Auckland .
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Plan Change 78 - Intensification
Further Submissions Report
Further support/

sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter [oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS17 |GregJones Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Dennis Michael

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS21 |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Malcolm

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Christopher DH.

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS24 Ross Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS42 Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Michael Gordon

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS47  |Sara Hardie Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and William Akel and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS50  |Martin Dobson oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Frederick Ball and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS51 [Josephine Ball Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Gregory Edward

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS55 |Jones Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS57  |Alison Hunter Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS62 Deborah Cox Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and James Thompson

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS63 Hudson Oppose
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Further support/

sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Margo Jacqueline

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Matthew Philip

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Sarah Hamilton

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS72 Kember Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Simon Jeremy

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS73 Kember Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Elizabeth

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Mark Grenville

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS81 Gascoigne Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS84  |lulien Leys Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS86 Liz Adams Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS87  |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Michael Gordon

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS88 |Croft Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS96 Irene Bonn Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Michele Clare

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Stephen Victor

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Barbara Joan

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS114 |Chapman Oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS139 |Oscar Fransman oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Patrick Richard

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS156 [Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS177 [John Colebrook oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS195 |[Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS198 |Kenny Desmond Breioppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLearjoppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS204 |[Satvinder Sembhi  |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Gerard Robert

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS241 |Peter Watts and Stefoppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS242 |[Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and William Peake

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS286 oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Ivan Tottle

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS287 oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS306 |[Fi Groves oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS308 [Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS309 [Carolyn Reid oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS353 |[Christopher Lynch |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS398 |[Citizens Against The |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS402 [Graham Dick oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS409 [Janet Grant oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose

Freemans Bay

Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Residents

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS429 |Association oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and St Mary’s Bay

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS437 [Association oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS440 [Darryl Gregory oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Paul Willetts and

2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS492 ([Laurence Nash oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and
2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and
2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and Charlotte Adams-
2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS506 |Drury oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and
2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and
2041.1 Neilston Homes [and interpretation issues. procedural General FS529 [Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and
2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Amend the plan change to as it is inefficient and costly, onerous and would lead to complicated and costly resource consent applications|Plan making and
2041.1 Neilston Homes |and interpretation issues. procedural General FS532 |John Francis Mather [oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS16 Robert Hay Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS17 |GregJlones Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Dennis Michael
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS21 |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Malcolm
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS23 MacDonald Oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Christopher DH.
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS24  |Ross Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS27  |Hugo Jackson Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS41 [Simon Birkenhead [Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS42 Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Michael Gordon
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS45 |Gaynor Steel Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS46 Mark Hardie Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory William Akel and
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS49  |Robyn Hughes Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS50  [Martin Dobson oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Frederick Ball and
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS51 [Josephine Ball Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Gregory Edward
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS55 |Jones Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS57  |Alison Hunter Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory James Thompson
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS63 Hudson Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Margo Jacqueline
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS64  |Hudson Oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Matthew Philip
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS65 |Dickinson Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Sarah Hamilton
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS72  |Kember Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Simon Jeremy
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS73 Kember Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS77 Keith Maddison Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS79 |Brendan Drury Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Elizabeth
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Mark Grenville
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS84  |lulien Leys Oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignhores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS87  |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Michael Gordon
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS88 |Croft Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Michele Clare
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Stephen Victor
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS113 ([Sarah Allen Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Barbara Joan
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS135 [Cameron Loader oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Patrick Richard
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS177 [John Colebrook oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS186 [Sheila McCabe oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS195 ([Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS198 [Kenny Desmond Breioppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignhores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS199 [Dawn Irene Maclear|oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS202 [Donald Gendall oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS203 (Jillian Gendall oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS204 [Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS209 [Tanya Newman oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Gerard Robert
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS241 [Peter Watts and Stefloppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmonqoppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS271 |Thomas Purkis oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Central William Peake
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS286 oppose
Central Ivan Tottle
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS287 oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS308 [Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS396 [Roma Bertasius oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process - Freemans Bay
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Residents
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS429 |Association oppose
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Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory St Mary’s Bay
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS437 [Association oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS440 [Darryl Gregory oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory Paul Willetts and
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  [FS503 [Erica Hellier oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory Charlotte Adams-
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS506 |Drury oppose

15/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and [mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS529 [Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ighores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes [themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements FS530 |[Allan Tyler oppose
Central
Amend plan change as it ignores the intent of Policy 6(b) of the NPS UD in terms of that the planned urban built form may involve Government
changes to an area that 'detract from amenity values appreciated by some people but improve amenity values appreciated by other process -
people, communities and future generation, including by providing increased and varied housing densities and types and are not, of Plan making and |mandatory
2041.2 Neilston Homes |themselves, an adverse effect'. procedural requirements  |FS532 |John Francis Mather |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS17 |GregJones Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Dennis Michael
2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS21 |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Malcolm
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Christopher DH.
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS24  |Ross Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS27  |Hugo Jackson Oppose
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Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS42  |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Michael Gordon

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS45 |Gaynor Steel Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and William Akel and

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS49  |Robyn Hughes Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Frederick Ball and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Gregory Edward

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS55 |Jones Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and James Thompson

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS63 Hudson Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Margo Jacqueline

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Matthew Philip

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS65 Dickinson Oppose
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Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Sarah Hamilton

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS72  |Kember Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Simon Jeremy

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS73 Kember Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS79  |Brendan Drury Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Elizabeth

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Mark Grenville

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Michael Gordon

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS88 |Croft Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS98 |Tony Skelton Oppose
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Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Michele Clare

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Stephen Victor

2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Barbara Joan

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [|opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS139 ([Oscar Fransman oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Patrick Richard

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLear{oppose
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Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS203 |Jillian Gendall oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS207 |PamelaIngram oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Gerard Robert

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS241 |Peter Watts and Stedoppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual William Peake
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS286 oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual Ivan Tottle
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS287 oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [|opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS355 |Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [|opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS388 [Pam Shearer oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS409 |[Janet Grant oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual Freemans Bay
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Residents

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS429 |Association oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and St Mary’s Bay

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS437 |Association oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and

2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Paul Willetts and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and Charlotte Adams-
2041.3 Neilston Homes [|opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS506 |Drury oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes |opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Amend the plan change to go further to give effect to the NPS UD. Amend to provide provision in the policy framework for a contextual
analysis of the appropriateness of additional height and intensity outside of walkable catchments and centres to ensure these Plan making and
2041.3 Neilston Homes [opportunities are not lost by an overly prescriptive planning framework. procedural General FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS17 |GregJones Oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Dennis Michael
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS20 [Simpson Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS21 [Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Malcolm
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Christopher DH.
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS24 Ross Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS26 |Anita Jackson Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS41 [Simon Birkenhead [Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS42 Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Michael Gordon
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS44 Hillyer Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS46 Mark Hardie Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS47  |Sara Hardie Oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS48 Richard Rolfe Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and William Akel and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS50 Martin Dobson oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Frederick Ball and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS51 [Josephine Ball Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Gregory Edward
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS55 |[Jones Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS62 Deborah Cox Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and James Thompson
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS63 Hudson Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Margo Jacqueline
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS64 Hudson Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Matthew Philip
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Sarah Hamilton
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS72 Kember Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Simon Jeremy
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS73 Kember Oppose
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Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS77 Keith Maddison Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Elizabeth
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS80 [Westbrooke Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Mark Grenville
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS81 |[Gascoigne Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS86 Liz Adams Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Michael Gordon
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS88 |Croft Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS96 Irene Bonn Oppose
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Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS99 [Jock Schoeller Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Michele Clare
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS100 [Maddison Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS109 |[Sean Molloy Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Stephen Victor
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS110 |[Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS113 ([Sarah Allen Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Barbara Joan
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS114 ([Chapman Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS135 |[Cameron Loader oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Patrick Richard
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
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Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS177 |[John Colebrook oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS196 |[Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLear{oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS202 |[Donald Gendall oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS203 |Jillian Gendall oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Gerard Robert
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS225 [Murphy Oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS241 |Peter Watts and Steoppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS272 [Trevor Purkis oppose
Plan William Peake
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS286 oppose
Plan Ivan Tottle
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS287 oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS306 [Fi Groves oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
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Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS356 |Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS363 |Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS388 [Pam Shearer oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS395 [Dawn Bertasius oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS396 [Roma Bertasius oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS409 |[Janet Grant oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS425 [Holly Purkis oppose
Plan
Interpretation Freemans Bay
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Residents
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS429 |[Association oppose
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Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and St Mary’s Bay
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS437 |Association oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS439 |[Helen Cherry oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS440 [Darryl Gregory oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS456 [Tom Birdsall oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Paul Willetts and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS503 [Erica Hellier oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS504 ([Brett Hellier oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and Charlotte Adams-
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS506 ([Drury oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Plan
Interpretation
Plan making and |(Chapter A and
2041.4 Neilston Homes [Approve C1.6A Overlay and precinct rules as the revised wording clarifies the status of the precinct or Auckland Wide Rules. procedural Chapter C) FS532 |John Francis Mather |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS17 |GregJones Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive Dennis Michael
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS21 |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Malcolm
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Christopher DH.
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS24  |Ross Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS27  |Hugo Jackson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS42 |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Michael Gordon
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS45 |Gaynor Steel Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS46 |Mark Hardie Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive William Akel and
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS49  |Robyn Hughes Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Frederick Ball and
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Gregory Edward
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS55 |Jones Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive James Thompson
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS63 Hudson Oppose
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Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Margo Jacqueline
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Matthew Philip
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Sarah Hamilton
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS72  |Kember Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Simon Jeremy
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS73 Kember Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS77 |Keith Maddison Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS79 |Brendan Drury Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Elizabeth
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive Mark Grenville
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose

33/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive Michael Gordon
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS88 |Croft Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS95 |Dominique Bonn Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS98 |Tony Skelton Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Michele Clare
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Stephen Victor
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Barbara Joan
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS114 |Chapman Oppose
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Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS139 |Oscar Fransman oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive Patrick Richard
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS156 [Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLearjoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
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Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Gerard Robert
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS241 |Peter Watts and Stefoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmonqoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS271 |Thomas Purkis oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
2041.5 Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Steven and Shirley
Neilston Homes [give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS277 |Wang Support
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Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga William Peake
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS286 oppose
Maunga Ivan Tottle
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS287 oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS353 |[Christopher Lynch |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS363 |Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
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Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and Freemans Bay
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Residents
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS429 |Association oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive St Mary’s Bay
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS437 |Association oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Paul Willetts and
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
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Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive Charlotte Adams-
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS506 |Drury oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS511 |Angelique Ward oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  |[Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS515 |Jessica Ward oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete the additional activities in activity Table D14.5, being A7A, A7B, A7C and A7D (and any other consequential changes that would  [Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.5 Neilston Homes |[give effect to the relief sought in this submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS17 |GregJones Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Dennis Michael
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS20 |Simpson Oppose
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Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS21 Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Malcolm
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Christopher DH.
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS24  |Ross Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS27  |Hugo Jackson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS41 [Simon Birkenhead [Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS42 |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Michael Gordon
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS44 Hillyer Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS45 |Gaynor Steel Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS46 |Mark Hardie Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
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Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive William Akel and
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS49 |Robyn Hughes Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Frederick Ball and
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Gregory Edward
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS55 |Jones Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive James Thompson
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS63 Hudson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Margo Jacqueline
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Matthew Philip
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Sarah Hamilton
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS72 Kember Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Simon Jeremy
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS73 Kember Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
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Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS79 |Brendan Drury Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Elizabeth
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Mark Grenville
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Michael Gordon
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS88 |Croft Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
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Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS98 |Tony Skelton Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Michele Clare
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Stephen Victor
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Barbara Joan
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS135 |[Cameron Loader oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Patrick Richard
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS156 [Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS177 |[John Colebrook oppose
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Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS196 |[Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLearjoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS202 |[Donald Gendall oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS203 |Jillian Gendall oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
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Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Gerard Robert
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS241 |Peter Watts and Stefoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS272 [Trevor Purkis oppose
2041.6 Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Steven and Shirley
Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS277 |Wang Support
Maunga William Peake
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS286 oppose
Maunga Ivan Tottle
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS287 oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS306 [Fi Groves oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in

45/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes |submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS356 |Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS363 |Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS388 [Pam Shearer oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS395 [Dawn Bertasius oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS396 [Roma Bertasius oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-l Areas (D14) FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS425 [Holly Purkis oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and Freemans Bay
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Residents
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS429 |Association oppose
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Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive St Mary’s Bay
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS437 |Association oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS439 |[Helen Cherry oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS440 [Darryl Gregory oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS456 [Tom Birdsall oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Paul Willetts and
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS503 [Erica Hellier oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS504 [Brett Hellier oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive Charlotte Adams-
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS506 |Drury oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Maunga
Viewshafts and
Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this Qualifying Height Sensitive
2041.6 Neilston Homes [submission). Matters A-I Areas (D14) FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
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2041.6

Neilston Homes

Delete proposed Standards D14.6.5 — D14.6.8 (and any other consequential changes that would give effect to the relief sought in this

submission).

Qualifying
Matters A-I

Maunga
Viewshafts and
Height Sensitive
Areas (D14)

FS532

John Francis Mather

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS13

Keith Law

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS16

Robert Hay

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS17

Greg Jones

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS20

Dennis Michael
Simpson

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS21

Sarah Anne Kerr

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS23

Malcolm
MacDonald

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS24

Christopher DH.
Ross

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS26

Anita Jackson

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS27

Hugo Jackson

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS41

Simon Birkenhead

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS42

Bruce Lloyd Gilbert

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS44

Michael Gordon
Hillyer

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS45

Gaynor Steel

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS46

Mark Hardie

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS47

Sara Hardie

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS48

Richard Rolfe

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS49

William Akel and
Robyn Hughes

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS50

Martin Dobson

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS51

Frederick Ball and
Josephine Ball

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS55

Gregory Edward
Jones

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS57

Alison Hunter

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS62

Deborah Cox

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS63

James Thompson
Hudson

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS64

Margo Jacqueline
Hudson

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS65

Matthew Philip
Dickinson

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS72

Sarah Hamilton
Kember

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS73

Simon Jeremy
Kember

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS77

Keith Maddison

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS79

Brendan Drury

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS80

Elizabeth
Westbrooke

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS81

Mark Grenville
Gascoigne

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS83

Heidi Baker

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS84

Julien Leys

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS85

Raynor McMahon

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS86

Liz Adams

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS87

Anthony Duncan

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS88

Michael Gordon
Croft

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS95

Dominique Bonn

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS96

Irene Bonn

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS97

Amoze Bonn

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS98

Tony Skelton

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS99

Jock Schoeller

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS100

Michele Clare
Maddison

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS109

Sean Molloy

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS110

Stephen Victor
Donoghue-Cox

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS113

Sarah Allen

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS114

Barbara Joan
Chapman

Oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS135

Cameron Loader

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS139

Oscar Fransman

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS143

Patrick Richard
Forrester

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS156

Pieter Lionel Holl

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS177

John Colebrook

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS186

Sheila McCabe

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS195

Felicity Jane Cains

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS196

Katie Isabel Holl

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS198

Kenny Desmond Bref

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS199

Dawn Irene MacLean

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS200

Darryl Roots

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS201

Robert Butler

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS202

Donald Gendall

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS203

Jillian Gendall

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS204

Satvinder Sembhi

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS207

Pamela Ingram

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS208

Carolyn Walker

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS209

Tanya Newman

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS225

Gerard Robert
Murphy

Oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS241

Peter Watts and Stey

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS242

Sarah Louise Edmond

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS271

Thomas Purkis

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS272

Trevor Purkis

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS286

William Peake

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS287

Ivan Tottle

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS305

Garry Downs

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS306

Fi Groves

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS308

Mount St John Residj

oppose in

66/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

sub#/point

Submitter name

Summary

Topic

Subtopic

Further
Sub #

Further Submitter

support/
oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS309

Carolyn Reid

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS353

Christopher Lynch

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS355

Wendy Ann Moffett

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS356

Tina Louise Lynch

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS363

Lynne Diane Butler

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS388

Pam Shearer

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS395

Dawn Bertasius

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS396

Roma Bertasius

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS402

Graham Dick

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS409

Janet Grant

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS425

Holly Purkis

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS429

Freemans Bay
Residents
Association

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS437

St Mary’s Bay
Association

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS438

Chris Cherry

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS439

Helen Cherry

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS440

Darryl Gregory

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS456

Tom Birdsall

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS492

Paul Willetts and
Laurence Nash

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS503

Erica Hellier

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS504

Brett Hellier

oppose
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2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS506

Charlotte Adams-
Drury

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS526

Lydia Hewitt

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS529

Wayne E R Russell

oppose

2041.7

Neilston Homes

Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation:
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a
range of amenities, including public transport.

Walkable
Catchments

WC General

FS530

Allan Tyler

oppose
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Amend in G2 by adding the folllowing explanation
The suitability of a walkable catchment can vary
depending on a number of factors, including
topography, connectivity and access to a regular
public transport network. In some cases, there may
be sites that are located outside a ‘walkable
catchment’ that are suitable for additional
intensification and building height. Such sites should
be considered on their merits having regard to their
context and their ability to provide additional
housing choice in an area that is well served by a Walkable
2041.7 Neilston Homes [range of amenities, including public transport. Catchments WC General FS532 |John Francis Mather |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS13 Keith Law Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS17 |Greglones Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Dennis Michael
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS20 |Simpson Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS21 |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Malcolm
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS23 MacDonald Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Christopher DH.
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS24  |Ross Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS27  |Hugo Jackson Oppose
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WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS41 [Simon Birkenhead [Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS42 |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Michael Gordon
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS44 Hillyer Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS45 |Gaynor Steel Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS46 |Mark Hardie Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - William Akel and
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS49 |Robyn Hughes Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Frederick Ball and
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Gregory Edward
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS55 |Jones Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose

74/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - James Thompson
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS63 Hudson Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Margo Jacqueline
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS64 |Hudson Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Matthew Philip
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS65 Dickinson Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Sarah Hamilton
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS72  |Kember Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Simon Jeremy
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS73 Kember Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS79 |Brendan Drury Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Elizabeth
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Mark Grenville
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS84  |lulien Leys Oppose
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WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Michael Gordon
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS88 |Croft Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS98 |Tony Skelton Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Michele Clare
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS100 |Maddison Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Stephen Victor
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
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WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Barbara Joan
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS114 |Chapman Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS139 |Oscar Fransman oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Patrick Richard
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS143 |Forrester Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLearjoppose
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WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Gerard Robert
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS225 |Murphy Oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS241 |Peter Watts and Stefoppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmonqoppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS271 |Thomas Purkis oppose
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WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
WC William Peake
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS286 oppose
WC Ivan Tottle
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS287 oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
WC
Metropolitan New Zealand
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - General Real Estate
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS339 |Limited support
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS356 |Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS363 |Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
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WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
WC
Metropolitan Freemans Bay
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Residents
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS429 |Association oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - St Mary’s Bay
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS437 |Association oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS440 [Darryl Gregory oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
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WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Paul Willetts and
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres - Charlotte Adams-
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS506 |Drury oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
WC
Metropolitan
Amend the extent of a walkable catchment to be 1200m from the edge of Metropolitan Centre Zones, as well as the City Centre Zone. |Walkable Centres -
2041.8 Neilston Homes [(Refer submission for full details). Catchments Methodology FS532 |John Francis Mather |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning
2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning
2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning
2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS17 |GregJones Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Dennis Michael
2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS20 [Simpson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning
2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS21 |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Malcolm

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Christopher DH.

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS24  |Ross Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS42 Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Michael Gordon

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning William Akel and

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Frederick Ball and

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Gregory Edward

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS55 |Jones Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS57  |Alison Hunter Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning James Thompson

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS63 Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Margo Jacqueline

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Matthew Philip

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Sarah Hamilton

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS72 Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Simon Jeremy

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS73 Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Elizabeth

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Mark Grenville

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Michael Gordon

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS88 |Croft Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS99  |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Michele Clare

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Stephen Victor

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS110 |[Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Barbara Joan

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS139 ([Oscar Fransman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Patrick Richard

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS152 |Toka Ta Ake EQC Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS177 |[John Colebrook oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS199 |Dawn Irene Maclear{oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS202 |[Donald Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Gerard Robert

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS241 |Peter Watts and Stedoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS271 |Thomas Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as William Peake
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS286 oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Ivan Tottle
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS287 oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS363 |Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Freemans Bay
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Residents

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS429 |Association oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning St Mary’s Bay

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS437 |Association oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS456 [Tom Birdsall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Paul Willetts and

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning Charlotte Adams-

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS506 ([Drury oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS529 [Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Urban Larger rezoning

2041.9 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Environment proposal FS532 |John Francis Mather |oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS17 |GregJones Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Dennis Michael

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS20 [Simpson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS21 |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Malcolm

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Christopher DH.

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS24  |Ross Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS27  |Hugo Jackson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS42  |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Michael Gordon

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS44 Hillyer Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS45 |Gaynor Steel Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS48 Richard Rolfe Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying William Akel and

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS49  |Robyn Hughes Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS50  |Martin Dobson oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Frederick Ball and

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Gregory Edward

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS55 |[Jones Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS57  |Alison Hunter Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying James Thompson

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS63 Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Margo Jacqueline

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS64 Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Matthew Philip

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Sarah Hamilton

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS72  |Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Simon Jeremy

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS73 Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS77 Keith Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS79 |Brendan Drury Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Elizabeth

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Mark Grenville

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Michael Gordon

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS88 |Croft Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS98 |Tony Skelton Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Michele Clare

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS109 |[Sean Molloy Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Stephen Victor

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Barbara Joan

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS135 |[Cameron Loader oppose
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sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS139 |Oscar Fransman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Patrick Richard

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS152 |Toka Ta Ake EQC Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS169 |CH Ventures Ltd support
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLear{oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Gerard Robert

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS225 [Murphy Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS241 |Peter Watts and Stedoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS271 |Thomas Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS272 [Trevor Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as William Peake
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS286 oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Ivan Tottle
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS287 oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS353 |[Christopher Lynch |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS356 |Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS395 [Dawn Bertasius oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS425 [Holly Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Freemans Bay
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Residents

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS429 |Association oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying St Mary’s Bay

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS437 |Association oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Pinewoods Motor  |Support

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS457 |Park Ltd
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Paul Willetts and

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose

93/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/

sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Charlotte Adams-

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS506 |Drury oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I SEAs (D9) FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying

2041.10 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l SEAs (D9) FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS17 |Greglones Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Dennis Michael

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS21 Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Malcolm

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Christopher DH.

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS24  |Ross Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose

94/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/

sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS42  |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Michael Gordon

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS46 |Mark Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF William Akel and

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS50  |Martin Dobson oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Frederick Ball and

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Gregory Edward

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS55 |Jones Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF James Thompson

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS63 Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Margo Jacqueline

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Matthew Philip

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS65 Dickinson Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Sarah Hamilton

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS72  |Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Simon Jeremy

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS73 Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Elizabeth

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Mark Grenville

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Michael Gordon

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS88 |Croft Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS95 |Dominique Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS99  |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Michele Clare

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Stephen Victor

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS110 |[Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Barbara Joan

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Patrick Richard

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS152 |Toka Ta Ake EQC Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS177 |[John Colebrook oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS199 |Dawn Irene Maclear{oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS202 |[Donald Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS207 |PamelaIngram oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Gerard Robert

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS241 |Peter Watts and Steoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS271 |Thomas Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as William Peake
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS286 oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Ivan Tottle
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS287 oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS363 |Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Freemans Bay
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Residents

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS429 |Association oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF St Mary’s Bay

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS437 |Association oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS456 [Tom Birdsall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as

2041.11 Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Pinewoods Motor  |Support

Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS457 |Park Ltd

Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Paul Willetts and

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS504 [Brett Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF Charlotte Adams-

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS506 |Drury oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |[on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l (D10) FS529 [Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying ONL and ONF

2041.11 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I (D10) FS532 |John Francis Mather |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS16  |Robert Hay Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS17 |Greg Jones Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Dennis Michael

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS21  [Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Malcolm

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Christopher DH.

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS24 Ross Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS26  [Anita Jackson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS27  [Hugo Jackson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS41 [Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS42 Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Michael Gordon

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS44  [Hillyer Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS45  [Gaynor Steel Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS47  |Sara Hardie Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS48 [Richard Rolfe Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant William Akel and

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS49  |Robyn Hughes Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards |FS50  |Martin Dobson oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Frederick Ball and

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Gregory Edward

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS55 [Jones Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS57  [Alison Hunter Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant James Thompson

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS63 Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Margo Jacqueline

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Matthew Philip

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Sarah Hamilton

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS72  [Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Simon Jeremy

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS73 Kember Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS77  [Keith Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS79  |Brendan Drury Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Elizabeth

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS80 [Westbrooke Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Mark Grenville

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS84  [Julien Leys Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards |FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS86 Liz Adams Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS87  |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Michael Gordon

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS88  [Croft Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS95 [Dominique Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS96 Irene Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |[FS97 [Amoze Bonn Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS99 [Jock Schoeller Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Michele Clare

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS100 [Maddison Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS109 [Sean Molloy Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Stephen Victor

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS110 [Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS113 [Sarah Allen Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Barbara Joan

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Patrick Richard

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards |FS143 [Forrester Oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS152 [Toka Tu Ake EQC Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS177 [John Colebrook oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS186 [Sheila McCabe oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS198 [Kenny Desmond Breifoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS199 [Dawn Irene Maclearloppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS202 [Donald Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS203 [lillian Gendall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi  |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS208 [Carolyn Walker oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS209 [Tanya Newman oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Gerard Robert

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS225 |Murphy Oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS241 [Peter Watts and Stefoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS242 [Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards |FS271 |Thomas Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as William Peake
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS286 oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Ivan Tottle
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS287 oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS305 |[Garry Downs oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS306 [Fi Groves oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS308 [Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS309 (Carolyn Reid oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS353 [Christopher Lynch |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS356 |Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS388 [Pam Shearer oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS395 [Dawn Bertasius oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as Freemans Bay
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Residents

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS429 |Association oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant St Mary’s Bay

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS437 |Association oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards |FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards |FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as

2041.12 Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Pinewoods Motor  |Support

Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS457 [Park Ltd

Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Paul Willetts and

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant Charlotte Adams-

2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards |FS506 |Drury oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant

2041.12 Neilston Homes |on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards [FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
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Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant
2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant
2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-I Natural Hazards |FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Rezone all Outstanding Natural Features and Outstanding Natural Landscapes, flood plain and Significant Ecological Areas identified as
Qualifying Matters that have been downzoned to a Low Density Residential Zone as a result of these and rezone to a zoning that is based|Qualifying Significant
2041.12 Neilston Homes [on the most appropriate zone based on accepted land use principles. Matters A-l Natural Hazards [FS532 [John Francis Mather|oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS17 |Greglones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Dennis Michael
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS21  |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Malcolm
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Christopher DH.
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS24  |Ross Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS27  |Hugo Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS42  |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS45 |Gaynor Steel Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols William Akel and

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS50  |Martin Dobson oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Frederick Ball and

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gregory Edward

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS55 |Jones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols James Thompson

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS63 Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Margo Jacqueline

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Matthew Philip

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS65 |Dickinson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Sarah Hamilton

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS72  |Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Simon Jeremy

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS73 Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS79  |Brendan Drury Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Elizabeth

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Mark Grenville

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS88 |Croft Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS95 |Dominique Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS98 |Tony Skelton Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS99  |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michele Clare

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Stephen Victor

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Barbara Joan

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS139 |Oscar Fransman oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Patrick Richard

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS199 |[Dawn Irene MaclLearnoppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS203 |Jillian Gendall oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi  |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS207 [Pamela Ingram oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS209 [Tanya Newman oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gerard Robert

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS241 |Peter Watts and Stegoppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing William Peake
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS286 oppose
Mixed Housing Ivan Tottle
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS287 oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS305 ([Garry Downs oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS355 |Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS409 |[Janet Grant oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing Freemans Bay
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Residents

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS429 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols St Mary’s Bay

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS437 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Paul Willetts and

2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Charlotte Adams-
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS506 |Drury oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes |Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.13 Neilston Homes [Retain the revised wording for objective H5..2.(1) as it is consistent with the MDRS. provisions MHU Zone FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS17 |Greglones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Dennis Michael
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS21 [Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Malcolm
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Christopher DH.
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS24  |Ross Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS42  |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS47  |Sara Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols William Akel and
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Frederick Ball and
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high’ and '‘amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gregory Edward
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS55 |Jones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS57  |Alison Hunter Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols James Thompson
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS63 Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Margo Jacqueline
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Matthew Philip
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS65 Dickinson Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Sarah Hamilton
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS72  |Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Simon Jeremy
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS73 Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Elizabeth
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Mark Grenville
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS83 |Heidi Baker Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS88 |Croft Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS95 |Dominique Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose

115/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michele Clare
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Stephen Victor
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS110 [Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Barbara Joan
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Patrick Richard
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLear|oppose
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Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS203 |Jillian Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS207 |PamelaIngram oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gerard Robert
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS241 |Peter Watts and Stedoppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing William Peake
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS286 oppose
Mixed Housing Ivan Tottle
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS287 oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
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Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS355 |Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS388 [Pam Shearer oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS409 |[Janet Grant oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing Freemans Bay
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Residents
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS429 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols St Mary’s Bay
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS437 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
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Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Paul Willetts and
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high’ and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Charlotte Adams-
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS506 |Drury oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes |MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Mixed Housing
Retain the existing AUP wording for objective H5..2.(3)(a),(b)(c) as 'high' and 'amenity' does not reconcile with the outcomes of the Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.14 Neilston Homes [MDRS standards of the zone as they exist or are proposed. These words are also open to subjectivity. provisions MHU Zone FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS17 |Greglones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Dennis Michael
2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS21  |Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Malcolm

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Christopher DH.

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS24  |Ross Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS42  |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols William Akel and

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Frederick Ball and

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gregory Edward

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS55 |Jones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols James Thompson

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS63 Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Margo Jacqueline

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Matthew Philip

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Sarah Hamilton

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS72  |Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Simon Jeremy

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS73 Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Elizabeth

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Mark Grenville

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS88 |Croft Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS95 |Dominique Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS99  |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michele Clare

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Stephen Victor

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS110 [Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Barbara Joan

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Patrick Richard

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLear{oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS203 |Jillian Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gerard Robert

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS241 |Peter Watts and Stedoppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing William Peake
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS286 oppose
Mixed Housing Ivan Tottle
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS287 oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS355 |Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS388 [Pam Shearer oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS409 |[Janet Grant oppose
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Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing Freemans Bay
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Residents

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS429 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols St Mary’s Bay

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS437 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Paul Willetts and

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Charlotte Adams-

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS506 |Drury oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes |Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Mixed Housing
Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols

2041.15 Neilston Homes [Delete the proposed wording or reword objective H5.2 (6) to remove reference to 'high quality built environment'. provisions MHU Zone FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
Mixed Housing

Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS13 Keith Law Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS17 |Greglones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Dennis Michael
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS21 [Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Malcolm
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Christopher DH.
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS24  |Ross Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS42 |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS46  |Mark Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols William Akel and
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS50 |Martin Dobson oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Frederick Ball and
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gregory Edward
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS55 |Jones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS57 |Alison Hunter Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols James Thompson
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS63 Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Margo Jacqueline
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Matthew Philip
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Sarah Hamilton
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS72  |Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Simon Jeremy
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS73 Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Elizabeth
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Mark Grenville
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS88 |Croft Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS95 |Dominique Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michele Clare
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Stephen Victor
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS110 [Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Barbara Joan
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Patrick Richard
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS156 |Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS195 |Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLear{oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS203 |Jillian Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS204 |Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS207 |Pamela Ingram oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gerard Robert
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS241 |Peter Watts and Steoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS271 [Thomas Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS272 |Trevor Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing William Peake
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS286 oppose
Mixed Housing Ivan Tottle
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS287 oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS308 |Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS355 |Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS388 [Pam Shearer oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS396 |Roma Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS409 |[Janet Grant oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing Freemans Bay
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Residents
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS429 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols St Mary’s Bay
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS437 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS438 |[Chris Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Paul Willetts and
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS492 |Laurence Nash oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS503 |Erica Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Charlotte Adams-
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS506 |Drury oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS529 |Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (8) as the policy addresses aspects of a site that is located outside the zone boundary. Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.16 Neilston Homes [Chapter 27 Transportation addresses pedestrian safety for developments that adjoin the road. provisions MHU Zone FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS16 |Robert Hay Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS17 |Greglones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Dennis Michael
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS20 |Simpson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS21 Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Malcolm
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Christopher DH.
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS24  |Ross Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS26  |Anita Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS42  |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS44  |Hillyer Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS46 |Mark Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS47 |Sara Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS48 |Richard Rolfe Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols William Akel and
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS50 [Martin Dobson oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Frederick Ball and
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gregory Edward
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS55 |Jones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS57 Alison Hunter Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols James Thompson
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS63 Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Margo Jacqueline
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS64  |Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Matthew Philip
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Sarah Hamilton
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS72  |Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Simon Jeremy
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS73 Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS77  |Keith Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Elizabeth
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Mark Grenville
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS81 |Gascoigne Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS84  |Julien Leys Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS86 |Liz Adams Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS87 |Anthony Duncan Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS88 Croft Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS95 |Dominique Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS96 |lrene Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS97 |Amoze Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS98 [Tony Skelton Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS99  |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michele Clare
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS109 |Sean Molloy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Stephen Victor
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS110 [Donoghue-Cox Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Barbara Joan
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS139 |Oscar Fransman oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Patrick Richard
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS143 |Forrester Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS156 [Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS169 [CH Ventures Ltd support
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS195 |[Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS196 |Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS199 |Dawn Irene MaclLearjoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS204 |[Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS207 [Pamela Ingram oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gerard Robert
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS241 |Peter Watts and Stefoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmondoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS271 |[Thomas Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS272 [Trevor Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing William Peake
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS286 oppose
Mixed Housing Ivan Tottle
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS287 oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS306 |[Fi Groves oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS308 [Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS353 |Christopher Lynch |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS356 |[Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS363 |Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS396 [Roma Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS402 |Graham Dick oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS409 |lanet Grant oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS425 |Holly Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing Freemans Bay
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Residents
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS429 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols St Mary’s Bay
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS437 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS438 |Chris Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS439 |Helen Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS440 |Darryl Gregory oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS456 |Tom Birdsall oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Paul Willetts and
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS492 [Laurence Nash oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS503 [Erica Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS504 [Brett Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Charlotte Adams-
2041.17 Neilston Homes |with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS506 ([Drury oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS526 |Lydia Hewitt oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS529 [Wayne E R Russell |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete the proposed wording of objective H5.2 (9) as effects of development on Significant Ecological Areas are already suitably dealt Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.17 Neilston Homes [with in Chapter D9 and E15. provisions MHU Zone FS532 |John Francis Mather |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS13 Keith Law Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS16 Robert Hay Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS17 Greg Jones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Dennis Michael
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS20 Simpson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS21 Sarah Anne Kerr Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Malcolm
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS23 MacDonald Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Christopher DH.
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS24 Ross Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS26 Anita Jackson Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS27 Hugo Jackson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS41 |Simon Birkenhead |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS42 |Bruce Lloyd Gilbert |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS44 Hillyer Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS45 Gaynor Steel Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS46 |Mark Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS47 Sara Hardie Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS48 Richard Rolfe Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols William Akel and
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS49 Robyn Hughes Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS50  [Martin Dobson oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Frederick Ball and
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS51 |Josephine Ball Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gregory Edward
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS55 [Jones Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS57  |Alison Hunter Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS62 |Deborah Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols James Thompson
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS63 Hudson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Margo Jacqueline
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS64 Hudson Oppose

139/6525



Auckland
Council %

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurau S

Further support/
sub#/point [Submitter name |Summary Topic Subtopic Sub # [Further Submitter |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Matthew Philip
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS65 Dickinson Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Sarah Hamilton
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS72 Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Simon Jeremy
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS73 Kember Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS77 Keith Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS79 Brendan Drury Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Elizabeth
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS80 |Westbrooke Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Mark Grenville
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS81 Gascoigne Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS83 Heidi Baker Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS84  |lulien Leys Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS85 Raynor McMahon |Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS86 Liz Adams Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS87 Anthony Duncan Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michael Gordon
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS88 |Croft Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS95 Dominique Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS96 Irene Bonn Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS97 Amoze Bonn Oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS98 |Tony Skelton Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS99 |Jock Schoeller Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Michele Clare
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS100 |Maddison Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS109 |[Sean Molloy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Stephen Victor
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS110 |Donoghue-Cox Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS113 |Sarah Allen Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Barbara Joan
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS114 |Chapman Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS135 |Cameron Loader oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS139 [Oscar Fransman oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Patrick Richard
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS143 [Forrester Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS156 [Pieter Lionel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS177 |John Colebrook oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS186 |Sheila McCabe oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS195 |[Felicity Jane Cains |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS196 |[Katie Isabel Holl oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS198 |Kenny Desmond Brefoppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS199 [Dawn Irene MacLearjoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS200 |Darryl Roots oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS201 |Robert Butler oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS202 |Donald Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS203 |lillian Gendall oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS204 |[Satvinder Sembhi |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS207 [Pamela Ingram oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS208 |Carolyn Walker oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS209 |Tanya Newman oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Gerard Robert
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS225 |Murphy Oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS241 |Peter Watts and Stegoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS242 |Sarah Louise Edmonqoppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS271 |[Thomas Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS272 [Trevor Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing William Peake
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS286 oppose
Mixed Housing Ivan Tottle
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS287 oppose
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Mixed Housing Andrea Frances
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Duncan
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS288 oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS305 |Garry Downs oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS306 |Fi Groves oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS308 [Mount St John Resid{oppose in
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS309 |Carolyn Reid oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS353 |[Christopher Lynch |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS355 [Wendy Ann Moffett [oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS356 |Tina Louise Lynch  |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS363 [Lynne Diane Butler |oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS388 |Pam Shearer oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS395 |Dawn Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS396 [Roma Bertasius oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS402 [Graham Dick oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS409 |Janet Grant oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS425 [Holly Purkis oppose
Mixed Housing Freemans Bay
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Residents
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS429 [Association oppose
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Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols St Mary’s Bay
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS437 |Association oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS438 [Chris Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS439 [Helen Cherry oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS440 [Darryl Gregory oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS456 |[Tom Birdsall oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Paul Willetts and
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS492 [Laurence Nash oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS503 [Erica Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS504 |Brett Hellier oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols Charlotte Adams-
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS506 |Drury oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS526 [Lydia Hewitt oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS529 [Wayne E R Russell [oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes [constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS530 |Allan Tyler oppose
Mixed Housing
Delete or amend objective H5.2 (10) to specifically refer to Beachlands only which is identified in the mapping control for transport Urban Zone H5 Obs & Pols
2041.18 Neilston Homes |constraints. provisions MHU Zone FS532 [John Francis Mather |oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS13

Keith Law

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS16

Robert Hay

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS17

Greg Jones

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS20

Dennis Michael
Simpson

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS21

Sarah Anne Kerr

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS23

Malcolm
MacDonald

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS24

Christopher DH.
Ross

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS26

Anita Jackson

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS27

Hugo Jackson

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS41

Simon Birkenhead

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS42

Bruce Lloyd Gilbert

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS44

Michael Gordon
Hillyer

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS45

Gaynor Steel

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS46

Mark Hardie

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS47

Sara Hardie

Oppose

159/6525



Auckland
Council y"’

Te Kaunihera o Tamaki Makaurayu S

sub#/point

Submitter name

Summary

Topic

Subtopic

Further
Sub #

Further Submitter

support/
oppose

2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS48

Richard Rolfe

Oppose

160/6525
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS49

William Akel and
Robyn Hughes

Oppose

161/6525
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS50

Martin Dobson

oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS51

Frederick Ball and
Josephine Ball

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS55

Gregory Edward
Jones

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS57

Alison Hunter

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS62

Deborah Cox

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS63

James Thompson
Hudson

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS64

Margo Jacqueline
Hudson

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS65

Matthew Philip
Dickinson

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS72

Sarah Hamilton
Kember

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS73

Simon Jeremy
Kember

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS77

Keith Maddison

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS79

Brendan Drury

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS80

Elizabeth
Westbrooke

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS81

Mark Grenville
Gascoigne

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS83

Heidi Baker

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS84

Julien Leys

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways;
(f) minimising adverse effects on the natural
environment, including restricting maximum
impervious area on a site to reduce the amount of
stormwater runoff generated by a development and
ensure that adverse effects on water quality, quantity
and amenity values are avoided or mitigated;

(g) requiring development to reduce the urban heat
island effects of development and respond to climate
change, by providing deep soil areas that enable the
growth of canopy trees;

(h) designing practical, sufficient space for residential
waste management; and

(i) designing practical, sufficient space for internal

Mixed Housing
Urban Zone
provisions

H5 Obs & Pols
MHU Zone

FS85

Raynor McMahon

Oppose
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2041.19

Neilston Homes

6A) Require development to achieve a built form that contributes to the planned outcomes of the zone
high-quality built environment outcomes by:

(a) maintaining reasonable privacy, outlook, daylight
and sunlight access to provide for the health and
safety of residents on-site;

(b) providing for residents’ safety and privacy while
enabling passive surveillance on the street;

(c) minimising visual dominance effects to adjoining
sites;

(d) maintaining a level of privacy, and sunlight and
daylight access for adjoining sites, commensurate
with the expectations of the zone;

(e) minimising visual dominance effects of carparking
and garage doors to streets and private accessways