the earthquakes?

Yes No \Q
7] o[ Y

Why do you agree/disagree and do you have any other @ (optional)?

ecavse N s \aqo‘xc)\ \, SN re—aéo\«f/\\,&- .

Emaié@ill help us update you):

equired field

*, i
&mte: Your written comment, including your name, may become public information. If you consider there are compelling reasons
2 y your name and/or comments should be kept confidential please outline below.

We generally do not keep comments confidential and may choose to proactively release them.

If you have requested that your name and/or comments be kept confidential we will consider your reasons. However, if a request is made
under the Official Information Act 1982, we may have to release your information.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is wrong.
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From: Simon Francis Watts <sfwatts@hotmail.com> g
Sent: Wednesday, 14 November 2018 9:57 PM \
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz> \

Cc: team@ccru.co.nz 0
Subject: RUO District Plan Changes: Feedback on Proposal ?“

Good Afternoon. ;\\OQ

| have previously submitted comments to the Minister %in my
personal capacity. However, | now need to submit &nts on behalf of
Christchurch Coastal Residents United (CCRU), @d that Survey Monkey
(being used to administer the comments qu@nalre ), does not allow me
to do this because | have already submit % y personal capacity.

CCRU has many members, repre%j e coastal communities, and is a
stakeholder in this process. gly support this proposal from CCC.

Please find attached the sub ion from CCRU, and | would be grateful if
you can please confir ail to me that this has been received and
included in the feedb& the Minister.

Best wishes, 6®
Simon&@‘ Chair)

S %\/atts
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Visiting Professor of Biogeochemistry
Department of Chemistry and NERI, NUS
Affiliated Faculty, ALSET, NUS

+64 21 859 270 (NZ)
+65 9151 2716 (SGP)
+44 7958 028187 (UK)

Skype: simonfranciswatts
Email: sfwatts@hotmail.com
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CHRISTCHURCH COASTAL
RESIDENTS UNITED

14 November, 2018

RUO District Plan Changes: Feedback on Proposal

The perspective of CCRU is that this is primarily a social justice issue. The omitted.enabling clause
has been confirmed as an error and should be corrected.

Residents participated in an Independent Hearing Panel (IHP) process that heard detailed
evidence from both sides and were awarded relief by the IHP in the form of RDA in the RUO.

It has always been the view of CCRU that the omission of the RUO enabling policy clause in the
DP was an oversight which led to the policy and rules beingat an obvious disconnect.

CCRU have highlighted this issue with local MPs, regenerate and CCC staff indicating the need for
a correction. Until the publication of the Hansen.letter the CCC position was that the DP was as
the panel intended.

The previous lack of will to support a correction, has caused an insurmountable emotional and
financial toll on the community. Speed'is.of the essence and so CCRU support using the GCRA
section 71 as it can expedite this matter.

We see it as both necessary for the social and emotional wellbeing of the community and is
preferable to the additional delays and costs the use of other processes would entail. We also
believe that this is necessary to show good faith to the communities to start the type of
adaptation conversations that also need to happen. We believe this is an ideal use of section 71.

CCRU also support the wording as proposed by CCC and the additional P2 clause that recognises
and deals with an unfairness in the earthquake and existing usage rights space.

We acknowledge that the correction has been proposed by the CCC and supported by
stakeholders Environment Canterbury, Selwyn District Council, Waimakariri District Council and
Te'Rlinanga o Ngai Tahu, along with DPMC and Regenerate

Simon Watts, CCRU Chair, on behalf of CCRU
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| O
From: 9@ v

Sent: Friday, 16 November 2018 3:21 PM

To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz> Q
¥

Subject: Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes

Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes &

Nere SO o)

Address.
YES. | support the proposal from the C@ch City Council

Comment Os\

The amendments will pro&@w and support to areas (known as the Residential

Email.
L 2

Unit Overlay) where the i oding is predominantly from sea level rise and will
permit people with vac s in the RUO to rebuild houses of a similar size to what
was there without requiring a resource consent.

| support the Chri City Councils proposal.

Thank you Q

s

¥
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Sent: Wednesday, 21 November 2018 10:17 AM
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz>
Cc: lyndaburdekin@xtra.co.nz; 89(2)(@ " ssra.org.nz@gmail.com \'

omS@Q SV
,\Q)

Subject: Residential Unit Overlay DP Changes - Southshore Residents Association feedback

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister

>

e
o)

For the attention of the Hon, Dr Megan Woods MP. \

Southshore Residents Association strongly support the views raised by nd Simon Watts
(Chair, CCRU) regarding the section 71 matters related to the RUO ential Unit Overlay)
enabling policy in the New Christchurch District Plan. O

After a long and difficult battle to be heard through the @various other processes over a
protracted period since the Christchurch Earthquakes\we and our residents are both relieved
and encouraged by the proposal put forward by.Chri rch City Council to address our
concerns for all residents in the RUO (South§h<6 th New Brighton, Redcliffs and others).

SSRA also support the wording as pro CC and the additional P2 clause that recognises
and deals with an unfairness in the e ake and existing usage rights space, to allow the
affected suburbs to recover and thrive. In addition, we request that you consider additional

wording that will allow for a ctures to be considered as being outside of calculations of
the previously existing footpri :in order that replacement dwelling dimensions are not
compromised by the nee%o safely access required raised floor levels.

%)
We note that in c ations with CCC, some Council staff have suggested that a time limit may
be applied to @rce Consents potentially affected by sea level rise, we are deeply concerned
as to the po | consequences of this path for insurance, obtaining a mortgage and
investrr%viability. We note that such an approach is not specifically defined in the District

PIan@ rongly oppose a time limit approach.

%[ we are strongly supportive of the new P2 rules and the revised Policy wording for the RUO
in the strong progress this potentially provides for our community to recover post-earthquake,
we remain concerned for owners of sections within the RUO that have not had a house built on
them since prior to 4 September 2010, as it appears that these will be subject to a highly
challenging path towards achieving a Resource Consent. We strongly advocate that the RUO
needs to facilitate adaptation to climate change and provide for appropriate designed mitigation
strategies, rather than a preventative and obstructive approach.

We are also deeply thankful to our Councillor David East and the Community Board
Representatives Tim Sintes and Kim Money for putting their necks on the line and speaking out
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publicly on this serious matter. It is only through their courage and commitment to the
community that this matter has come to attention and action. It is only through their actions
that the community has been heard and we are disappointed at the position CCC are taking in

this regard.

We acknowledge that the correction has been proposed by the CCC and supported by
stakeholders Environment Canterbury, Selwyn District Council, Waimakariri District Council and
Te RUnanga o Ngai Tahu, along with DPMC and Regenerate. We thank all organisations for their

support.

We also acknowledge concerns raised regarding the non-compliant status of commercial activity
in both the RUO and HFHMA in that this is suffocating the recovery of our coastal communities
after the earthquake. We continue to seek Permitted status for replacement buildings post
earthquake, including commercial amenities. Whilst we accept that this particular.seetion 71
amendment relates to residential activity we again stress the concern raised.by/CCRU, SSRA,
Regenerate and others in this regard.

Many thanks for your attention and we look forward to your support and action of the proposed

changes.

Regards

s9(2)(a)

Southshore Residents Association
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From: SO CQ/
Sent: Sunday, 25 November 2018 1:54 PM Q
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz> \

Subject: Submission: Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 Section 71 Proposal: \'
Residential Unit Overlay 0

favour of amending the above act to alow people with vacant land, where h had to
be demolished, to be able to rebuild without the need for resource con
strongly that if houses require rebuilding or extending in the future, thi

possible as part of asimple process without potential sea-level rise ]
complicating things, at least until sea-level riseisareality and h

way. K

Thiswill give confidence to locals who need this reassur ter everything we have
been through with the earthquakes including, in our -zoning of undamaged land
and having to give up our undamaged home with+a huge loss of equity because of the low

government payment. Please note that we chpsga ay inthisareabecauseitisall we
have known and we loveit. \

Please note that we, $9@)@ = ang59@@  (two Southshore resi dentz% arEi n
a

~+

ed in aserious

\
Because our locality isvery special, m \Js living here wish to continue doing so
despite the fact that climate chang (although potential sea-level rise driving
residents away would be along w and mitigation would prevent that). It should be
our choiceto stay here without the threat of council interpretation of legislation hindering
our ability to do what citiz@@her areas take for granted i.e. easily replace a home
should it burn down or s ﬁ‘{' If insurance companies start to increase premiums
astronomically or won'tiinsure against flood damage then that is a separate matter that
some of us are pr @ risk.

Thank you for

ortunity to comment on this very unsettling topic.
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Not part of submission

From:3

Sent: Monday, 26 November 2018 5:49 AM

To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz>

Subject: Fwd: For Att of the Hon Megan Woods MP - Section 71 and P2 clause

---------- Original Message ----------

From: S9(2)(@)

To:

Date: 25 November 2018 at 16:01

Subject: For Att of the Hon Megan Woods MP - Section 71 and P2 clause

Good Afternoon,

| would like to thank David East, Tim Sintes, KimMoney and Darrell Latham
for fighting on behalf of our Community in Southshore and bringing this
serious issue to a head.

| attended the meeting held at New Brighton and it was obvious at that
meeting that there were some very. frustrated and upset residents and the
omission of the Section 71 clause from the District Plan had cost them
financialy aswell.

This omission affectsthewhole Community and | strongly support the views
raised by CCRU regarding the Section 71 matters related to the RUO
enabling policy in the District Plan.

| also suppoart the wording as proposed by the CCC and the additional P2
clause as our Community has suffered enough and we need to have certainty
about the future of our suburb so we can move forward in a positive way.

| ‘'object to access entry into the home to be included in the footprint of the
house as thiswill limit the size of the footprint due to the height of the floor
levels.

| have heard that it has been suggested that atime limit may be applied to
Resource Consents that could be affected by sealevel riseand | strongly
disagree with atime limit being imposed.

We have lost so much in the way of amenities for the area which we
definately need back and we have suffered enough since the earthquakes so
now we look forward to your support of the proposed changes to help our
Community get back on its feet.
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Sent: Monday, 26 November 2018 6:41 AM
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz>

From: SO(2)() ,\Q
Subject: Section 71 Feedback ‘ 0

ifllogo

From Q
Sent: I\/Ionday, 26 November 2018 6:10 AM

Subject Attached Image &\
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SECTION 71 FEEDBACK.

Office of Deputy Prime Minister.
ATTENTION; The Honourable Megan Woods MP,

| Strongly support the views raised by CCRU regarding the section
71 matters - related to the RUO enabling policy in the new
Christchurch district plan.

The wording proposed by Christchurch City Council'with the
additional P2 clause, | also fully support. This recognises and deals
with a large unfairness in the existing usage rights, which has
affected a huge amount of people in our suburb.

| am against any time limit being applied as suggested by the
Christchurch City Council staff, as this'will only lead to more
uncertainty for people tryingto move ahead. | also oppose access
ways being included in the footprint of the house.

I would like to thank David East, Tim Sintes and Kim Money who all
stood up to be counted on this issue. It is only because of them that
our Community has been heard and action taken. It should be
obvious by the turnout at two meeting the Section 71 has to be
included.

Thank you, | look forward to you support of the proposed changes.

59(2)(a®
,09

4

Southshore Resident.
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Sent: Monday, 26 November 2018 9:16 AM
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz>
Subject: Fwd: Attention Hon Megan Woods MP - Section 71 \

Q
\O

From: (1/
T oP

Date: 26 November 2018 at 09:13
Subject: Attention Hon Megan Woods MP - Section 71

I would like to express a huge thanks to our Councillo East
Community Board Members, Kim Money, Tim Si d Darrell Latham for
putting their jobs on the line to support our C at Southshore and
help the residents who have been struggli n ng to rebuild post

earthquake.
1) | definitely support Section 71 cl au ; included in the new
Christchurch District Plan.

2) | support the wording as p by CCC and the additional P2 clause.

3) | do not want atime In@mposed to Resource Consents that maybe
affected by sealev

4) | do not want access entry eg steps, ramps etc to be included in the size of
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(l/

From: SO@)@) T on Behalf Of Katherine Trought '\Cb

Sent: Monday, 26 November 2018 9:24 AM
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz>
Subject: Canterbury Regional Council’s submission of views on the Section 71 Proposal s 0

Good morning OQ

>

N

Please find attached the Canterbury Regional Council’s submission of viev@he Section 71

Proposal for Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes. @
Kind regards Q

e G{\\O

Personal Assistant - Strategy & Planning

Environment Canterbury O

PO Box 345, Christchurch 8140
Customer Services: 0800 324 636
24 Hours: 0800 76 55 88

Facilitating sustainable development in the
ecan.govt.nz

Canterbury region
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/ Environment
1@ Canterbury
Regional Council

Kaunihera Taiao Ri Waitaha

Customer Services
P. 03 353 9007 or 0800 324 636

26 November 2018 200 Tuam Street

PO Box 345
. Christchurch 8140
Greater Christchurch Group

Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet
Private Bag 4999
Christchurch 8140

www.ecan.govt.nz/cqptact

By email: info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz

Dear Greater Christchurch Group

Canterbury Regional Council’s submission of views on the Section 71 Proposal
for Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes

Canterbury Regional Council (CRC) appreciates the opportunityto comment on the proposal to
exercise power under Section 71 of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend
the Christchurch District Plan for purposes relating to the Residential Unit Overlay.

Our submission of views on the proposal are consistent'with, and seek to reaffirm, the views we
provided to Christchurch City Council in October.2018 as a Section 29 party under the Act.

CRC'’s main interest in the proposal relates to our statutory responsibility under the Resource
Management Act 1991 to administer the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement, which includes
policy guidance that seeks to avoid new subdivision, use and development of land in high hazard
areas unless the development is located within an existing urban area in Greater Christchurch
and can be appropriately mitigated.

We recognise that the propesed changes to the Christchurch District Plan will apply to existing
residential areas and‘therefore support the proposal. We consider that the proposed changes
to the policy and rule will'provide clarification that the replacement of residential units within the
Residential Unit Overlay can occur.

CRC staff would be happy to discuss these views in further detail.
Yours sincerely

)(@)
gﬂ

Katherinﬁ fbught
Director of Strategy and Planning
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Sent: Monday, 26 November 2018 10:11 AM
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz>
Subject: Section 71 and P2 clause - Attention The Honourable Megan Woods MP \

From: SN qu’
ND

I would like to thank David East, Tim Sintes and Kim Money for fighting on beh r
Community in Southshore.

| strongly support the views raised by CCRU regarding Section 71. It sh %/e been
obvious from the huge turnout at the 2 meetings that were held regardi is issue that
Section 71 has to be included in the District Plan and | also suppo ording as

proposed by the CCC and the additional P2 clause. §
| disagree with a time limit being applied as suggested b I@Q C staff as this is not a
positive move for the Community and will provide more( tainty.

Access to a house should not be included in the focN t of the house as due to the
d

floor level height access is difficult enough and imit the size of the footprint if it
was included. *\

&
| look forward to seeing the above ch@g&uded in the District Plan.
r

| currently live in Wellington but o perty in Rockinghorse Rd
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From:

Sent: Monday, 26 November 2018 1:36 PM \

To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmec.govt.nz> \
Subject: Please replace the previous with this" Objection to application of Section 71 o§la0

Importance: High

.\00
Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration, \'

| am writing to record my strong objection to the proposal to exerﬁ@er under section 71 of
the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend t church District Plan to
provide policy support for the Residential Unit Overlay and en the application of an
existing rule, which permits replacement of existing hoN@

This proposal affects 74 vacant sites within the Resi ial Unit Overlay. Most of these vacant
sites are in Southshore and Redcliffs, areasg{@) fered significant damage in the

earthquakes. s\

This proposal calls on you to insert a n le, which would permit people with vacant sites
(where houses have been demoli@(l since the earthquakes) in the Residential Unit Overlay to
allow the rebuild of houses ilar size to the now demolished house without the
requirement for a resource consent (this also applies as | understand the proposal to 32
properties, and the b@ of a further 40 properties)

| strongly advis st the proposal for 2 reasons
The Ian%&he application is focused on claims this would provide “greater clarity and

certai the Residential Unit Overlay, particularly for people seeking to rebuild or extend
thei se, and contribute to the “regeneration” of New Brighton and address “unfairness”.

@ 1) largue as strongly as | possibly can that it would be irresponsible to allow properties to

be rebuilt without conditions that reflect the new risks we now understand from climate
change. Our latest knowledge has Improved hugely on the impact of climate change and
far from offering certainty and fairness, this decision would send a conflicted message
to the community where it is most likely that managed retreat is the long term most
sensible option, the decision would create new risks for the community who rebuild in
this area with insufficient building regulations

At the very least, rebuilt properties should be required to take into consideration the
new risks of sea level rise, storms and coastal erosion for a community that is at high risk
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and beyond the 32 properties requesting rebuilding, no new properties should be
constructed until after the wider coastal and climate plans for the city are finalised

There is a point at which councils have to be supported by government to start taking

into account the new reality of climate change, we are long past this point. If this

community, one of the most at risk in the city, is permitted to adopt patchwork planning

practice ahead of a comprehensive coastal and climate management plan for the city, (L
why can’t others? The message this sends is confusing and creates new moral hazard, ie %

it understates the serious high risks facing this community and it is not clear why the g
council would not be liable for new long term risk \

If the Council really feels this community has been treated unfairly then this is an oppo &
exercise buy-out options for 32 properties, but simply allowing communities to build to existing
codes in high risk zones will create new injustices long term and is an unsustainab cision. |
ask that the wide ranging powers of the Earthquake Regeneration Act are not in this way.

>
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Hon James Shaw

Minister for Climate Change Minita mé Te Rerekétanga o Te Ahuarangi
Minister of Statistics Minita Tatauranga
Associate Minister of Finance Hoa Minita Tahua Moni

Hon Megan Woods
Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration

Dear Minister, e s,
Re: Feedback on proposed amendments to the Christchurch District Plan

Ministry for the Environment officials have briefed me on the proposed‘amendments to
Chapter 5 Natural Hazards of the Christchurch District Plan and their implications for climate
resilience in Christchurch.

| am comfortable that, while the changes favour an accommodation rather than avoidance
approach to some residential development in the High Flood Hazard Management Area, this
is unlikely to compromise future climate adaptation measures.where appropriate mitigation
measures are implemented.

However, | emphasise the need for the Christechurch City Council to ensure robust
implementation support, particularly around defining“of key terms such as “appropriate
mitigation” and “unacceptable risk”.

| also emphasise the need for the Council to progress work on developing new coastal hazard
provisions for the Christchurch District Plar, This work was deferred several years ago during
the plan review process and | am advised that it might soon be about to resume. The Ministry
for the Environment’s 2017 guidance to-local government on Coastal Hazards and Climate
Change recommends a robust process that the Council could follow in this work, and officials
and experts have recently engagedwith Council staff to support its implementation.

| suggest you communicate these considerations to the Council when discussing the proposed
amendments with them.

['am happy to discuss this-further if that would be of assistance to you.

Kind %gards,

) C\/\ ySa— S
James Shaw
Minister for Climate Change

+64 4 817 8725 E Private Bag 18041, Parliament Buildings, Wellington 6160, New Zealand ﬂ j.shaw@ministers.govt.nz beehive.govt.nz
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Sent: Monday, 26 November 2018 3:40 PM
To: Info GCG [DPMC] <info.gcg@dpmc.govt.nz> \'

From: South Brighton <southbrightonra@gmail.com> Q%

Subject: Proposal to amend the Christchurch District Plan

Dear Sir or Madam E

Please see the attached comments for the Minister from our residents a,sig@o&
Nga mihi
Séamus O'Cromtha &@

Secretary
South Brighton Residents Association
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Christchurch £
City Council g‘%

e
April 26 2016 K Sparreu

Memo - in confidence qcb

From: Peter Sparrow, General Manager, Consenting & Compliance

To: Mayor, Councillors, Executive Leadership Team ‘

Floor levels in New Brighton Q

Late last week, Empowered Christchurch Inc. alerted the Council to a potentia& with
modelling for setting floor levels in a small area of New Brighton. \
@;ar flood for new

n'of a future stop bank in
more new homes have

Our investigations showed that modelling to determine floor levels for
builds in this area, under the Building Act, had assumed the constru
the vicinity of Bridge Street. Under this assumption, we estimate sé

been built, or are being built, in this area with insufficient floor Q

Once alerted, the Council acted quickly to revise assumpt@' modelling in this area. New
modelling will take a more conservative approach to th Iculation of floor levels to comply with
the Building Code (for a 1/50 year flood) not taking«i\ ount any future stop bank along Bridge
Street.

N\

We believe that this issue is confined to thjs&\own in the map over the page in tan colour.

New builds in this area are not at an imm e risk of flooding in a 1/50 year flood, as the floor
level calculations take into account 0 etres of sea level rise (the assumed increase over the

next 50 years). ,%\'Q

This issue does not impact on’modelling for floor levels set under the Christchurch District Plan,
which allow for a 1/200 ye d and don't take into account the stopbanks within the city.

This is a sensitive a
them directly to explai
please treat this i

ntially upsetting issue for affected residents. Our priority is to contact
e issue and what it may mean for them and their properties. As such,
ation as confidential tc enable us to inform the residents ahead of this

reach the ents before they go public with this information.

(L.issue becomi ublic. We have asked Empowered Christchurch to give us the opportunity to

%)

= with these property owners to explain the issue, and we have also ordered a survey of

&)

FWg identification of this issue, the following actions are being taken:

We have worked to identify new builds in this area that may be affected by the change in
assumption. We have identified six properties that may be affected. We will work closely

each of these properties to ascertain any floor level issues specific to each site.

- While we believe this issue is confined to this small area, we are urgently reviewing all
modelling assumptions for the 1/50 flood floor levels for tidal areas near Christchurch city.

- We have met with Empowered Christchurch to further discuss the issue, and will work
closely with them on progress and communications with affected property owners.

- We will work closely with insurers and recovery agencies.
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The South Brighton Residents’ Association

To the Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration

26 November 2018
Dear Minister

[1] You are being asked to exercise the power given to you'under section 71 of the Greater
Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the Christchurch District Plan to “provide policy
support for the Residential Unit Overlay and broaden the application of an existing rule, which
permits replacement of existing houses”.

[2] The South Brighton Residents’ Association categorically opposes the proposed amendment to
the District Plan.

Section 5.2.2.2.1 (b) in the Christchurch District Plan should remain valid:
“Avoid subdivision, use or development in the High Flood Hazard Management Area where it will
increase the potential risk to people’s safety, well-being and property.”

[3] Our suburb suffered severe damage in the Canterbury Earthquake Sequence (2010—2011),
with severe lateral spreading and subsidence of up to one metre in places. It now faces the
various threats of high groundwater, erosion, tidal flooding and further earthquakes (with three
active fault lines inithe.immediate area). No land remediation has been carried out. When we
raised these issues and omissions with you in February 2018, you referred us to the Christchurch
City Council and.Regenerate Christchurch.

[4] The urgent protection we needed after 2011 has been denied to taxpayers and ratepayers in
our district: Virtually no houses north of Bridge Street in South Brighton were rebuilt after the
earthguakes at the correct height. The Resource Management Act, which would have required
floorlevels to protect against a one in 200-year flood event, was ignored. The Building Act, which
would have required floor levels to protect against a one in 50-year flood event, was also ignored
in some instances. This is the minimum level of protection provided against flooding throughout
New Zealand. The council’s explanation in 2016 for allowing homes to be rebuilt lower than the
minimum Building Act height was that its modelling had “assumed the construction of a future stop
bank in the vicinity of Bridge Street” (see attached confidential Christchurch City Council memo).
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The Tonkin & Taylor 2017 final review of coastal hazards removed the erosion hazard from 5,000
properties by indicating the presence of an invisible sea wall.

[5] You are now being asked to amend the Christchurch District Plan to allow houses to be rebuilt
without the requirement to obtain resource consent. This comes eight years after the first
earthquake, during which, as detailed above, insurance companies have built, and Christchurch
City Council has consented, dozens of houses in the coastal suburbs without resource consents.
This automatically and dramatically increased the flood risk for such properties, threatened the
occupants’ future safety and insurability, and reduced the properties’ expected life cycle.

[6] Following lobbying by a group that argues that climate change is not happening,the coastal
hazards chapter was removed from the Christchurch Replacement District Plan in.September
2015.

[7] The number one principle in disaster recovery is “Build Back Better’<In the age of climate
change and rising sea levels, higher floor levels and robust protectionmagainst flooding are
absolute priorities in Christchurch, most of all in the tidally influenced coastal suburbs.

[8] A total of 18,000 homes in the city were identified at being-at risk from flooding back in 2015.
1,000 homes were identified as being just above the spring-high tide mark. 5,000 properties have
been identified as being subject to erosion within the next.50 years. These risks have not
diminished. Central and local government have a responsibility to prevent a recurrence of what
happened to residents in Matata, Edgecumbe and.the Bella Vista development by mitigating risks
as required under the Resource Management.Act, the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement and
the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement.

[9] The District Plan amendment is being spansored by the Christchurch City Council, which has a
duty to protect local residents against coastal hazards. No information is provided in its proposal
on the number of owners who wish tosebuild on vacant sites. Residents in this situation can
currently rebuild on vacant sites,provided they accept liability for flooding.

[10] South Brighton now has a pool of vacant sections, “as is” rental properties, “tiny houses”,
containers and buses beingdsed as accommodation. If this trend continues, and you approve the
proposed amendment, the social divisions between east and west Christchurch could become
entrenched. And as sea levels rise and insurance cover is withdrawn, the eastern suburbs may
slowly decline into«anjarea for temporary housing. It is likely that the only practicable housing
solutions will berelocatable and mobile buildings.

[11] In the interests of community wellbeing, civil defence, common sense and greater
Christchureh regeneration, we therefore strongly urge you to reject the proposed amendment. As
our residents’ association has repeatedly argued over the years, what is urgently needed in the
eastern suburbs is coastal hazard protection. Any relaxation in standards is not in the interests of
either residents or the wider community.

Sincerely

s9(2)(a) s9(2)(a)
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Hugo Kristinsson (Chair) Séamus O'Cromtha (Secretary)
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes -
Section 71 Proposal | Overview

Proposal to exercise the power under section 71 of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the Christchurch
District Plan to provide policy support for the Residential Unit Overlay and broaden the application of an existing rule to permit
the rebuilding of houses demolished since the earthquakes (referred to as the Proposal on this form).

The Christchurch District Plan identifies and regulates the types of activities that can occur in the High Flood Management Area
(shown purple on the map) - an area affected by sea level rise and rain/river flooding. This is to help manage the risk to people and
property in a very large flood event.

The Residential Unit Overlay applies to part of the High Flood Hazard Management Area, where the risk of flooding, is
predominantly from sea level rise (not rain or river flooding). The Residential Overlay Unit consists of parts of New Brighton, Souith
New Brighton, Southshore and Redcliffs (shown orange on the map).

Currently, there isn't a specific policy in the District Plan to support the Residential Unit Overlay, creating confusion and uncertainty
for people wanting to build or extend a house. This is particularly the case on vacant sites that had previously had a house, which
was demolished following the earthquakes, now being required to seek resource consent for a new house.

Christchurch City Council considers this has created a fairness and equity issue for residents seeking to rebuild on vacant sites that
previously had a house.

___________________ T o T om0 8 i i o i T TR T o o i T s o i T o OO o o e S A

The Proposal, prepared by Christchurch City Council, is about using section 71 Tw
of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the Christchurch \\\1\& et
District Plan to: : 4 E RS . ] 7':.-,, A
SN N m e
* provide clarity and support to the Residential Unit Overlay G )
e fis
* insert a new rule, which would permit people in the Residential Unit i\ }Q 5,
Overlay with vacant sites (where houses have been demolished since the \}f( ” !
earthquakes) to rebuild houses of a similar size to the now demolished $, &2 il gl
house without the requirement for a resource consent. ‘«‘;jh i
. -\
The Proposal also applies to a small number of other areas within the broader y ol
High Flood Hazard Management Area where the risk of flooding is.also ' ',g”_\(
predominantly from sea level rise. A
=\
The amendments would provide greater clarity and certainty, and contribute 3
to the regeneration of New Brighton, South New Brighton, Southshore and
Redcliffs. Using section 71 would fast track the amendments. 2 . 4
The Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration(the Minister) has publicly " - Ly s o \
notified the Proposal and invited people to give.their views in writing on the ¢
Proposal by 5.00pm, Monday, 26 November 2018. 34.;:1
All written comments will be taken into account’by the Minister in deciding h, - “
whether to approve the Proposal. ' [ 4
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes -
Section 71 Proposal | Written comment form

Where can you see the Proposal and find additional written comment forms?

The Proposal can be viewed, and more information and written comment forms are available, on the Department of the Prime
Minister and Cabinet's website: www.dpmc.govt.nz/residential-unit-overlay

Also, the Proposal can be viewed, and written comment forms are available, at Christchurch City Council service centres and
libraries, and the main office of Selwyn and Waimakariri District Councils during normal business hours.

Anyone can make a written comment on any part of the Proposal. q
Written comments must be received no later than 5pm, Monday, 26 November 2018. \
Please secure edges before posting (using tape or staples). If you are attaching other sheets of paper, please put th@ﬂ

envelope and address it using the “Freepost GCG" address on the other side of this form. ?\

Do you agree with the Proposal? §

Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 to amend the Christchurch D|st to provide clarity and support
for the Residential Unit Overlay, and insert a new rule, which permits the bui house on a site that had had a house
prior to the earthquakes?

Yes '] No[ ] @\

Why do you agree/disagree and do you have any other om@ (optional)?
e omi s _of Yhe ¢ faas Cavged Sisfress To Vieose
resicbpls most affoete(
(o2
A\~
\.\

Please fold with the Freepost a@omon on the outside, seal and return by

5.00pm, Monday, 26 Novemb

Address: *

Postcode:
mai @Tll help us update you):
*indi equired field

| note: Your written comment, including your name, may become public information. If you consider there are comp elling reasons
why your name and/or comments should be kept confidential please outline below.

We generally do not keep comments confidential and may choose to proactively release them.,

If you have requested that your name and/or comments be kept confidential we will consider your reasons. However, if ar equest is made
under the Official Information Act 1982, we may have to release your information.

You have the righ to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be correctedif you think it is wrong.
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes —
Section 71 Proposal | Overview

Proposal to exercise the power under section 71 of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the Christchurch
District Plan to provide policy support for the Residential Unit Overlay and broaden the application of an existing rule to permit
the rebuilding of houses demolished since the earthquakes (referred to as the Proposal on this form).

The Christchurch District Plan identi], es and regulates the types of activities that can occur in the High Flood Management Area
(shown purple on the map) - an area al tected by sea level rise and rain/river nooding. This is to help manage the risk to people and
property in a very large nood event.

The Residential Unit Overlay applies to part of the High Flood Hazard Management Area, where the risk of nooding, is
predominantly from sea level rise (not rain or river nooding). The Residential Overlay Unit consists of parts of New Brighton, South
New Brighton, Southshore and Redcli i& (shown orange on the map).

Currently, there isn't a speci|, c policy in the District Plan to support the Residential Unit Overlay, creating confusion and uncertainty
for people wanting to build or extend a house. This is particularly the case on vacant sites that had previously had a hguse, which
was demolished following the earthquakes, now being required to seek resource consent for a new house.

Christchurch City Council considers this has created a fairness and equity issue for residents seeking to rebuild on vacant sites that
previously had a house.

The Proposal, prepared by Christchurch City Council, is about using section 71
of the Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act 2016 to amend the Christchurch
District Plan to:

+ provide clarity and support to the Residential Unit Overlay

* insert a new rule, which would permit people in the Residential Unit
Overlay with vacant sites (where houses have been demolished since the
earthquakes) to rebuild houses of a similar size to the now demolished
house without the requirement for a resource consent.

Te Kaikai a Waro/
Pegasus Bay

The Proposal also applies to a small number of other areas within the broader
High Flood Hazard Management Area where the risk of nooding is.also
predominantly from sea level rise.

The amendments would provide greater clarity and certainty, and contribute .
to the regeneration of New Brighton, South New Brighton,'Southshore and
Redclil#k. Using section 71 would fast track the amendments. e e\
y eeuvgn- leathcote Estual i
The Minister for Greater Christchurch Regeneration (the Minister) has publicly = I e A
noti, ed the Proposal and invited people to give their views in writing on the W

Proposal by 5.00pm, Monday, 26 Novembeér 2018. 5

All written comments will be taken into account by the Minister in deciding g -] .
whether to approve the Proposal. _ i o
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Residential Unit Overlay District Plan Changes —
Section 71 Proposal | Written comment form

Where can you see the Proposal and | nd additional written comment forms?

The Proposal can be viewed, and more information and written comment forms are available, on the Department of the Prime
Minister and Cabinet’s website: www.dpmc.govt.nz/residential-unit-overlay

Also, the Proposal can be viewed, and written comment forms are available, at Christchurch City Council service centres and
libraries, and the main o3 ce of Selwyn and Waimakariri District Councils during normal business hours. %

Anyone can make a written comment on any part of the Proposal.

Written comments must be received no later than 5pm, Monday, 26 November 2018.

Please secure edges before posting (using tape or staples). If you are attaching other sheets of paper, please put an
envelope and address it using the “Freepost GCG" address on the other side of this form. ‘

" for the Residential Unit Overlay, and insert a new rule, which permits the bu f a house on a site that had had a house

Do you agree with the Proposal?
Do you agree with the proposed use of section 71 to amend the Christchurch § lan to provide clarity and support
prior to the earthquakes?

Yes No [:] \\Q

Why do you agree/disagese and do you have any other o@nts (optional)?

& 4 o&pg\méu e own
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5.00pm, Monday, 26 Nove

Please fold with the Freepo an@gportion on the outside, seal and return by
:é 1

es

requured],eld

ase note: Your written comment, including your name, may become public information. If you consider there are compelling reasons
why your name and/or comments should be kept con| dential please outline below.

We generally do not keep comments con|, dential and may choose to proactively release them.

If you have requested that your name and/or comments be kept con), dential we will consider your reasons. However, if a request is made
under the O3z cial Information Act 1982, we may have to release your information.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and tc ask for it to be corrected if you think it is wrong.
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