From: Mary Herrick

To: Mailroom Mailbox

Subject: Chapter 6 CRPS submission

Date: Monday, 15 February 2021 4:51:17 pm

Attachments: RMAForm5SubmissionFormProposedChangeltoChapter6oftheCRPS.pdf
Hi there,

Please find attached my submission.

Kind Regards,
May Herrick
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Regional Council
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified Proposed Change 1to
Chapter 6 of the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement

CLAUSE 6 OF SCHEDULE 1, RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991

Note to person making submission:

The submission period for Proposed Change 1to Chapter 6 of the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement
closes at 5pm Monday 15 February 2021.

To return this form you can:

o email it to mailroom@ecan.govt.nz (subject line: Chapter 6 CRPS submission)
e post it to Customer Services, Environment Canterbury, PO Box 345, Christchurch 8140

Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if at least one of the following applies to
the submission (or part of the submission):

e lItis frivolous or vexatious.

« It discloses no reasonable or relevant case.

e It would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further.
» It contains offensive language.

» Itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared
by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge or skill to give
expert advice on the matter.

To: Environment Canterbury

1. Submitter details
Please note: all fields marked with an asterisk (*) are required.

. Mary Herrick
Name of submitter(s)* y

. 432 Kerrs Road, Rolleston
Submitter address*

. Rolleston 7677
City/Town* Postcode*

Contact name (if different from above)

Contact organisation

Contact email address

Contact address (if different from above)

City/Town Postcode

Contact phone number

Please note that by making a submission your personal details, including your name and contact details, will be made publicly
available in accordance with the Resource Management Act 1991. While all information in your submission will be included in papers
which are available to the media and the public, your submission will be used only for the purpose of this process.





2. Trade competition declaration* (Please tick the statement that applies)

| could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

I:IYes E No

If yes: | am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that
(a) adversely effects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

DYes D No

Note: If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission,
your right to make a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource
Management Act 1991.





3. Submission details*

D I am enclosing further supporting information in addition to this submission form.

Provision to which my/our
submission relates:

(Please specify the provision or other aspect of the
proposed change your submission relates to)

My/our position on this
provision is:
(Select one option)

My/our reasons for supporting/opposing
the amended provisions are:

The decision I/we want is:

(Please specify if you want the provision
to be retained, amended or deleted)

Further land should be rezoned for new
developments in greater Christchurch to meet
future demand.

|:| Oppose in part
E’ Oppose in full

|:|Support in part
@Support in full

Rolleston is a desirable place to work, live and play. It has great
shops, schools, parks, infrastructure and facilities. The land
prices are also more affordable than Christchurch City. There is
currently little to no residential land available to build on in
Rolleston. Rolleston has good public transport, which will only
get better as there are proposals for buses to run more
frequently and a business case around mass rapid transit (light
rail) is due to be released later this year. Once the Hughes
Developments (1,000 homes), Gould Group (660 homes),
Carter Group (2,100 homes) subdivisions are complete there
will be very little future residential development land left around
Rolleston.

More land around Rolleston needs to be
earmarked for future residential
development. A quarter of the orange
future development area around
Rolleston on Map A will likely be sold in
the next year (made up of the Westwood,
Faringdon subdivision and the West
Village Faringdon subdivision). If the
remaining area of future development
land gets developed at the same pace, all
of the future development areas around
Rolleston could be developed in the next
4 years.

6.3.7 Residential Location, Yield and
Intensification.

Subject to Policy 5.3.4 and Policy 6.3.12,
residential greenfield priority area development
shall occur in accordance with Map A.

EI Oppose in part
D Oppose in full

|:|Support in part
DSupport in full

Rolleston requires more residential greenfield development
areas in Map A. In February 2021 there was little to no land
available in Rolleston for new residential builds. The orange
coloured areas in Map A around Rolleston will likely be
developed and sold within the next five years or so, which will
mean that there will be no residential greenfield areas left to
develop around Rolleston. Further residential greenfield
development areas around Rolleston should be identified now.
https://www.rnz.co.nz/news/national/435131/selwyn-land-secti
ons-being-snapped-up

Further residential greenfield
development areas around Rolleston
should be identified and added to Map A.
For Rolleston, Map A is very similar to
the 2009 Rolleston Structure Plan. With
the rapid development and expansion of
Rolleston over the last 12 years, Map A
and the Rolleston Structure Plan should
be updated to allow for more growth in
the future, otherwise Rolleston could run
out of residential greenfield land in the
next five years or so.






2. Submission details*

6.3.12 Future Development Areas @ Oppose in part The Selwyn District Council should be able to identify future If the Christchurch City Council (CCC) is
Enable urban development in the Future D Ovpose in full development areas on its own. The Christchurch City Council is | found to be unreasonably opposing
Development Areas identified on Map A, in the PP a partner in the Greater Christchurch Partnership, yet made a future developments in the Selwyn
following circumstances: D Support in part submission in November 2020 opposing a proposed residential District, especially when those
1. It is demonstrated, through monitoring of land subdivision and development in Rolleston. If this proposed | developments have been planned for
housing and business development capacity and |:| Support in full subdivision was declined, residential land prices in Christchurch | more than 10 years, then perhaps the
sufficiency carried out collaboratively by the and Selwyn would increase, which would worsen the housing Greater Christchurch Partnership (of
Greater Christchurch Partnership, that there is a affordability crisis. The land had been earmarked for future which CCC is a member) should not be
need to provide further feasible development development back in the 2009 Rolleston Structure Plan. in charge of deciding if more
capacity through the zoning of additional land in a development areas and the rezoning of
district plan to address a shortfall in the https://www.stuff.co.nz/the-press/news/123429830/plans-for-ne | additional land are required in the Selwyn
sufficiency of feasible residential development arly-1000-new-rolleston-homes-opposed-over-transport-and-la District. The Selwyn District Council
capacity to meet the medium term targets set out... nd-use-worries should be able to decide this for itself.

I:l Oppose in part

|:| Oppose in full

|:| Support in part

I:I Support in full
. . . . . Mary Herrick 14 February 2021

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

Note: A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.

1@ Environment

Canterbury

Regional Council
haveyoursay.ecan.govt.nz/chapter6CRPS Kaunihera Taiao ki Waitaha
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