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George Bramer

From: Unitary Plan
Sent: Thursday, 29 September 2022 11:30 pm
To: Unitary Plan
Subject: Unitary Plan Publicly Notified Submission - Plan Change 78 - Erin Lawn 

The following customer has submitted a Unitary Plan online submission. 

Contact details 

Full name of submitter: Erin Lawn 

Organisation name:  

Agent's full name:  

Email address: erin.lawn@gmail.com 

Contact phone number:  

Postal address: 

1050 

Submission details 

This is a submission to: 

Plan change number: Plan Change 78 

Plan change name: PC 78: Intensification 

My submission relates to 

Rule or rules: 
H3A.6.8. Height in relation to boundary 
H5.6.5 Height in relation to boundary 
H6.6.6 Height in relation to boundary 

Property address: 

Map or maps:  

Other provisions: 

Do you support or oppose the provisions you have specified? I or we oppose the specific provisions identified 

Do you wish to have the provisions you have identified above amended? Yes 

The reason for my or our views are: 
The MDRS Height in relation to boundary standards have the potential to result in significant effects on the daylight on 
adjoining properties. It is important that in assessing any effects of non-compliance with the standard it is explicit that 
effects on daylight should be considered. 

Non-compliance with the proposed Height in relation to boundary standard has the potential to have a significant 
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From: Erin Lawn
To: npsudhearings
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Error in summary of decision requested for Plan Change 78
Date: Monday, 13 March 2023 1:01:58 pm
Attachments: image001 png

Allocation of Hearing Topic Template FINAL 2023-03-13.pdf
PC78 1908 LawnE.pdf

Caution. Check email address is from a trusted sender before taking action or clicking on links.

Hi Sam

 

Thanks for speaking to me earlier on, it was really helpful.

 

I have attached the completed form, which I think I have completed correctly.  Please let me know if this needs amending.  I think my submission should be allocated to the MHU, THAB and LDRZ topics for the reason
outlined in the form.  I believe it has been incorrectly allocated to Topic 2 MDRS response and the evidence prepared for this hearing addresses my submission as seeking modification of the MDRS standard – which it is
not.  Do I need to prepare evidence and appear at the Topic 2 hearing on this point (in case my request to be allocated to the additional topics is rejected)?  I note that I need to prepare evidence for this hearing by 4pm today.

 

Also, I don’t believe that the issue only relates to being allocated to the incorrect topic.  I believe my submission has been incorrectly summarised as it states I am seeking to amend the MDRS height in relation to boundary
standard

1908.2 Erin Lawn erin.lawn@gmail.com
Amend MDRS height in relation to boundary standard to make in explicit that  effects on daylight on immediate neighbours
should be considered. MDRS response

MDRS - request
change to MDRS
(out of scope)

1908.3 Erin Lawn erin.lawn@gmail.com
Amend assessment of non-compliance of height in relation to boundary the same consideration to daylighting impacts is applied
as would be for buildings within the same site (by H5.6.13 and H6.6.14). MDRS response

MDRS - request
change to MDRS
(out of scope)

 

But the decision I sought specifically stated that I wanted the purpose of the standard amended not the standard amended (see below)

 

Doesn’t this mean that an errata to the summary of decisions requested needs to be prepared and notified?

 

Apologies again for noticing this at such a late stage.

 

Thanks again for your help

 

Erin Lawn

Have your say on Auckland Council's annual budget 2023 and 2024.
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