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  #1688 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Kimberly Sumner  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

This does nothing in Freemans By to support more affordable housing, but instead is a free pass 

for developers to ruin heritage building and some of NZ's oldest homes (100 years++!) in NZ. An 

unintended consequence of this sort of distance would foster inner city slums and ruin Auckland 

heritage architecture. 

The unitary plan already had done a good job of finding a middle ground, and this sort of blanket 

catchment is not well thought out.  

Streets in Freemans Bay and St Marys Bay are also very narrow, and housing is already extremely 

intensified. The streets are too narrow for this sort of intensification, and it would impact on light 

significantly. To move from a heritage zone to a zone that allows this intensification makes no 

sense at all, and only supports wealthy apartment owners plus developers. 

 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

 please see above - This does nothing in Freemans By to support more affordable housing, but 

instead is a free pass for developers to ruin heritage building and some of NZ's oldest homes (100 

years++!) in NZ. An unintended consequence of this sort of distance would foster inner city slums 

and ruin Auckland heritage architecture. 

The unitary plan already had done a good job of finding a middle ground, and this sort of blanket 

catchment is not well thought out.  

Streets in Freemans Bay and St Marys Bay are also very narrow, and housing is already extremely 

intensified. The streets are too narrow for this sort of intensification, and it would impact on light 

significantly. To move from a heritage zone to a zone that allows this intensification makes no 

sense at all, and only supports wealthy apartment owners plus developers. 

 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

Auckland city already has an incredible well thought out document that was extremely well 

researched and consulted on - the Auckland Unitary Plan. It strikes the right balance around 

important issues such as intensification, public transport and preserving irreplaceable Auckland 

heritage.  Yes Auckland is a growing city and needs more housing but a black/white approach 
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doesn't serve anyone - instead the Auckland Unitary Plan should remain the guiding document.  

an amazing document that was well consulted on and well researched. Please save our Unitary 

Plan! 

 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

Terrace housing works so long as it provides parking and recreational areas for the community.  

Apartment buildings are (and have proven to be) the future slums of Auckland. Preserve our low 

to medium rise city, it's a beautiful city, and the well thought out Auckland Unitary Plan has a lot 

to do with this. Let's keep respecting the Auckland Unitary Plan as our guiding document. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

None of this considers the new working environment, the large pockets of poor quality housing 

stock that needs to ungraded to provide healthy homes for our families and older population. The 

unintended consequences are so detrimental without addressing what would create a better, 

healthier city. All this does is green lights large expensive apartments for those that are able to 

well afford good homes. 
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Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

It is incredible stressful to communities to think a 6 plus story could be built as of right on a 

homes northern boundary 1 metre from a heritage dwelling. Especially when community rate 

paying members have worked so hard with existing heritage requirements.  

The streets are too narrow for this sort of intensification, and it would impact on light 

significantly. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think more areas or parts of areas should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 
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 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1689 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: dave fermah  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?   

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres?  

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops?  

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility?  

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility?  
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The heritage areas of St Marys Bay and Freemans Bay have been protected for decades. 

Significant time , effort and cost has gone into protecting these historical areas.  40 years of work 

and 120 years of heritage will be lost.  

The density of land is already at 300m2 average so density is already 50% higher than most areas 

of Auckland . The fabric of the community is based on this heritage and density and that is why  

HLC (Hobsonville Point) used  St Marys Bay as its base guide when working out street frontage 

widths and density. HLC urban designers stated they used St Marys Bay template as it was one 

where residents where the happiest with their neighbourhood in Auckland . The same applies to 

adjoining Freemans Bay -Arthur and Wood St. 
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AT is seeking to remove carparks on Ponsonby Rd and the new planning for NPS-UD is to remove 

carparking for new developments . The Streets are narrow and already full of residents cars as 

many villas have no off street parking. The combination of AT forcing diners cars onto side streets 

at the same time as new developments cramming cars onto same side streets will lead to severe 

congestion. It may impact fire truck emergency service access on side streets. 

Finally , with my developers hat on, I cannot see how any great amount of development can take 

place. 8 to 10 storey development land is bought by developers at aprox $5000m2, St Marys and 

Freemans Bay villa sites will cost aprox $17,000m2. Will someone pay significantly more to live in 

a St Marys apartment then say North wharf or Double grammar zone Newmarket to cover this 

triple land cost ? My developer gut feel is no and what is most likely is the odd site may be 

developed where an owner/developer has owned the land for decades and its cost is low . All the 

adhoc odd apartment will do,  is destroy the urban landscape as the odd 6 level apartment 

springs up.This is what occurred with the Herne Bay twin towers decades ago. If anywhere  West of 

Pt Erin Park is where the non-heritage hodge podge of modern , recent houses or flats are with 

little aesthetic value.  

Having been a resident of all these suburbs-Herne bay, St Marys Bay and Freemans Bay as well 

being a professional property developer, who deals in unban design on subdivisions, including  

building infill brown field developments  and as such has some understanding of these matters,  if 

Auckland Council allows this , it will be looked on as one of the worst planning blunders of this 

century. You had it pretty much right with the unitary plan.  Higher density of this magnitude does 

not belong in historical Freemans Bay or St Marys Bay. 

 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

keep it simple , heritage overlay trumps other zoning criteria 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  
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This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Already issues wastewater overflows due to non separation 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

agree with above 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 
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any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1698 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Matt Sumner  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

This does nothing in Freemans By to support more affordable housing, but instead is a free pass 

for developers to ruin heritage building and some of NZ's oldest homes (100 years++!) in NZ. An 

unintended consequence of this sort of distance would foster inner city slums and ruin Auckland 

heritage architecture. The unitary plan already had done a good job of finding a middle ground, 

and this sort of blanket catchment is not well thought out. Streets in Freemans Bay and St Marys 

Bay are also very narrow, and housing is already extremely intensified. The streets are too narrow 

for this sort of intensification, and it would impact on light significantly. To move from a heritage 

zone to a zone that allows this intensification makes no sense at all, and only supports wealthy 

apartment owners plus developers. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

 see above - This does nothing in Freemans By to support more affordable housing, but instead is 

a free pass for developers to ruin heritage building and some of NZ's oldest homes (100 years++!) 

in NZ. An unintended consequence of this sort of distance would foster inner city slums and ruin 

Auckland heritage architecture. 

The unitary plan already had done a good job of finding a middle ground, and this sort of blanket 

catchment is not well thought out.  

Streets in Freemans Bay and St Marys Bay are also very narrow, and housing is already extremely 

intensified. The streets are too narrow for this sort of intensification, and it would impact on light 

significantly. To move from a heritage zone to a zone that allows this intensification makes no 

sense at all, and only supports wealthy apartment owners plus developers. 

 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

Auckland city already has an incredible well thought out document that was extremely well 

researched and consulted on - the Auckland Unitary Plan. It strikes the right balance around 

important issues such as intensification, public transport and preserving irreplaceable Auckland 

heritage. Yes Auckland is a growing city and needs more housing but a black/white approach 

doesn't serve anyone - instead the Auckland Unitary Plan should remain the guiding document. an 

amazing document that was well consulted on and well researched. Please save our Unitary Plan! 
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Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

Terrace housing works so long as it provides parking and recreational areas for the community. 

Apartment buildings are (and have proven to be) the future slums of Auckland. Preserve our low 

to medium rise city, it's a beautiful city, and the well thought out Auckland Unitary Plan has a lot 

to do with this. Let's keep respecting the Auckland Unitary Plan as our guiding document. 

 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

None of this considers the new working environment, the large pockets of poor quality housing 

stock that needs to ungraded to provide healthy homes for our families and older population. The 

unintended consequences are so detrimental without addressing what would create a better, 

healthier city. All this does is green lights large expensive apartments for those that are able to 

well afford good homes. 
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Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

It is incredible stressful to communities to think a 6 plus story could be built as of right on a 

homes northern boundary 1 metre from a heritage dwelling. Especially when community rate 

paying members have worked so hard with existing heritage requirements. The streets are too 

narrow for this sort of intensification, and it would impact on light significantly. 

 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
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8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think more areas or parts of areas should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 
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 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1705 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Rick Federkeil  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
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8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 
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 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

None of these other qualifying matters should exist. Viewshafts are NOT important, housing for 

people is important. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1729 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Simon Kember  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

The whole concept is based on false premise that the CBD will revert back to what it was. Covid 

has changed the landscape and the obsession with an increasing central population is based on 

obsolete info. 

All the policy does is destroy heritage and communities. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 

 being able to walk to the CBD is not going to require more intensity. NZ's population will remain 

static and the need to house thousands more people nearer to the CBD based on obsolete 

thoughts. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 
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Tell us why 

This is not the way we live in NZ. People come here to escape high rise intense cities. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

Once again, based on completely false assumptions as to population growth around the CBD. 

There will be many vacant office buildings ripe for conversion for those who want to live in the city 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

 
26



  

Tell us why 

The targeted areas are vibrant communities with expensive housing in good condition. Leave 

those areas alone and concentrate on the areas of Auckland where the housing is substandard and 

the land should be redeveloped.  

Apartments are not communities anywhere in the world. this policy will result in the wholesale 

destruction of communities. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? I don't know 

Tell us why 

I don't think the infrastructure is there to support any more intensification near the CBD. It will 

make apartments prohibitive in price because of cost and development contributions. Also with 

no carpark, no one is going to buy them anyway. The market for apartments without a carpark is 
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dead and will never revive.  Developers only got a few away  because with cheap money available, 

they could sell anything. Now purchasers are regretting their decision. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1758 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Paul Forder  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

This is far too far. There needs to be greater consideration of the needs of the elderly especially 

when they can no longer drive and their walking ability declines. The elderly walk more slowly and 

the distance they can walk reduces. The number of over 65's is increasing rapidly and they should 

not be overlooked. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

 There needs to be greater consideration of the needs of the elderly especially when they can no 

longer drive and their walking ability declines. The elderly walk more slowly and the distance they 

can walk reduces. The number of over 65's is increasing rapidly and they should not be 

overlooked. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why  

There needs to be greater consideration of the needs of the elderly especially when they can no 

longer drive and their walking ability declines. The elderly walk more slowly and the distance they 

can walk reduces. The number of over 65's is increasing rapidly and they should not be 

overlooked. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 
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Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

I support so long as this policy doesn't lead to the destruction of heritage and classic residential 

properties. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

I support so long as this policy doesn't lead to the destruction of heritage and classic residential 

properties. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 
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within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Absolutely endorse. We cannot allow special character areas (heritage properties) to be destroyed 

for new modern housing as the city will loss its vibe and its soul. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

There are insufficient areas identified as a qualifying matter. As the city ages so do the ages of the 

properties. We should not destroy properties which will become of heritage and special character 

properties in the future. Once destroyed they cannot be restored. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think more areas or parts of areas should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

It is important to retain business properties which have special character. So many major overseas 

cities have great old buildings with significant architectural character which attract tourists. 

Auckland should ensure it does not lose business properties of special character. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 
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We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Auckland should not have greater intensification in areas which lack adequate infrastructure. 

Maximum height limits should be reduced so the infrastructure is not over burdened - this is all 

too common at present. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

It is absolutely essential Ridgeline Protection Overlay; Local Public Views Overlay; Auckland War 

Memorial Museum Viewshaft; Stockade Hill Viewshaft: Character Buildings in the CBD and the 

existing built from controls in the CBD are included in the qualifying matters as proposed.  I would 

add a number of Auckland's volcanic cones to the qualifying category: specifically Mt Eden, Mt 

Wellington, Mt Hobson, One Tree Hill, Mt Victoria and North Head. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 
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any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1760 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Nikolas Rusten  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

I think this is a shameless attempt to protect the interests of very few very well-off property 

owners in our wealthiest and most desirable areas. We have heritage protection for particular 

buildings, which should be the extent of this sort of protection. Who are you to tell people or 

developers in particular neighbourhoods, which tend to be the most desirable and well-

connected, that they can't construct a particular building? Cut this out, it's absolutely absurd. A 

city is not a museum to be preserved and has to be developed to meet the needs of a growing 

population. Stop trying to preserve areas like Grey Lynn, Ponsonby, Herne Bay, Mount Eden, and 

Kingsland. It's absolutely shameless and transparent corruption. 
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7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are areas that should not be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

This is an absolute disgrace. You're attempting to preserve the most desirable and well-connected 

areas, such as areas around Ponsonby Road, for the benefit of an extreme minority. This is 

absolutely corrupt and I lack the words to adequately express my frustration. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think less areas should be identified as a qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

You should be ashamed of your corrupt attempt to preserve a city, a place where people live, as 

though it were a museum. Heritage protections already exist for historically significant buildings. 

Leave it there. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

Invest to upgrade the infrastructure in these areas. I have no trust in Auckland Council to apply 

this principle in good faith. 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1767 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Nick McCabe  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

We need to retain the character of Aucklands older suburbs 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 
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10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1775 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: James Charlton  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 

 

 
45



  

1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

I have lived in Greylynn for 30 years and worked at AUT for 25 of those. Everyday I have walked to 

work. A 30 minute walk. I often meet a colleague who walks from Meola Rd on the way. A 15 

minute catchment area is to small increase to 40 minutes 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Other 
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Tell us why 

The special character boundaries seem to have been applied crudely without anyone actually 

looking at the properties. I own a property on the corner of Richmond rd, Lincoln and John st. 

Greylynn. In 1992 I made alteration that were contrary to the authenticity of character 

requirements then in place.  I was grants resource consent because the old commercial brick 

building is clearly not of historical interest and does not fit the special character of ponsonby. I 

have now been designated as in the special character zone once again as is the AEPB building 

across the road. My building  has consistently been mixed use even though the council saw fit to 

change that to residential. It is part of the Richmond road business area and shops that don’t have 

special character. Being a corner site it is an ideal location for mixed multi story development. 

Cases like this suggest the zoning has been crudely applied and is in this case working against its 

objectives. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1790 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Seamus Oloan  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

Don't support, don't build medium or high density properties in Central suburbs of Auckland 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 

 Don't support 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

Don't support 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

Do not support at all... 
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Get terrace housing out of Central suburbs.. our streets are already packed with cars..and there is 

no way the sewage systems and current water systems are able to handle your proposed plans.  

Don't give the excuse that people can use public transport..  because people won't use it... 

Auckland council workers don't even use it, look how many cars you have on the street!  

Stop making it acceptable to tear down beautiful old homes to put ugly terrace housing. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

Don't support at all... no more terrace housing in Auckland.. if you need to build.. go build, west.. 

north or south,where there is land..  

Stop ruining inner city suburbs 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  
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The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Stop ruining our suburbs with terrible terrace housing.  

The suburbs are busy enough.  

Stop allowing subdivisions too... keep Auckland suburbs as they should be.. one house..with a 

backyard... 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

As above... stop building terrace housing or apartments. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 
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9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter?  

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1793 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Niki Bezzant  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

It will allow (hopefully) for more affordable housing types to be built. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

I support this but not at the expense of heritage and historic buildings. I would hate to see our 

acrhitectural history being lost in the cause of allowing modern buildings whose main purpose is 

to make money for developers. I think heritage protections still need to be maintained. 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Absolutely support keeping special character areas. Heritage buildings cannot be replaced once 

they're gone. Please also keep character buildings in CBD. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 
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Tell us why 

It seems to strike a balance between development and heritage preservation. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

This seems sensible - it's a recipe for disaster to build intense developments when there is not 

infrastructure to support it. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 
58



  

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Character and small residential buildings in the city centre zone need special protection. I live in 

one of these (Brooklyn, Emily Place). The proposal to remove all height limits in the CBD worries 

me. As we are in the business central city zone, it seems to me our small, historic building could 

be overshadowed (literally - removing all of our sunlight) by very tall buildings in nearby blocks, 

eg Anzac Ave. Please make sure when you put these new height rules into place that you give 

special consideration and attention to surrounding residential buildings, and I request that you do 

not remove height limits in a blanket way across the whole zone. Sun and light are essential 

elements of wellbeing and enjoyment of life. I love living in my small pocket of the CBD and I think 

if more residents are to be encouraged into the city, it needs to feel like a neigbourhood, not just a 

business zone. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1797 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Mary Kisler  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

I walk from Pember Reeves Street to Auckland Art Gallery on a regular basis, and did so for 21 

years from the bottom end of Ponsonby Terrace, on the opposite side of Ponsonby Rd. This walk 

takes 25 minutes at a brisk walk, and I defy anyone to walk it in 10-15 minutes. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

 In Central Auckland there is already an agglomeration of relatively ugly but utilitarian high rise 

housing around the ridges of Nelson and Hobson St, and therefore there is nothing of architectural 

value left to preserve. Therefore I support high density structures around this area and down to 

Fanshaw St and the edge of Victoria Park 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

the way you have structured this survey allows no explanation. Of course people should live near 

rapid transit stops, but if the city is to be liveable, and both the National and Labour parties seem 

determined to make Auckland as bland and lacking of diversity as possible, there has to be far 

more room for variations of environment. This plan as it stands aims to basically wipe out major 

heritage areas without any redress or imaginative approach to planning. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 
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Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

See comment above. Also, one thing Covid has taught us, is that not that many people go in to the 

central city any  more. Business hubs can be created anywhere, and equally, can be maintained at 

home. Auckland Council is working hard to try and make the central city more inviting, but the 

damage was done years ago, and current approaches, apart from the waterfront, are merely 

cosmetic for the great part. In fact, Ponsonby Rd and its environs attract far more foot traffic than 

Queen St. If any councillor has walked around Freemans Bay, they would note that the streets are 

full of people walking, cycling, running etc - these people do so because it is a beautiful area to 

spend time in. I don't see the same activity in Queen St. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

Again one can support this in theory, but what if there is a beautiful heritage house in the way? 

Under this plan that building would have no protection. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 
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‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

This is of ultimate importance if we are to protect our heritage. I have lived in Parnell, Ponsonby 

and Freemans Bay - all areas of special character, where home owners have spent years restoring 

and maintaining what are now considered heritage houses. More importantly, especially in 

Ponsonby and Freemans Bay, owners have created gardens that act as the lungs of Auckland City 

in a way public parks are unable to do. This proposal as it stands would allow the beautiful houses 

and gardens of Freemans Bay to be removed, creating a barren and unliveable environment long 

term. One only has to look at developments overseas to see failed examples of high density 

housing, and at the same time, as global warming takes a firm hold on the world, architects, 

garden designers and real thinkers about what a liveable community looks like, are trying to 

reinstate what was once taken away. Once these environments have been destroyed and replaced 

by high density housing, which inevitably means the removal of the plant, insect and animal 

diversity found in local gardens - our suburbs become less liveable. Getting to work quickly should 

not be the criteria on which these decisions are made. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

I fail to understand why Herne Bay should be protected, but St Mary's Bay and Freemans Bay 

should not. I know the residents of Herne Bay are richer, and so probably have more political 

clout, but they have also proved to be a nest of anti-vaxxers who don't feel responsibility for their 

wider community. Ponsonby, Freemans Bay and St Mary's Bay are the opposite. Everyday during 

our lockdowns I have walked the streets of all these suburbs, and know people who live in them, 

so I do  not make the claim about Herne Bay lightly. Those suburbs whose character you wish to 

eradicate have mixed housing, some of it social; a mixture of ages and ethnic backgrounds - what 

you should be calling a real community. By eradicating this complex mixture to create high rise 

buildings with no thought to community I believe would wipe out this diversity. The gardens alone, 
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many with fine mature trees, make these suburbs a joy for all to live in, including those less 

financially well off. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think more areas or parts of areas should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

But this should go further.  As it is in Freemans Bay, we pay for a car park in the street, but there 

are many times when one has to drive around several streets to find a free space. The buildings 

that can be constructed under the current proposal do not supply parking - it is assumed that 

those with cars can park in the street. But what if you have to have a car to get to work, because 

there is no public transport that can take you there? And what if the public transport system that 

exists often fails to get you to a location on time? For example, if you take the Inner or Outer Link 

into the city, more often than not the bus will grind to a halt at Victoria Park, and you sit there for 

up to 20 minutes until either a new driver arrives, or the driver is allowed to begin the run again. 

We live in what is usually a very wet city in winter, and while it is fine to walk or cycle to work on 

fine days, you only have to catch the bus in inclement weather to realise that most people have 

sensibly taken the bus instead. 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1805 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Jerry Dowling  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

I think a 10 minute walk from the edge of the city centre is more appropriate than a 15 minute 

walk. I don't think there is a difference between willingness to walk to the city centre vs a 

metropolitan centre. I think they both should be 10 minutes / 800m. Also the topography away 

from the city centre (which is in a basin) makes walking much less attractive (and therefore likely 

to be shorter desirable distance) towards the ridge lines around its fringe. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 I agree that an 800m catchment around metropolitan centres is appropriate. As above, I think the 

city centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

I agree that an 800m catchment around rapid transit is appropriate. As above, I think the city 

centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 
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4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 
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Tell us why 

Special Character Areas are an enormously valuable part of Auckland's city fabric. It would be an 

absolute disgrace if these were lost. They are what makes this city special. Removing special 

character areas would do nothing to solve the current housing crisis. Most houses in special 

character areas are on very small sites (less than 300m2) and in individual land ownership making 

them infeasible / uneconomic to develop en masse - this is particularly true in Freeman's Bay, 

where steep topography also constrains yield and economic viability. A THAB zone would enable 

one off blocks on isolated sites that would contribute virtually nothing to Auckland's housing 

stock but would significantly detract from the special character of heritage neighbourhoods. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

My submission focuses on Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Ryle Street and Georgina Street in 

Freeman's Bay. I think these streets should be included in the area identified as Special Character 

Qualifying Matters. I have attached photos and a summary table of the houses on these streets. In 

my view more than 75% of them should be considered as having special character. I strongly 

request that these streets be reconsidered for inclusion in the special character qualifying matter 

area. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 
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9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

I strongly support including areas with long-term infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter. 

I understand that Council does not have infinite funds. where there are not enough funds for 

required infrastructure, development should not proceed. I think Council should have more power 

to decline applications for development in areas where infrastructure is not affordable. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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27 April 2022 

SUBMISSION – Government’s new housing rules 

SUBMITTER – Ida Dowling,  

CONTACT DETAILS –  

Please read in conjunction with my attached submission. 

Additional information regarding Question 7 – Proposed Residential Special Character Areas 

Survey of residential dwellings on Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Ryle Street, Georgina Street 

Wood Street 

Street Number Heritage? Street Number Heritage? 

15 Y 8 Y 

17 Y 10 Y 

19 Y Costley St 

21 Y Costley Reserve 

23 Y 

25 Y 

27 Y 

29 Y 20 Y 

31 Y 22 Y 

33 Y 24 N 

35 Y Elizabeth St 

37 Y 28 N 

39 N 30 Y 

41 Y 32 Y 

43 N 34 Y 

45 Y Pensioner Housing 

Pember house Ryle St 

Pember Reeves 40 Y 

51 Y 42 Y 

53 N 44 Y 

55 Y 46 Y 

1/57 
2/57 

N Gunson St 

61 N 48 Y 

63 Y 50 Y 

65 Y 52 N 

67 Y 

69 Y 

YES 20 75% 13 77% 

NO 5 3 

TOTAL 

YES 33 76% 

NO 8 

Elizabeth Street 

Street Number Heritage? Street Number Heritage? 

2 Y 1 Y 

#1805

 
71



4 Y 
 

3 Y 

10 Y 
 

5 Y 

12 Y 
 

7 Y 

14 Y 
 

9 Y 

16 Y 
 

11 Y    
13 N    
15 Y 

     

TOTAL 
   

YES 13 
   

NO 1 
   

TOTAL % 92% 
   

Elizabeth Street  
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Georgina Street  
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Ryle Street  
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Wood Street  
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  #1809 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Luke Elliott  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

This is good, and well-reflects and easily walkable and cyclable distance that people actually do 

use currently 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 If access to rapid transit (800m walkable catchments) provides access to the metro centres by 

way of walk and public transport, then surely people would be willing to walk slightly further to 

directly access these centres (rather than catching PT). This should be 1000m. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

This aligns well with best-practice planning 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
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This could be further; 600m could be sensible (following a descending pattern of 200m 

increments, as proposed in my other comment). 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

This could be further; 600m could be sensible (following a descending pattern of 200m 

increments, as proposed in my other comment). 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 

Many SCAs cover highly desirable areas that are perfect for further intensification. They are within 

the walkable catchments of key centres and stations. Retaining them goes against government 

policy, and it further reinforces inequitable outcomes related to zoning and property-related 

wealth. SCAs are purely base on aesthetic values, which the NPS-UD points out are not universally 

shared. Other people may well value newer character of intensified developments that should be 

enabled in these areas. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1817 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Andrew Bull  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

If it means overriding special character zones I am not in favour of it. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres?  

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility?  

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

What has changed in the special character zones - why  are they no longer special??  The council 

has not given a reason. 

It is illogical. Please re read the statements in the unity plan that outline the reasons these areas 

are identified summarised in 15.1.7.2.2.. 
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"The area collectively reflects an important aspect, or is representative, of a significant period and 

pattern of community development within the region or locality....." 

Obviously, I support retaining Ponsonby as a special character zone - well done!  but I fail to see 

why most of St Mary's Bay and parts of Freeman's bay have suddenly changed to high density 5-6 

level areas. 

Changing the most of St Mary's Bay (a very attractive single house zone currently and the reason 

most of the owners bought there) to high density 6 level apartments/terrace housing will utterly 

ruin the character of this protected neighbourhood. The current scale should remain and should 

be preserved as an historic area, the special  character is   

(and should always be) a qualifying.  

Take a look at sydneys eastern suburbs to see how this plan will be disastrous for these 2 suburbs 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

See  above. 

Also, the special character zone should encompass the entire western end of Herne Bay bounded 

by the streets of Jervois rd , Herne Bay rd and Marine Parade has been removed ( red overlay) . 

There is no need to change this and change the "interior" sections to mixed house urban zone - in 

fact currently many sections on the the following roads - Bella Vista rd, Wolseley Ave, Upton St, 

Galatea tce have demolition rules applied to them which speaks to the architectural merit and 

streetscape significance. 

Please refer to Special Character Areas Overlay – Residential: Isthmus B – Herne Bay. See map 

below. 

This entire end of herne bay should remain 2 storey single dwelling residential not the change to 

the urban zone of MDRS. 

This will form part a formal submission following any plan change in this area.  

 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified?  

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 
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We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter?  

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

 
92



  

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1832 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Jim Patterson  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Other 

Tell us why 

This needs to be expanded to include coastal areas more extensively 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Other 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

I oppose the the government's densification plans in areas where infrastructure is inadequate. In 

Herne Bay for example we are years away from even achieving separation of storm water and 

sewage (resulting in discharge of sewage and sanitary products into the harbour) and connection 

to the Central Interceptor now seems unlikely for a decade. This is before you even begin to 

consider capacity of other social infrastructure to absorb the population increases (schools, 

healthcare etc). 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 
98



  

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Ridgeline Protection Overlay: Coastal protection areas need to be expanded so that we don't end 

up with swathes of 3-6 story buildings ruining the ridgeline either form water or land. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1835 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Aaron Richardson  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

By definition this catchments already exist , and intensification puts more pressure on locations 

with limited amenities and parking 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 

 By definition this catchments already exist , and intensification puts more pressure on locations 

with limited amenities and parking 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 
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Proximity to 'jobs shops and businesses' is not necessarily the best criteria for intensification. 

People need life enhancing amenities. Not just to be close to work. Supermarket, grocer , cafe, 

doctor. Parking. Green space. Not all urban neighbourhoods are well equipped with these things. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

Proximity to 'jobs shops and businesses' is not necessarily the best criteria for intensification. 

People need life enhancing amenities. Not just to be close to work. Supermarket, grocer , cafe, 

doctor. Parking. Green space. Not all urban neighbourhoods are well equipped with these things. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 
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6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Assessing special character as it is done currently is invaluable in protecting our heritage. We 

have very little of it. It will be a disaster if it is disregarded in some of our most historic 

neighbourhoods 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

St Marys Bay is one of the countries oldest and most historically significant suburbs with 

numerous buildings of heritage significance. A lot of those can now be replaced with 6 story 

apartment buildings if this goes ahead. It will be a disaster. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Other 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1857 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: James Ulbrick  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think less areas should be identified as a qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 
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10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1866 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Sharyn Barberel  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

Ultimately this makes the city more liveable and accessible for people who work there, but also 

means that more affordable housing options are available close to where people work with this 

sort of framework.  Land-hogging NIMBYs with big sections for their one house are part of the 

problem when it comes to inflated property prices, and given many appear to be retired are 

potentially blocking that opportunity to minimise transport, pollution and walkable/cyclable 

options for people working in the city to get to the city. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 Same as above - copied here... Ultimately this makes the city more liveable and accessible for 

people who work there, but also means that more affordable housing options are available close 

to where people work with this sort of framework.  Land-hogging NIMBYs with big sections for 

their one house are part of the problem when it comes to inflated property prices, and given many 

appear to be retired are potentially blocking that opportunity to minimise transport, pollution and 

walkable/cyclable options for people working in the city to get to the city. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

It just makes sense for people to walk to the station and not have to drive past lots of large 

properties and continue polluting the city. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 
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Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

same as above... Ultimately this makes the city more liveable and accessible for people who work 

there, but also means that more affordable housing options are available close to where people 

work with this sort of framework.  Land-hogging NIMBYs with big sections for their one house are 

part of the problem when it comes to inflated property prices, and given many appear to be 

retired are potentially blocking that opportunity to minimise transport, pollution and 

walkable/cyclable options for people working in the city to get to the city.   even Timaru is starting 

to put up apartment type building near their main drag for those who want the convenience of 

that lifestyle 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

Agree per above.  Look, if people are able to walk or cycle and reduce commute times and have a 

less stressful and less polluting way of engaging in their local community near where they work 

then it is only good for the environment. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 
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‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Support, but only as long as it is applied sensibly and doesnt result in large tracts of land with 

rotting old overpriced villas.  If something is to be deemed special character then those who 

occupy the area need to be maintaining the character - effectively they should be custodians to 

maintain this for the future, otherwise what is the point? 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

It seems to be a sensible balance of progress versus character.   I would question how long can an 

area be special character if the homes are unable to be maintained or fall into disrepair.  To my 

point above, it only works if those who want to live there maintain it. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Newmarket should not have any special character overlays - it needs significant upzoning and 

modernisation reflecting its 'second CBD' status.    

Sandringhman / Grey Lynn town centres are fairly tired/run down compared to the residential 

neighbourhoods that surround them - think the SCAs should also be removed in those areas. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 
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We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Noone wants to see resources plundered or overloaded and potential environmental 

consequences, or the potentially for even greater cost in the future from not managing the loading 

appropriately. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
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Broadly support this.   Regarding allowing sunlight into Aotea square etc agree with this, but in 

terms of new builds, especially the very tall type ones like Seascape and Pacifica and potential 

others like them that may be built in the future, consideration should be given to other residents 

in neighbouring apartment buildings and sunlight.  while it is inevitable apartment buildings will 

have some sunlight obstruction in the city at certain times of the year, infilling the innercity with 

more very tall buildings will have an impact on the freshness and heating of others homes. 

The final comment I would like to make is in regards to noise and construction in these more 

dense housing zones including  the inner city/CBD.  Many people have bought into the idea of 

living close to where they work or local entertainment/restaurants but find that without some sort 

of additional residential "zoning" of neighbourhoods of apartments or denser housing in the inner 

city that we are not afforded the same quiet enjoyment noise restrictions as people in the 

suburbs.  If we are to build up the density further then it would be good to be very clear about 

some zones of the CBD/city being "residential" neighbourhoods with clear controls so that they 

remain an attractive place to live, where you are not being disturbed 24/7 with construction just 

because it is in the business zone.  If we are to support thriving communities in these new denser 

housing environments, then we need to ensure that people are still able to feel it is residential as 

opposed to a construction zone after hours/on weekends.  This will be critical as this plan and 

proposal implements in the future. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1868 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Richard Rolfe  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

Only a small percentage of people work in the CBD. There should be no walkable catchment. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 

 Only a small percentage of people work in the CBD. There should be no walkable catchment. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

I live in a street which is currently zoned as a character street surrounded by villas built circa 

1900. I am very upset that the proposal will take away the character zoning. The thought of having 

a 6 story apartment building next to me blocking my light, effecting my view and congesting the 

narrow streets. Historical architecture should be preserved, there seems to be little regard for 

historical architecture in the proposed plan which will result in a great loss for the city.  
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I chose to buy in a character neighborhood and  have spent my working life  slowly upgrading and 

maintaining my villa, I feel like my life's work will be of little to no value if these proposed changes 

take place.  I enjoy walking around my neighborhood as I appreciate the old architecture. If these 

changes take place I will look to move to a country where they value historical architecture. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

I live in a street in Freemans Bay which is currently zoned as a character street surrounded by 

villas built circa 1900. I am very upset that the proposal will take away the character zoning. A six 

story apartment building next to me blocking my light, effecting my view and congesting the 

narrow streets is of great concern. Historical architecture should be preserved, there seems to be 

little regard for historical architecture in the proposed plan which will result in a great loss for the 

city.  I don't believe the narrow streets in Freemans Bay are suited to the additional traffic 6 story 

apartments will bring as you need to give way to opposing traffic. I also doubt the general 

infrastructure around Freemans Bay would be suitable. 

I chose to buy in a character neighborhood and  have spent my working life  slowly upgrading and 

maintaining my villa, I feel like my life's work will be of little to no value if these proposed changes 

take place.  I enjoy walking around my neighborhood as I appreciate the old architecture. If these 

changes take place I will look to move to a country where they value historical architecture and I 

will look to see if there are legal options to recover my losses. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 
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as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1872 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Bridget McCracken  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

I would only support in towns which don't have homes with significant heritage value. 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

I would only support in towns which don't have homes with significant heritage value. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 
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 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1894 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: William Platt  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

Great idea 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 The wider the area the better 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 

When the unitary plan was under consideration some area such as our property at 11Cowan St 

missed out on rezoning because the owners did not understand the significance of the changes 

and should be given another opportunity to rezone their property. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 
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 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

I would like to see 11 Cowan St rezoned to have the same zoning as the council property opposite 

to us. Thank you 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1903 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Bronwen Hughes  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

I am concerned that there will not be enough consideration given to the pressure on water, sewage 

and parking. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 I am concerned that there will not be enough consideration given to the pressure on water, 

sewage and parking. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

Providing there is proper planning for drainage, water, sewage that seems a sensible idea. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
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I am concerned that there will not be enough consideration given to the pressure on drainage, 

water, sewage and parking. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

We have lost so much of our heritage, it would be a tragedy to lose our special character areas. 
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7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Several areas, especially such as St Mary's Bay should be included. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  
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These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1904 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Liam Oborne  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

These special character areas offer no real heritage value to our city and use an unethical amount 

of space for such low density areas in close proximity to the CBD. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
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8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 
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 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1924 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Michael Sharp  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

Very hard to argue that a 15min walk from the edge of the city centre is not walkable - if that 

doesn't count, then what does? The city centre has a huge gravity and provides everything you 

could need on a single trip, meaning that a 15min walk to it would mean a round trip of 30mins to 

access everything you need. The 1200m catchment is clearly compatible with the goal of having a 

compact, walkable city. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
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It's important to concentrate development around transit nodes - enabling housing within a 5min 

walk of rapid transit means more people can live car-free (or car-lite) lives. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

It should be 400m, walking for more than 2-3mins is not a barrier, more housing should be 

enabled within a 5min walk/a 400m distance. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Other 

Tell us why 
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I support the protection of SCAs, however the regulations themselves are far too strict - SCA 

regulations prevent new development which would match the existing built form of much of the 

SCAs, by way of overly restrictive setbacks and recession planes. Liberalisation of the permitted 

building envelope within the SCAs will allow the provision of healthy homes which actually better 

match the existing heritage character. Fix this, and I would have no issue with the use of SCAs as a 

qualifying matter. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Overall I think the balance is excellent, and that council workers have done a good job of refining 

areas which should qualify as Special Character. However I do think that a few streets in 

Birkenhead Point / Northcote Point should not lose this protection - I urge re-evaluation of Queen 

St, Maritime The, and Hinemoa St. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 
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If you allow the lack of infrastructure to prevent new housing being built, then you will see a 

concerted effort to prevent infrastructure improvements to prevent new housing. Council will 

need to use the carrot to encourage development in areas which already have infrastructure 

capacity, rather than the stick to prevent development in areas where it don't yet want to provide 

infra. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

I do not understand the purpose of the Height Variation Control - height should be regulated 

through zoning, view shaft protections, sunlight protections, and/or heritage protections, and not 

through what are otherwise seemingly arbitrary limits.  I support removing this category 

altogether, there are better ways to control height. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1954 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Patrick Forrester  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

I do not support this proposal as there are many other factors in play 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 

 I do not support this proposal. The infrastructure can't support the 'at least' 6 story buildings 

described, and developers are already building tower blocks that are ugly, don't consider the 

neighbours and dominate the local landscape. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

I don't support this. 'Rapid transit' stops are a complete misonomer. The council needs to be more 

innovative with transport options rather than enabling big blocks to be built close the existing 

poor system. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 
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Tell us why 

I do not support this as it just will turn into a slum 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

I don't support this as it will turn into a slum 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
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We need to retain the character of our city, as it helps tell the story of our city. I do not want this 

or any government to turn the beautiful historic areas of our city into a concrete jungle, under the 

guise of progress. Great cities like London and Paris have retained their historical buildings, and 

like them we should not and cannot destroy irreplaceable parts the city's history. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

There are many more areas of special character that should be protected than are identified on 

the Council map 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think more areas or parts of areas should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

for the reasons described above. I There are many more areas of special character that should be 

protected than are identified on the Council map 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1956 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Tanya Newman  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

I do not support this proposal as there are many other factors to be considered. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 

 I do not support this as there are many other factors to consider. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

I do not support this, there are many other factors to consider. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 
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I do not support this proposal. The current terrace housing and apartment blocks I have seen 

already being built around these areas are in many cases unsightly, and dominate the environment 

and landscape. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility?  

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
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We need to maintain the existing heritage buildings as they stand in Auckland. Auckland has the 

worlds largest remaining stock of timber Victorian and Edwardian houses. We cannot destroy 

irreplaceable parts of the city's history. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified?  

Tell us why 

If businesses have been long established in existing heritage zones then they clearly serve a local 

purpose and need to be retained. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

if you don't have the infrastructure to support all this development, it would be ridiculous to move 

ahead without considering it. It would just heap further pressure on existing inadequate services 

that are under pressure and don't work. 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1996 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Roie Reed  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

 Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Our city will look terrible. Car parking in the 

area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars park? 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why  

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

 
157



  

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 
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within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 
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infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Parnell is a historic leafy suburb, aucklands oldest suburb. Old character homes being bull dozed 

to make way for High rise apartments is a disgrace. Or schools being closed to make way for more 

high density, these area should be turned into parks. Our city will look terrible. Car parking & 

traffic in the area is already an issue, imagine what will happen, where will all these cars go? 
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Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1997 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Abbie Reynolds  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

This aligns with a 15 minute city approach, and if appropriately integrated into planning tools will 

mean that Aucklanders can do everything they need to - doctor, school, shop - within a 15 - 20 

walk, bike or public transport journey. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

We need to find a balance between protecting heritage and making more space for a more dense 

city - and this helps do this. In most cases in my neighbourhood the properties although heritage 

on the street front are heavily modified. What most people are looking for in protecting heritage is 

to protect amenity. Council needs to ensure THAB developments have good amenity - particularly 

trees and green spaces, and attractive sustainable designs. 
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7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 
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 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #1999 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Sam Macleod  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

If there are exceptions to your rules allowing buildings, then they will be litigated constantly and 

will most certainly thwart any intended intensification. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are areas that should not be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
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8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

Preserving the character of inanimate objects is clearly less important than solving the housing 

crisis 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

Our infrastructure is bad because of council failures to properly maintain it, just do your job. If the 

council can prevent intensification by simply not investing in infrastructure, then it’s not going to 

invest in infrastructure. The council should be obligated to solve these problems. Not permitted 

to use them as an excuse to get out of something it doesn’t want to do. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  
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These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2007 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Helen Hanlen  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The heritage history of these older suburbs must protected and retained. Very important for 

Auckland to keep our history. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

It’s very important the council retain the special character of the older suburbs. For example we 

have in Wood Street,  Charles Blomfield’s, New Zealand’s famous artists home.  In Pember Reeve 
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Street there were three heritage identical homes which were connected to Hutchinson’s 

delicatessen on Ponsonby Road.  Only two remain as council allowed the third to be demolished 

and a modern home erected. Many of the homes in our area have been restored to very high 

standards as people want to retain the heritage features of their homes. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 
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 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2009 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Richard Rolfe  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

The proposed outer limit of 1.2 km completely fails to take into account local topography and road 

crossings, and also the walking habits of the average Aucklander. It is unrealistic to suggest the 

average Aucklander will walk anything like the distance and hill climbs/descents involved in a 1.2 

km catchment from the Western edge of the city. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 These issues aren’t relevant to my area 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  

These issues aren’t relevant to my area 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 
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These issues aren’t relevant to my area 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

These issues aren’t relevant to my area 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

 
179



  

A great deal of work was put in under the Unitary Plan to identify special character areas requiring 

protection.  The amount of land which would be made available for redevelopment by excluding 

certain special character areas is very small.  Generally the special character areas which have 

been excluded have small section  sizes, difficult topography and infrastructure constraints which 

make them unsuitable for re development. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

The areas marked in red in Freemans Bay should be included as a qualifying matter for the 

following reasons : - Even if not high quality character they are part of an historic suburb and 

contribute to the retention of Auckland’s history and sense of place - It is not possible to exclude 

those areas without adversely affecting the integrity of the surrounding high quality character 

areas - Ireland Street which has been excluded may not be high quality but has historical 

relevance  as there are many historical Villas built c1900 in the street. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Retaining the history and character of areas such as Ponsonby Road is crucial to the sense of 

identity and place for the local community and Auckland as a whole 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 
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Tell us why 

The existing infrastructure in Freemans Bay will not support intensification due to limited 

stormwater/sewage capacity. Freemans Bay will not be linked to the Western Interceptor and 

therefore overflows to the harbour will increase Many of the streets in Freemans Bay present 

access difficulties for Fire Service vehicles. High rise buildings present a much greater fire hazard 

for residents than low rise and this will put apartment residents at risk. The narrow streets in 

many parts of Freemans Bay will not be able to function with greater intensity of traffic which 

higher intensity of housing will bring. Its makes environmental and financial sense to prioritise 

development in other areas where existing infrastructure permits. Limited resources require 

existing infrastructure is put to best use. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Freemans Bay has significant vegetation and green areas which provide environmental and cooling 

benefits to the Central City. Intensification will result in a loss of these benefits at a time when 

climate change requires their retention. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2012 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Katie Blackburn  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

Should be a wider catchment 30min walk is very achievable for many people. We also have 

electric scooters etc which widens peoples non car travel distance 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 Should be more. Many people can walk more than 800m we also have other micro transport 

solutions that should be considered 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  

Should be more. 800m is not enough. People can easily travel more than 800m, we have lots of 

micro transport options that should also be considered 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
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Should be more, 400m is not enough. People can easily travel more than 800m, we have lots of 

micro transport options that should also be considered 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

People can easily travel more than 200m, we have lots of micro transport options that should also 

be considered 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 

I don’t think special character areas should be exempt from intensification. Yes some of the 

homes are nice but why should a small minority get to live in such a desirable and commutable 

distance. It is NIMBY issue where the wealthy can ‘protect’ their interests at the expense of the 

majority. Maybe protect a few streets or a few buildings but not a blanket protection. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

Wealthy suburbs are ‘protected’ classic NIMBY politics. Freeman’s Bay, Ponsonby, Grey Lynn 

should all allow for intensification. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

This is why we need to use areas already with good infrastructure to the max. The less we 

intensify the more we have to spend on infrastructure. I think it would allow for targeted 

infrastructure investment to have priority investment in areas that accept intensification. 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

These seem reasonable as they benefit many people 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2014 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Grant McGough  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

Does not take into account the reading, ie southern motorway off ramp bisected city from 

Freemans Bay, hilly topography and anti social elements at the city center. No one will walk past 

those obstacles. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 Council has largely killed the city centre. Intensification at the metro areas makes sense as that is 

where regular working people and families want to live and build a community 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

Best way to develop a viable public transport service is to intensify near rapid transport stops 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
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400m is not very far in terms of walking. Intensifying close to town centre's will reduce a lot of 

medium distance vehicle traffic. I lived in Singapore for a number of years and experienced first 

hand how this combined with excellent public transport eliminated the need for private cars 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

200m is not very far. 400 would make a much larger area available for intensification with neglible 

difference in walkability 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 
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6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

There is so little of Auckland historic character left. Let's avoid another 1980s rush to get rid of 

buildings that make Auckland special. Also in a practical sense, the services associated with 

special character areas are not up to modern development. The roads are narrow, section size 

small and infrastructure not capable of supporting intensification. There would be little to gain 

and much to lose. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Freemans Bay should be added as special character area. It may be a mix of heritage and not but 

the streets themselves have a special character of there own despite a mixture of architecture 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Ponsonby be road is unique and must be protected 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 
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Tell us why 

It would be madness to intensify in areas with known infrastructure constraints that are not easily 

resolved to any great scale such as Freemans Bay. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Established green areas with mature vegetation such as freemans bay need to be qualifying 

matters. Regardless of whether or not the trees are natives the mature vegetation around 

auckland is an existing environmental asset that supports climate change objectives. The idiots 

who want to cut down non native trees need to be considered as climate enemies along with 

auckland transport who think keeping cars idling for long periods of time in the city is better than 

moving them efficiently. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2026 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Bob Li  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

I am strongly against scrapping historic heritage overlay and special character overlay.  

I believe modifying for CBD should take any potential opportunity to redevelop existing low-dense 

housing buildings/old terrace blocks/old apartments WITHIN CBD to high density, high riser 

apartment buildings with high quality and more liveable space, which is the key to cater to the 

needs and create the vibe. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 I totally support it and it makes perfect sense. It would create prosperous ambiences for our 

neighbourhood. I feel most of our local centres are currently ugly, either desolate or chaotic with 

little taste and vibe. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  

This should be more complex and should involve urban planning experts and take more caution. 

This should be based on genuine data of traffic flow and travel behaviour of population. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 
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4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

Same as metropolitan centres I totally support it and it makes perfect sense. It would create 

prosperous ambiences for our neighbourhood. I feel most of our local centres are currently ugly, 

either desolate or chaotic with little taste and vibe. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

Same as metropolitan centres I totally support it and it makes perfect sense. It would create 

prosperous ambiences for our neighbourhood. I feel most of our local centres are currently ugly, 

either desolate or chaotic with little taste and vibe. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  
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The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Scrapping special character and historic heritage overlay is wrong with enough robust evidences 

around the world and in history. As an migrant, I often surprisingly find NZ seems to be so 

ignorant and uncivilized on dealing with some of our own issues without learning from so many 

experience from other countries. Can't you see those lone temples or old mansions among high 

risers in Asian countries? When it is gone, it is gone.  

These proposals simply do not making any senses in all aspects, for example, the proposed 

rezoned areas in Freemans Bay and St Marys Bay have registered protected historic houses and 

these areas are all tiny land pockets and on steep terrain where can't be redeveloped into terrace 

houses and apartments. 

In addition, what's the hurry? What's the hurry to put these heritage areas on board while we still 

have many other options? Jealousy? Rich hatred? Or many of those people in power DO NOT take 

NZ as their home BUT CASH MACHINE as their assets are all overseas? 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Same as above. Also see attached file. - Scrapping special character and historic heritage overlay 

is wrong with enough robust evidences around the world and in history. As an migrant, I often 

surprisingly find NZ seems to be so ignorant and uncivilized on dealing with some of our own 

issues without learning from so many experience from other countries. Can't you see those lone 

temples or old mansions among high risers in Asian countries? When it is gone, it is gone.  

These proposals simply do not making any senses in all aspects, for example, the proposed 

rezoned areas in Freemans Bay and St Marys Bay have registered protected historic houses and 

these areas are all tiny land pockets and on steep terrain where can't be redeveloped into terrace 

houses and apartments. 

In addition, what's the hurry? What's the hurry to put these heritage areas on board while we still 

have many other options? Jealousy? Rich hatred? Or many of those people in power DO NOT take 

NZ as their home BUT CASH MACHINE as their assets are all overseas? 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
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Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The second obvious important factor to consider after special character and historic overlay. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 
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10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 
you are talking about) 

I DO NOT want proposed modiifying areas to become a mixture of character houses and 

apartment buildings. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2030 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Rachel Sharma  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

I am a long term resident of Freemans Bay and the walk to the city centre takes longer than 15 

mins from my residence in Wood street.The proposed outer limit of 1.2 km fails to take into 

account our local topography, road crossings, pedestrian traffic light waits and walking speed of 

average Aucklander. There are significant hill climbs and descents involved in a 1.2 km catchment 

from the western edge of the city.Please could  a planning department employee time how long it 

takes them to walk up Franklin road ,  it takes  me 10 mins and I am above average fitness. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 These issues are not relevant to Freemans Bay 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  

These issues are not relevant to Freemans Bay 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 
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4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

These issues are not relevant to Freemans Bay 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

These issues are not relevant to Freemans Bay 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 
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6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

All existing special character areas should be a qualifying matter.A great deal of work has been 

put in under the Unitary Plan to identify special character areas requiring protection.The amount 

of land actually suitable for redevelopment in Wood and Arthur Street in Freemans Bay is very 

small.I have contacted a couple of developers who tell me that Plot sizes are generally not large 

enough for  6 story apartment blocks on these two streets and price of land/properties is too high 

for required profit margin.Any apartments that were developed would have to sell at a premium 

and this does nothing to help housing affordability.Apartments built in wood /Arthur streets would 

not be marketed to the first time home buyer demographic as would be too expensive.The only 

people who would benefit form intensification in these streets would be the developers.First time 

home buyers would be priced out and residents are robbed of environmental quality ie sunlight, 

privacy , parking issues, loss of trees. 

Generally the special character areas which have ben excluded have small sections, difficult 

topography and infrastructure constraints which make them unsuitable for re development 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

The areas marked in red in Freemans Bay should be included as a qualifying matter for the 

following reasons. 

1.They are part of an historic suburb and contribute to the retention of Auckland history , heritage 

and sense of place.The concentrated collection of wooden villas are a tourist attraction and 

destination and are not found elsewhere n the world apart from San Francisco.New Zealand is over 

run with natural beauty but we have very little in the way of historic buildings history. It would be 

short sighted to demolish this part of our history .Most countries have character 

historic/Character housing areas that have been celebrated , preserved and their inherent worth 

recognised. 

2.It is not possible to exclude these areas without adversely affecting the integrity of the 

surrounding  high quality character areas. 

3.I have read that council have ear marked Wood street in Freemans Bay  for 6 story apartments 

as there is already in fill housing.Infact there are only 2 sections that have in fill housing.The rest 

of the street is full of single section housing consisting of well preserved beautiful  character villas 

so  the in fill housing comment is not actually factually correct.Please could a planning 

department employee take a walk down this street.I fail to see how it is of any less character merit 

than eg Hepburn street [ much infill housing ]  or many of the streets that are to be preserved as 

single housing zones.It makes no sense at all and  is inconsistent. 
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8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Retaining the history and character of Ponsonby Road is crucial to the sense of identity and place  

for the local community and Auckland as a whole.It is recognised as a Tourist destination asset 

due to its unique character. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The exisiting infrastructure in Freemans Bay will struggle  to support intensification due to limited 

storm water/sewage capacity.This suburb will not be linked to the western interceptor and so 

overflows to the harbour will increase. 

Many of the streets in Freemans Bay already present access difficulties for fire service vehicles 

due to narrowness of street , too many parked cars which often obstruct driveway entrances.High 

rise apartments present a higher fire hazard risk for residents than low rise. 

Despite the residents parking scheme, parking remains an acute problem in wood Street and all of 

Freemans Bay.New apartment blocks are not required to provide car parks  which will cause even 

more  parking chaos.Council cannot make assumptions that the majority of apartment dwellers  

will decide not to use a car. 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Freemans Bay has significant vegetation and green areas and is a leafy  suburb which provides 

environmental and cooling benefits to the central city.Intensification will result in a loss of these 

benefits at a time when climate change requires their attention. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2047 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Julie Cantwell  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

I do not think the special  character areas should have bits and pieces taken out of them due to 

closeness of a bus route. If a suburb has  the majority  of its buildings  being villas  or bungalows 

then the whole area should be exempt  from having high rise or 3/4 story buildings built . If one 
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side of the street is preserved then it is nonsensical  to allow modern 3 story buildings or worse on 

the other side.  This will totally diminish the whole point of preserving the character of an area. It 

is not individual  houses we should be looking at but the total environment  in which they sit. 

There should also be much more rigid architectural  control over what style of townhouse 

appartment is being built in many of the old suburbs . The visual impact of where people live is 

just as important  as the facilities  provided. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  
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These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2053 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Judy Dowling  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

I think a 10 minute walk from the edge of the city centre is more appropriate than a 15 minute 

walk. I don't think there is a difference between willingness to walk to the city centre vs a 

metropolitan centre. I think they both should be 10 minutes / 800m. Also the topography away 

from the city centre (which is in a basin) makes walking much less attractive (and therefore likely 

to be shorter desirable distance) towards the ridge lines around its fringe. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 I agree that an 800m catchment around metropolitan centres is appropriate. As above, I think the 

city centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

I agree that an 800m catchment around rapid transit is appropriate. As above, I think the city 

centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 
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4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 
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Tell us why 

Special Character Areas are an enormously valuable part of Auckland's city fabric. It would be an 

absolute disgrace if these were lost. They are what makes this city special. Removing special 

character areas would do nothing to solve the current housing crisis. Most houses in special 

character areas are on very small sites (less than 300m2) and in individual land ownership making 

them infeasible / uneconomic to develop en masse - this is particularly true in Freeman's Bay, 

where steep topography also constrains yield and economic viability. A THAB zone would enable 

one off blocks on isolated sites that would contribute virtually nothing to Auckland's housing 

stock but would significantly detract from the special character of heritage neighbourhoods. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

My submission focuses on Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Ryle Street and Georgina Street in 

Freeman's Bay. I think these streets should be included in the area identified as Special Character 

Qualifying Matters. I have attached photos and a summary table of the houses on these streets. In 

my view more than 75% of them should be considered as having special character. I strongly 

request that these streets be reconsidered for inclusion in the special character qualifying matter 

area. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 
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9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

I strongly support including areas with long-term infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter. 

I understand that Council does not have infinite funds. where there are not enough funds for 

required infrastructure, development should not proceed. I think Council should have more power 

to decline applications for development in areas where infrastructure is not affordable. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

I support the inclusion of all the proposed qualifying matters in the Unitary Plan. I think they are 

all appropriate and are designed to maintain the quality of Auckland's urban form. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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I understand Council’s requirement that high-quality blocks be contiguous, and I consider that this 
block meets that criterion by its adjacency to Costley and Georgina Streets. 

Additionally, I request that the block highlighted in yellow in the image below also be included in the 
Special Character area.  For this block, eight of eleven properties score 5 or 6.  This gives 73% of 
properties being of high quality.  While this is marginally below the 75% requirement, it maintains a 
contiguous connection with Russell Street, Costley Street, the northern end of Wood Street and 
Elizabeth Street.   

Combining the red and yellow highlighted areas gives 18 properties of 24 with scores of 5 or 6, or 
75% of the total.  As such, these areas qualify for inclusion.   

I also understand that 2 Elizabeth Street, pictured below, was home to the Wood family, the original 
house in this part of Freeman’s Bay.  This family created the original subdivision for this area and 
also constructed many of the houses, including the row of cottages at 10, 12 and 14 Elizabeth Street, 
which were three of the first homes created here.  While none of these properties has formal 
heritage protection status, they represent an important part of local history and should be 
protected. 

2053
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  #2058 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Leroy Paul-Andrews  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
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8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 
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 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2063 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Cara Allen  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

Walkable, livable, accessible city spaces !!!!! Yes!!! A brilliant addition to a vibrant city. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 Walkable, livable, accessible cities spaces !!!!! Yes!!! Brilliant addition to a vibrant city. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

Yes! Making the existing public transport infrastructure more accessible and walkable seems like a 

brilliant idea. Perhaps if you are planting more plants in these areas, make it trees/plants without 

pollen for people with allergies :) 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
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Yes! Allowing more people to live in and around the CBD, where lots of people work, learn, and 

there the hubs of culture and arts is a brilliant idea. Maybe make it even further if it's suitable to 

the environment and if there's enough infrastructure. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

Yes! Allowing more people to live in and around the their town centres, where lots of people work, 

learn, and there the hubs of shops and arts is a brilliant idea. Thinking about medium density 

buildings appearing in and around Onehunga, that is a great precedent. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 
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6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The proposed limits on building heights seems like enough to ensure the character and heritage 

areas are retained, while allowing new development in those areas. Good compromise. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Seems good; very overwhelmed by that map though. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Seems good; very overwhelmed by that map though. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Yes! Densifying in places without inadequate infrastructure potential is just a recipe for disaster! 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Love the idea of protecting the character buildings in and around Queen Street; they are 

absolutely stunning.  

Love the Museum Viewshaft protections; it's very important for all Aucklanders to have a 

stunning, beautiful landmark to help them locate themselves, especially when you're out on the 

harbour, seeing the Museum lit up is such a little treat and sign that you're home. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2072 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Blair James  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

The city centre means just that- the Council explanation on its draft planning maps refers to 

walkable distances to the city centre and has nominated 1200m(15minute walk ) from the city 

centre. In this feedback form it talks about the EDGE of the city centre. This is a very different 

geography and immediately misleading form the consultation package. It could take an hour to 

walk to the city city from the EDGE of the city centre depending on what is defined as the 'edge'. 

Parnell is the first suburb (both historically and geographically) from the old city and it seems 

that the upzoning of a large part of famous St Stephens Avenue is based on a walkable catchment 

which is dubious. I dispute the extensiveness of the walking catchment in Parnell. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 refer my comments above- The NPUD does not give the Council licence to extend the size of 

metropolitan areas. The walking catchment should be from the centre of these areas. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

I think the rapid transit stations have different characteristics. Parnell train station is a rapid 

transit stop but it is at the bottom of a valley and access is steep - therefore an 800m walk to this 

station is less likely than where the terrain is flat. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 
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Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility?  

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

My properties at 5 Gibraltar Cres Lot 1 DP 527851, 35 Falcon St and 40 Cheshire St Lot 2 DP 

527851,Parnell are zoned single house special character and are shown as a qualifying matter. 

They are within 200m of Parnell Town Centre and 200m from the rapid transit Parnell Train 

Station. The proposed changes in intensification shown in Council's preliminary response to NPS-

UD and MDRS have increased the height limit to the Mixed Use zone on my northern  boundary - 

now 8m and the THAB properties across the road from me at 45 Cheshire St and 1 Ngahere Tce are 

THAB 6 storeys, with 8 storeys  below at 23 Cheshire St. The approved multi building and multi 

level Summerset village at 23 Cheshire St and the new upzoning next to me and opposite me, 

makes my properties the only special character zone on the northern side of Gibraltar Cres, but 

the amenity and special attributes of my properties will be significantly adversely affected  by the 

upzoning around me. My properties should be rezoned THAB or mixed use rather than the special 

character as this special character zoning and inclusion of my properties as qualifying matters is 

no longer appropriate. Please review the maps and alter accordingly or review the scale of 

development around me. 

 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 
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To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Other 

Tell us why 

My comments above are specific to my own properties zoned single house special character which 

are qualifying matters. My properties are the only two (they appear as one blcok) on the northern 

side of Gibraltar Cres which are special character- but my properties abut the mixed use zone on 

Falcon St and opposite the Parnell town centre on Falcon St.They are opposite the THAB zone 

which is applied to two old houses on Cheshire St (45 and 1 Ngahere Tce). I do not understand why 

my properties are not upzoned when they are clearly compromised as special character housing 

with the level of upzoning on my boundaries. My properties should now change to THAB or mixed 

use. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Other 

Tell us why 

My comments above are specific to my own properties zoned single house special character which 

are qualifying matters. My properties are the only two (they appear as one blcok) on the northern 

side of Gibraltar Cres which are special character- but my properties abut the mixed use zone on 

Falcon St and opposite the Parnell town centre on Falcon St.They are opposite the THAB zone 

which is applied to two old houses on Cheshire St (45 and 1 Ngahere Tce). I do not understand why 

my properties are not upzoned when they are clearly compromised as special character housing 

with the level of upzoning on my boundaries. as above 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified?  
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Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter?  

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 
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10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

support 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2074 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Amanda M  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

It should be 2000m (approx. twenty minute walk). Walking and cycling routes are well developed 

in the cbd and cbd fringe, and will support access to the new city rail link stations, bus stops, and 

the cbd itself. There is space on the cbd fringe for development of apartment complexes that suit 

families rather than shoe box apartments. The cbd has the water, power, telecommunications and 

transport infrastructure to support these developments, and is not on arable land (compared to 

developments on the fringes on Auckland). 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 It should be 2000m (20 minutes). People can walk or cycle this distance  

but ideally transport infrastructure would be put in place. Metropolitan areas have schools, parks 

and jobs for families and individuals. If the concern is about stores, clearly local convenience and 

other stores are more likely to develop to service nearby apartments and townhouses. However, I 

disagree with the placement of developments where there is not enough water, power, 

telecommunications, car'parking, walking, cycling and transport infrastructure. I additionally 

disagree with the placement on developments on arable land. The cbd, cbd fringes and 

metropolitan areas (South Auckland, West Auckland) - areas where people are most employed - 

should be intensified first by replacing houses with large scale apartments. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  

It should be 2000m. People are able to walk and cycle this distance. It would support the uptake 

of public transport and decrease usage of cars. Once developed, public transport routes should be 

adjusted to service these homes. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 
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Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

I think it should be 800m. If more people lived in the area, it would likely increase the usage of the 

shops, decrease travel to other other areas of the city, and create a vibrant local community. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

I think it should be 800m. If more people lived in the area, it would likely increase the usage of the 

shops, decrease travel to other other areas of the city, and create a vibrant local community. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 
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Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Other 

Tell us why 

Many of the Special Character Areas happen to fall near train stations,  or walking catchments. 

Some of these buildings have been well maintained and could be protected, while others have not. 

Perhaps part of the qualifying matter should include re-developing those villas that have not been 

well maintained and recycling materials from the existing building  

such as native timbers and cladding so it is in keeping with other buildings in the area, similar to 

'facadism'. Old buildings often contain timbers that are no longer available as building materials, 

but would likely be welcomed recycled into a new build. Others contain asbestos. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are areas that should not be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Many of the Special Character Areas happen to fall near train stations,  or walking catchments. 

Some of these buildings have been well maintained and could be protected, while others have not. 

Perhaps part of the qualifying matter should include re-developing those villas that have not been 

well maintained and recycling materials from the existing building  

such as native timbers and cladding so it is in keeping with other buildings in the area, similar to 

'facadism'. Old buildings often contain timbers that are no longer available as building materials, 

but would likely be welcomed recycled into a new build. Others contain asbestos. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 
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We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

There should be guidelines, planning or protection for:  

Arable land 
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Coastal erosion/climate change 

Viewsheds and sunlight for homeowners within neighborhoods 

 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2087 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Blair McClelland  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

The walkable catchment should be 2400 metres (30 minutes) for the City Centre. A Business - 

Mixed Use Zone should be used instead of a Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings zone. This 

larger walkable catchment also better reflects the accessibility of the city centre by 

cycling/micro-mobility and the bus network, giving a wide range of options for low-emissions 

travel. 

Special Character Area overlays should not compromise the development potential of the 

Walkable Catchments of the City Centre - this is crucial to enabling More Homes in the Right 

Places and climate-responsive development. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 Walkable catchments should be 1600 metres (20 minutes) for Metropolitan Centres in the 

isthmus (Newmarket, Sylvia Park), and 800 metres (10 minutes) for other Metropolitan Centres. 

Greater walkable catchments for Newmarket and Sylvia Park better reflect the accessibility of 

these centres by cycling/micro-mobility and the bus network, giving a wide range of options for 

low-emissions travel. 

Special Character Area overlays should not compromise the development potential of the 

Walkable Catchments of the City Centre - this is crucial to enabling More Homes in the Right 

Places and climate-responsive development. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  

Walkable catchments should be 1600 metres (20 minutes) for Rapid Transit Stops in the isthmus, 

and 800 metres (10 minutes) elsewhere. 

The definition of Rapid Transit in implementing the NPS-UD should include high bus priority areas. 

Special Character Area overlays should not compromise the development potential of the 

Walkable Catchments of the rapid transit stops - this is crucial to enabling More Homes in the 

Right Places and climate-responsive development. 

The Business - Mixed Use Zone should be used instead of a Terrace Housing and Apartment 

Buildings zone, in the first 200 metres of the Walkable Catchment of Rapid Transit stops. 
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Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

I support upzoning adjacent to town centres. 

Upzoning to a distance of 800m - further than currently proposed by Council - should take place 

around all Town Centres defined by Council as ‘large + high accessibility’, as well as all other town 

centres on the isthmus. 

 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

I support upzoning adjacent to town and local centres. 

Upzoning to a distance of 400m - further than currently proposed by Council - should take place 

around all other Town Centres (not on the isthmus) which are small but have high accessibility. 

Upzoning to a distance of 400m should take place around all Local Centres defined by Council as 

‘large + high accessibility’, as well as all other local centres on the isthmus. 
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Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Special Character Area overlay should not compromise or limit development in Walkable 

Catchments 

I support protection of listed Heritage, and high quality, continuous SCA outside of Walkable 

catchments 

With the climate emergency, Auckland Council needs to enable More Homes in the Right Places. 

Special Character overlays in central suburbs - the areas with the greatest access to transport and 

existing amenities - are significantly limiting sustainable housing development and low emission 

neighbourhoods. 
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7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

The Special Character Area overlay should not compromise or limit development in Walkable 

Catchments 

I support protection of listed Heritage, and high quality, continuous special character outside of 

Walkable catchments 

With the climate emergency, Auckland Council needs to enable More Homes in the Right Places. 

Special Character overlays in central suburbs - the areas with the greatest access to transport and 

existing amenities - are significantly limiting sustainable housing development and low emission 

neighbourhoods. 

Old homes were not built to modern standards of warmth and dryness, nor weather tightness. 

Replacing older homes and villas with modern apartments will radically improve quality of life for 

residents, offering warmer, drier and healthier living environments. 

 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

The Special Character Area overlay should not compromise or limit development in Walkable 

Catchments 

I support protection of listed Heritage, and high, quality continuous special character outside of 

Walkable catchments 

With the climate emergency, Auckland Council needs to enable More Homes in the Right Places. 

Special Character overlays in central suburbs - the areas with the greatest access to transport and 

existing amenities - are significantly limiting sustainable housing development and low emission 

neighbourhoods. 

Business zones need flexibility to adapt in order to provide for the needs of a growing local 

population. This includes providing for local shops and services, as well as apartment-style 

housing above. 

 

 

Infrastructure constraints 
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We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

It is the responsibility of the NZ Government, Auckland Council and its CCOs to deliver 

infrastructure in anticipation of future housing growth. It may be reasonable to have extremely 

limited areas qualified where it is impossible or extremely difficult to address long-term 

infrastructure constraints. 

Wherever there is strong demand to live, and high accessibility, central and local Government 

agencies should endeavour to address infrastructure constraints to support development. 

Intensification in existing urban areas is a more efficient use of infrastructure, compared to 

greenfield development. Prioritisation of infrastructure funding between greenfield growth and 

brownfield intensification needs to be considered.  

With the climate emergency, investing in infrastructure upgrades to support development in 

existing urban areas - close to existing amenities and transport - is crucial to reduce transport and 

housing-related emissions. Auckland Council should minimise and avoid extensive greenfield 

development requiring new infrastructure in peripheral urban areas, locking-in higher emissions 

for households. 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 
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they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Further analysis of these other qualifying matters is required by Auckland Council to provide 

evidence that these Matters meet the legislative threshold to be applied.  

The NPS-UD sets out that Qualifying Matters need to have identified Specific Characteristics that 

makes the level of intensification required by the NPS-UD and MDRS inappropriate in light of the 

national significance of urban development. Heights and density more restrictive than the NPS-UD 

catchment or MDRS can only be imposed to the extent that it affects the characteristic in 

question. Site by site evidence is required for qualifying matters, which includes justifying the 

extent of the area that it's applied to, as well as the sites that it applies to. 

I support the protection of viewshafts of cultural and spiritual significance to mana whenua in 

Tāmaki Makaurau. 

 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2096 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Matthew Stratton  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

It is not a 15 minute walk to the central city from my property. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? I don't know 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 

There are other areas that should be identified as a qualifying matter. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 
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 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 

 
251



 
 

  #2102 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Neela Goldfinch  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

As a resident of the area I know exactly what a walkable catchment is for the area. 

Based on my own experience I know people will generally only walk from as far as 

vic park to go to the city centre 

The proposed outer limit of 1.2 km completely fails to take into account local 

topography and road crossings, and also the walking habits of the average 

Aucklander. 

It is unrealistic to suggest the average Aucklander will walk anything like the distance 

and hill climbs/descents involved in a 1.2 km catchment from the Western edge of 

the city. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 Not relevant to my area 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  

Not relevant to my area 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 
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Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

Not relevant to my area 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

Not relevant to my area 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  
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The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

A great deal of work was put in under the Unitary Plan to identify special character 

areas requiring protection. 

The amount of land which would be made available for redevelopment by excluding 

certain special character areas is very small. 

Generally the special character areas which have been excluded have small section 

sizes, difficult topography and infrastructure constraints which make them unsuitable 

for re development. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

'The areas marked in red in Freemans Bay should be included as a qualifying matter 

for the following reasons : 

- Even if not high quality character they are part of an historic suburb and contribute 

to the retention of Auckland’s history and sense of place 

- It is not possible to exclude those areas without adversely affecting the integrity of 

the surrounding high quality character areas 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Retaining the history and character of areas such as Ponsonby Road is crucial to the 

sense of identity and place for the local community and Auckland as a whole . 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

 
255



  

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The existing infrastructure in Freemans Bay will not support intensification due to 

limited stormwater/sewage capacity. Freemans Bay will not be linked to the Western 

Interceptor and therefore overflows to the harbour will increase 

Many of the streets in Freemans Bay present access difficulties for Fire Service 

vehicles. High rise buildings present a much greater fire hazard for residents than 

low rise and this will put apartment residents at risk. 

Its makes environmental and financial sense to prioritise development in other areas 

where existing infrastructure permits. Limited resources require existing 

infrastructure is put to best use. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 
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 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Freemans Bay has significant vegetation and green areas which provide 

environmental and cooling benefits to the Central City. Intensification will result in a 

loss of these benefits at a time when climate change requires their retention. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2111 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Richard Dunbar  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Other 

Tell us why   

There could be many reasons why this crude and simplistic measure is not appropriate, in 

addition to  the modifying factors listed e.g. safety (after dark) character buildings and 

communities as provided for in S.5 of the RMA "protection of natural and physical resources in a 

way, or at a rate, which enables people and communities to provide for their social, economic, and 

cultural well-being and for their health and safety" and Section 6f "the protection of historic 

heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development". Each catchment should be 

considered on its merits and with full consultation with the affected community. These 

considerations should constitute the "qualifying matters" provided for in the legislation. More 

time is needed for this work to take place before we destroy some of the best parts of our city. The 

current consultation and plan change process is too rushed and unnecessarily so given the current 

housing market and population contraction conditions. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Other 

Tell us why 

 There could be many reasons why this crude and simplistic measure is not appropriate, in 

addition to  the modifying factors listed e.g. safety (after dark) character buildings and 

communities as provided for in S.5 of the RMA "protection of natural and physical resources in a 

way, or at a rate, which enables people and communities to provide for their social, economic, and 

cultural well-being and for their health and safety" and Section 6f "the protection of historic 

heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development". Each catchment should be 

considered on its merits and with full consultation with the affected community. These 

considerations should constitute the "qualifying matters" provided for in the legislation. More 

time is needed for this work to take place before we destroy some of the best parts of our city. The 

current consultation and plan change process is too rushed and unnecessarily so given the current 

housing market and population contraction conditions. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Other 

Tell us why  

There could be many reasons why this crude and simplistic measure is not appropriate, in 

addition to  the modifying factors listed e.g. safety (after dark) character buildings and 

communities as provided for in S.5 of the RMA "protection of natural and physical resources in a 

way, or at a rate, which enables people and communities to provide for their social, economic, and 

cultural well-being and for their health and safety" and Section 6f "the protection of historic 

heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development". Each catchment should be 

considered on its merits and with full consultation with the affected community. These 
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considerations should constitute the "qualifying matters" provided for in the legislation. More 

time is needed for this work to take place before we destroy some of the best parts of our city. The 

current consultation and plan change process is too rushed and unnecessarily so given the current 

housing market and population contraction conditions. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 

There could be many reasons why this crude and simplistic measure is not appropriate, in 

addition to  the modifying factors listed e.g. safety (after dark) character buildings and 

communities as provided for in S.5 of the RMA "protection of natural and physical resources in a 

way, or at a rate, which enables people and communities to provide for their social, economic, and 

cultural well-being and for their health and safety" and Section 6f "the protection of historic 

heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development". Each catchment should be 

considered on its merits and with full consultation with the affected community. These 

considerations should constitute the "qualifying matters" provided for in the legislation. More 

time is needed for this work to take place before we destroy some of the best parts of our city. The 

current consultation and plan change process is too rushed and unnecessarily so given the current 

housing market and population contraction conditions. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Other 

Tell us why 
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There could be many reasons why this crude and simplistic measure is not appropriate, in 

addition to  the modifying factors listed e.g. safety (after dark) character buildings and 

communities as provided for in S.5 of the RMA "protection of natural and physical resources in a 

way, or at a rate, which enables people and communities to provide for their social, economic, and 

cultural well-being and for their health and safety" and Section 6f "the protection of historic 

heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development". Each catchment should be 

considered on its merits and with full consultation with the affected community. These 

considerations should constitute the "qualifying matters" provided for in the legislation. More 

time is needed for this work to take place before we destroy some of the best parts of our city. The 

current consultation and plan change process is too rushed and unnecessarily so given the current 

housing market and population contraction conditions. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 

Because there is so little of our history left that we need to preserve what little we have left. How 

many times have we regretted the destruction of historic buildings that we all enjoy(ed) and which 

make (made) Auckland unique. The SCA account for an insignificant amount of total housing stock 

(around 3%) so we stand to loose our history and the delightful neighborhoods for very little 

return. At least we should try to understand what these areas contribute to the attraction of 

Auckland as a place to visit and to live before we decide to destroy them. Crude assessment of 

architectural merits (sometimes just from looking on Google) undervalues the significance of 

these areas to people.  

He aha te mea nui o te ao.  He tangata, he tangata, he tangata! 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

The single house zones are described in the Unitary Plan as follows:  

"The purpose of the Residential – Single House Zone is to maintain and enhance the 

amenity values of established residential neighbourhoods in number of locations. The 

particular amenity values of a neighbourhood may be based on special character 

informed by the past, spacious sites with some large trees, a coastal setting or other 

factors such as established neighbourhood character. To provide choice for future 

residents, Residential – Single House Zone zoning may also be applied in greenfield 

developments. 

To support the purpose of the zone, multi-unit development is not anticipated, with 

additional housing limited to the conversion of an existing dwelling into two dwellings and 

minor dwelling units. The zone is generally characterised by one to two storey high 

buildings consistent with a suburban built character. " 

The objectives and policies of this zone make the case for maintaining these zones. We do not 

accept that the current housing crisis negates the rational for these zones. Once gone they will be 

lost forever and future generations will be deprived of their heritage. 

 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Heritage is important whether used for residential of business purposes. 
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Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Seems pretty obvious to me that we should not build ahead of infrastructure capacity. Planning 

101 surely? 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 
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10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

All these are long-standing values of Aucklanders handed down through many changes of political 

views and generations.  Let's not be hasty and upend years of careful thought and preservation on 

a whim. To oppose these is to suggest we have been wrong for years. These are not the cause of 

our housing crisis and to remove them supposedly to help solve the housing crisis is just lazy and 

destructive behavior which we will come to regret later. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2116 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Pero Garlick  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

The walkable catchment should be 2400 metres (30 minutes) for the City Centre. A Business - 

Mixed Use Zone should be used instead of a Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings zone. In 

Auckland, many people are willing to walk further than 15 minutes to access jobs, services, 

opportunities and rapid transit. This larger walkable catchment also better reflects the 

accessibility of the city centre by cycling/micro-mobility and the bus network, giving a wide range 

of options for low-emissions travel. Special Character Area overlays should not compromise the 

development potential of the Walkable Catchments of the City Centre - this is crucial to enabling 

More Homes in the Right Places and climate-responsive development. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

 Walkable catchments should be 1600 metres (20 minutes) for Metropolitan Centres in the 

isthmus (Newmarket, Sylvia Park), and 800 metres (10 minutes) for other Metropolitan Centres. 

Greater walkable catchments for Newmarket and Sylvia Park better reflect the accessibility of 

these centres by cycling/micro-mobility and the bus network, giving a wide range of options for 

low-emissions travel. Special Character Area overlays should not compromise the development 

potential of the Walkable Catchments of the Metropolitan centres - this is crucial to enabling More 

Homes in the Right Places and climate-responsive development. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why  

Walkable catchments should be 1600 metres (20 minutes) for Rapid Transit Stops in the isthmus, 

and 800 metres (10 minutes) elsewhere. The definition of Rapid Transit in implementing the NPS-

UD should include high bus priority areas. I catch a bus on the frequent bus network to get to the 

city centre, and its quality of service with bus lanes and high frequency makes it better than our 

off-peak (sometimes peak) train services.  

In Auckland, people are often willing to walk further than 10 minutes for rapid transit. Auckland 

Council research (Wilson, 2013) shows that many rapid transit stops have a walkable catchment 

larger than 800 metres, and that walking is often the dominant mode up to around 2000 metres. 

There have been many network improvements since 2013 which will only incentivise walking more.  

Special Character Area overlays should not compromise the development potential of the 

Walkable Catchments of the rapid transit stops - this is crucial to enabling More Homes in the 

Right Places and climate-responsive development. The Business -  
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Mixed Use Zone should be used instead of a Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings zone, in the 

first 200 metres of the Walkable Catchment of Rapid Transit stops. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

I support upzoning adjacent to town centres. 

Upzoning to a distance of 800m - further than currently proposed by Council - should take place 

around all Town Centres defined by Council as ‘large + high accessibility’, as well as all other town 

centres on the isthmus. 

This will support the development of 15-minute neighbourhoods centred around town and local 

centres, enabling residents to access everyday services and amenities, by walking, cycling and 

micro-mobility, living lower carbon lifestyles. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why 

I support upzoning adjacent to town and local centres. 

Upzoning to a distance of 400m - further than currently proposed by Council - should take place 

around all other Town Centres (not on the isthmus) which are small but have high accessibility. 
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Upzoning to a distance of 400m should take place around all Local Centres defined by Council as 

‘large + high accessibility’, as well as all other local centres on the isthmus. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Special Character Area overlay should not compromise or limit development in Walkable 

Catchments 

I support protection of listed Heritage, and high quality, continuous SCA outside of Walkable 

catchments 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 
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Tell us why 

The Special Character Area overlay should not compromise or limit development in Walkable 

Catchments. 

I support protection of listed Heritage, and high quality, continuous special character outside of 

Walkable catchments.  

To address our housing crisis we need to balance the limiting intensification where it is 

inappropriate. Residential SCAs are often located around our e.g. City Centre. These areas have 

the highest accessibility and best amenities and are the best areas to intensity, but at present and 

as proposed the Council is proposing to keep these areas stuck in amber. Our cities should 

continue to evolve preventing any changes in these large areas to preserve their 'special 

character' (which is farcical because these homes have been modified to a degree where they lose 

any special character) stops our development in the best areas forcing development further out. 

These areas should be not be a qualifying matter and they are the best areas to redevelop. 

For example Kingsland should be upzoned to 6 storeys mixed use, its station and the 

neighbourhood will be the among best connected areas in the city post-CRL and preventing this 

will mean the Council goes completely against its compact city goals. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

The Special Character Area overlay should not compromise or limit development in Walkable 

Catchments 

I support protection of listed Heritage, and high, quality continuous special character outside of 

Walkable catchments 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 
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as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

It is the responsibility of the NZ Government, Auckland Council and its CCOs to deliver 

infrastructure in anticipation of future housing growth. It may be reasonable to have extremely 

limited areas qualified where it is impossible or extremely difficult to address long-term 

infrastructure constraints. 

Wherever there is strong demand to live, and high accessibility, central and local Government 

agencies should endeavour to address infrastructure constraints to support development. 

Intensification in existing urban areas is a more efficient use of infrastructure, compared to 

greenfield development. Prioritisation of infrastructure funding between greenfield growth and 

brownfield intensification needs to be considered.  

With the climate emergency, investing in infrastructure upgrades to support development in 

existing urban areas - close to existing amenities and transport - is crucial to reduce transport and 

housing-related emissions. Auckland Council should minimise and avoid extensive greenfield 

development requiring new infrastructure in peripheral urban areas, locking-in higher emissions 

for households. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
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Further analysis of these other qualifying matters is required by Auckland Council to provide 

evidence that these Matters meet the legislative threshold to be applied.  

The NPS-UD sets out that Qualifying Matters need to have identified Specific Characteristics that 

makes the level of intensification required by the NPS-UD and MDRS inappropriate in light of the 

national significance of urban development. Heights and density more restrictive than the NPS-UD 

catchment or MDRS can only be imposed to the extent that it affects the characteristic in 

question. Site by site evidence is required for qualifying matters, which includes justifying the 

extent of the area that it's applied to, as well as the sites that it applies to. 

I support the protection of viewshafts of cultural and spiritual significance to mana whenua in 

Tāmaki Makaurau. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2117 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Andrew Hill  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 

 

 
272



  

1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

The walkable catchment from my area that's proposed is too far - and the average Auckland 

resident would not walk that far especially given the elevation involved, which means a 1,200 

meter walkable catchment is more like a 30 minute walk. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 This is a more suitable walking distance given the altitudes involved. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

This isn't relevant to my area 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

This isn't relevant to my area 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

The land subject to this redevelopment by excluding special character areas is very small, and 

would be of a very limited benefit to the community - special character areas should be excluded 
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because of their unsuitability for re-development. Additionally, the historical value should be 

considered. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

More areas in Freemans bay should be included as qualifying matter because they contribute to 

Auckland culture, history and as one of the oldest communities in Auckland, the neighbourhood 

holistically should be taken into consideration, as well as individual sites. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

The character of Ponsonby road is essential for the community atmosphere of Freemans Bay. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Intensified housing and infrastructure in Freemans bay will put pressure on stormwater and 

sewage capacity. Additionally, the narrow and steep streets of Freemans bay would be a limitation 

on any kind of high-rise building. 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2120 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: J Wesley  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

I think a 10 minute walk from the edge of the city centre is more appropriate than a 15 minute 

walk. I don't think there is a difference between willingness to walk to the city centre vs a 

metropolitan centre. I think they both should be 10 minutes / 800m. Also the topography away 

from the city centre (which is in a basin) makes walking much less attractive (and therefore likely 

to be shorter desirable distance) towards the ridge lines around its fringe 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 I agree that an 800m catchment around metropolitan centres is appropriate. As above, I think the 

city centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

I agree that an 800m catchment around rapid transit is appropriate. As above, I think the city 

centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

 
278



  

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

 
279



  

Tell us why 

Special Character Areas are an enormously valuable part of Auckland's city fabric. It would be an 

absolute disgrace if these were lost. They are what makes this city special. 

Removing special character areas would do nothing to solve the current housing affordability 

crisis. Most houses in special character areas are on very small sites and in individual land 

ownership making them infeasible / uneconomic to develop. 

A THAB zone would enable one off blocks on isolated sites that would contribute virtually nothing 

to Auckland's housing stock but would significantly detract from the special character of heritage 

neighbourhoods. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

My submission focuses on Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Ryle Street and Georgina Street in 

Freeman's Bay. I think these streets should be included in the area identified as Special Character 

Qualifying Matters. I have attached analysis based on Council’s reporting regarding the houses on 

these streets.   

I have identified an additional sub-area (Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Georgina Street) where 

more than 75% of properties have scores of 5 or 6.  This means that this sub-area also qualifies for 

inclusion, with high-quality special character. 

I strongly request that these streets be reconsidered for inclusion in the Special Character 

Qualifying Matter area. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 
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We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Do not support 

Tell us why 

I strongly support including areas with long-term infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter. 

I understand that Council does not have infinite funds. Where there are not enough funds for 

required infrastructure, development should not proceed. I think Council should have more power 

to decline applications for development in areas where infrastructure is not affordable. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

I support the inclusion of all the proposed qualifying matters in the Unitary Plan. I think they are 

all appropriate and are designed to maintain the quality of Auckland's urban form. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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I understand Council’s requirement that high-quality blocks be contiguous, and I consider that this 
block meets that criterion by its adjacency to Costley and Georgina Streets. 

Additionally, I request that the block highlighted in yellow in the image below also be included in the 
Special Character area.  For this block, eight of eleven properties score 5 or 6.  This gives 73% of 
properties being of high quality.  While this is marginally below the 75% requirement, it maintains a 
contiguous connection with Russell Street, Costley Street, the northern end of Wood Street and 
Elizabeth Street.   

Combining the red and yellow highlighted areas gives 18 properties of 24 with scores of 5 or 6, or 
75% of the total.  As such, these areas qualify for inclusion.   

I also understand that 2 Elizabeth Street, pictured below, was home to the Wood family, the original 
house in this part of Freeman’s Bay.  This family created the original subdivision for this area and 
also constructed many of the houses, including the row of cottages at 10, 12 and 14 Elizabeth Street, 
which were three of the first homes created here.  While none of these properties has formal 
heritage protection status, they represent an important part of local history and should be 
protected. 
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  #2152 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Nancy Yan  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be further 

Tell us why   

The bus is often too empty - it's too wasteful 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

It's very important to leave enough spaces for parkings. 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 
287



  

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Other 

Tell us why 

Urban planners (for a colourful urban planning) are needed to incorporate buildings into the 

overall plan. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 
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 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

The city center needs to be protected and planned properly, especially that Queen Street can't 

become a street for homeless. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2166 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Lei Cheng  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   
 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 
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Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
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Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 
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10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 
you are talking about) 

 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2198 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Jennifer Grayson  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

I live on Wood Street and I know exactly what a walkable catchment is for the area. Based on my 

own experience, I think majority of people would only walk from much closer to the city center. I 

think it would make a lot more sense to set the line around Queen Street. There are so many other 

sites that are more suitable for intensification that are actually close to town. eg land between 

Beaumont Quarter and St Mary's College or Wynyard Quarter. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 These issues don't impact where I live so I don't have a strong view 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  

This may be a more appropriate distance for walking 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? I don't know 
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Tell us why 

Not relevant to my area of residence 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

This may be a more suitable distance for walking 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 
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Tell us why 

The amount of land which would become available for redevelopment by excluding certain special 

character homes is very small 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I do not think special character areas should be a qualifying 

matter 

Tell us why 

even if houses are not high quality character, they are part of a historic suburb and contribute to 

the retention of Auckland's history and should be preserved at all costs. The integrity of the area 

will be compromised. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Retaining history and character of areas like Ponsonby Rd is crucial to sense of identity 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Existing infrastructure in Freeman's Bay can not support further intensification due to limited 

stormwater/sewage capacity. Many streets in FB are largely inaccessible to Fire and ambulance 
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vehicle. Many streets in FB like Wood St are very narrow and cannot support access for contractor 

supply  or access for building apartment blocks. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Climate change. FB has many green areas which provide cooling benefits to the city. 

Intensification will result in a loss of these benefits when climate change requires their retention. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2200 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Michael Seaton  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

I think a 10 minute walk from the edge of the city centre is more appropriate than a 15 minute 

walk. I don't think there is a difference between willingness to walk to the city centre vs a 

metropolitan centre. I think they both should be 10 minutes / 800m. Also the topography away 

from the city centre (which is in a basin) makes walking much less attractive (and therefore likely 

to be shorter desirable distance) towards the ridge lines around its fringe. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 I agree that an 800m catchment around metropolitan centres is appropriate. As above, I think the 

city centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

I agree that an 800m catchment around rapid transit is appropriate. As above, I think the city 

centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 
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4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 
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Tell us why 

Special Character Areas are an enormously valuable part of Auckland's city fabric. It would be an 

absolute disgrace if these were lost. They are what makes this city special. Removing special 

character areas would do nothing to solve the current housing crisis. Most houses in special 

character areas are on very small sites (less than 300m2) and in individual land ownership making 

them infeasible / uneconomic to develop en masse - this is particularly true in Freeman's Bay, 

where steep topography also constrains yield and economic viability. A THAB zone would enable 

one off blocks on isolated sites that would contribute virtually nothing to Auckland's housing 

stock but would significantly detract from the special character of heritage neighbourhoods. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

My submission focuses on Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Ryle Street and Georgina Street in 

Freeman's Bay. I think these streets should be included in the area identified as Special Character 

Qualifying Matters. I have attached photos and a summary table of the houses on these streets. In 

my view more than 75% of them should be considered as having special character. I strongly 

request that these streets be reconsidered for inclusion in the special character qualifying matter 

area. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 
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9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

I strongly support including areas with long-term infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter. 

I understand that Council does not have infinite funds. where there are not enough funds for 

required infrastructure, development should not proceed. I think Council should have more power 

to decline applications for development in areas where infrastructure is not affordable. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

I support the inclusion of all the proposed qualifying matters in the Unitary Plan. I think they are 

all appropriate and are designed to maintain the quality of Auckland's urban form. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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I understand Council’s requirement that high-quality blocks be contiguous, and I consider that this 
block meets that criterion by its adjacency to Costley and Georgina Streets. 

Additionally, I request that the block highlighted in yellow in the image below also be included in the 
Special Character area.  For this block, eight of eleven properties score 5 or 6.  This gives 73% of 
properties being of high quality.  While this is marginally below the 75% requirement, it maintains a 
contiguous connection with Russell Street, Costley Street, the northern end of Wood Street and 
Elizabeth Street.   

Combining the red and yellow highlighted areas gives 18 properties of 24 with scores of 5 or 6, or 
75% of the total.  As such, these areas qualify for inclusion.   

I also understand that 2 Elizabeth Street, pictured below, was home to the Wood family, the original 
house in this part of Freeman’s Bay.  This family created the original subdivision for this area and 
also constructed many of the houses, including the row of cottages at 10, 12 and 14 Elizabeth Street, 
which were three of the first homes created here.  While none of these properties has formal 
heritage protection status, they represent an important part of local history and should be 
protected. 
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  #2215 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Fiona Reeves  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

I think a 10 minute walk from the edge of the city centre is more appropriate than a 15 minute 

walk. I don't think there is a difference between willingness to walk to the city centre vs a 

metropolitan centre. I think they both should be 10 minutes / 800m. Also the topography away 

from the city centre (which is in a basin) makes walking much less attractive (and therefore likely 

to be shorter desirable distance) towards the ridge lines around its fringe. 

 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 I agree that an 800m catchment around metropolitan centres is appropriate. As above, I think the 

city centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

 

I agree that an 800m catchment around rapid transit is appropriate. As above, I think the city 

centre walkable distance should be the same as this. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 
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Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  
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The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

Special Character Areas are an enormously valuable part of Auckland's city fabric. It would be an 

absolute disgrace if these were lost. They are what makes this city special. 

Removing special character areas would do nothing to solve the current housing affordability 

crisis. Most houses in special character areas are on very small sites (less than 300m2) and in 

individual land ownership making them infeasible / uneconomic to develop en masse - this is 

particularly true in Freeman's Bay, where steep topography also constrains yield and economic 

viability. 

A THAB zone would enable one off blocks on isolated sites that would contribute virtually nothing 

to Auckland's housing stock but would significantly detract from the special character of heritage 

neighbourhoods. 

 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

My submission focuses on Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Ryle Street and Georgina Street in 

Freeman's Bay. I think these streets should be included in the area identified as Special Character 

Qualifying Matters. I have attached analysis based on Council’s reporting regarding the houses on 

these streets.   

I have identified an additional sub-area (Arthur Street,Wood Street, Elizabeth Street, Georgina 

Street) where more than 75% of properties have scores of 5 or 6.  This means that this sub-area 

also qualifies for inclusion, with high-quality special character. 

I strongly request that these streets be reconsidered for inclusion in the Special Character 

Qualifying Matter area. 

 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
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Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

I strongly support including areas with long-term infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter. 

I understand that Council does not have infinite funds. Where there are not enough funds for 

required infrastructure, development should not proceed. I think Council should have more power 

to decline applications for development in areas where infrastructure is not affordable. 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 
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 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

I support the inclusion of all the proposed qualifying matters in the Unitary Plan. I think they are 

all appropriate and are designed to maintain the quality of Auckland's urban form. 

 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2231 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Rebecca Bailey  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

There are many more suitable sites for intensification closer to town eg the land between Saint 

Marys College and Beaumont Quarter, Wynyard Quarter, the Old City Works Depot, and a  vacant 

lot on the cnr victoria and Albert Streets.  These site are far more suitable for development 

without having to contend with narrow streets, inadequate sewer systems and lack of carparking 

better access for emergency services and without compromising  some of the most beautiful 

character streets in Auckland.  Streets like Wood Street are the history of our city.  They make our 

city beautiful and full of character and have green spaces. 

The edge of the city center is not a realistic point to measure from. A more realistic point would 

be Queen Street considering the university, major office towers and retail are to the east of Queen 

Street.  From this more appropriate point it is an almost 30 min walk from Wood Street and Arthur 

Street and therefore too far. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? I don't know 

Tell us why 
  

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  
 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 
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4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 
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6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Even though the areas marked in red and do not qualify as the highest quality character they have 

historic relevance and contribute to this historic suburb.  It is impossible to make changes to 

these areas in Red without compromising  the integrity of the high quality character homes and 

areas. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Keeping the character and history of places such as Ponsonby Road is so important, these are the 

places that make Auckland special, they give our city architectural integrity, they are a beautiful 

part of keeping our history.  They give our city soul. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 
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Tell us why 

The infrastructure in Freemans Bay  is a big constraint to intensification of the area.  Our existing 

sewer and stormwater system is unsuitable for intensification  It would cause environmental and 

financial problems such as causing more overflow into our harbour and upgrading cost.  

We have extremely narrow streets unsuitable for large construction, supply of materials, 

excavation etc. These narrow streets would also make it very close proximity to be across from a 

six storey buildings making shading and privacy a problem.  This also makes it difficult for 

emergency services to access 6 storey buildings on streets that were not designed for this kind of 

density making it a safety issue for people occupying these apartments. 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Climate Change:  

If Freemans Bay was intensified there would be loss of vegetation and green areas which have 

environmental and cooling benefits for the city. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2237 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Robert Hay  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

Where is the data that backs this proposal.  How many people within 1,200 metres currently work 

in the city, how many of those walk to the city to work, if housing is allowed to intensify in 

catchment area, who will buy the new dwellings, where will they work and how will they get to 

work.  One size does not fit all. I live in St Marys Bay and work in the Viaduct Precinct - a 1.4km, 25 

minute walk to work.  Nearly all of St Mary's Bay has gone from a single house zone to a six story 

zone with no consideration given to the existing infrastructure such as narrow roads and 

water/sewerage (let alone the impact on existing residents and their housing).  The majority of 

houses the street in which I live are over 100 years old to create apartment buildings is a travesty. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

 Where is the data that backs this proposal.  How many people within 1,200 metres currently work 

in the city, how many of those walk to the city to work, if housing is allowed to intensify in 

catchment area, who will buy the new dwellings, where will they work and how will they get to 

work. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why  

Where is the data that backs this proposal.  How many people within 1,200 metres currently work 

in the city, how many of those walk to the city to work, if housing is allowed to intensify in 

catchment area, who will buy the new dwellings, where will they work and how will they get to 

work.  One size does not fit all. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

 
320



  

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

Why is distance the overriding criteria for a TAB zone?  why is not equal weighting given to the 

need for housing in the area, the ability of the area to cope with additional population (roads, 

waste water, sewerage, medical, schools, power etc), the cultural heritage, the community.  Where 

is the data that proves the current Unitary Plan was not going to cater for the population demands 

of future Auckland. the proposal turns the entire suburb of St Marys Bay into Terrace/Apartment 

zoning.  St Marys Bay is more than 400 metres from Auckland City and does not have high 

accessibility. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

Why is distance the overriding criteria for a TAB zone?  why is not equal weighting given to the 

need for housing in the area, the ability of the area to cope with additional population (roads, 

waste water, sewerage, medical, schools, power etc), the cultural heritage, the community.  Where 

is the data that proves the current Unitary Plan was not going to cater for the population demands 

of future Auckland. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 
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Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

The NPS requires Council to take into account the cultural heritage of iwi but no other.  There are 

large parts of Auckland that have not been included as special character despite being of 

significant age and character.  Why is more of St Marys Bay not a special character area.  A few 

streets with villas have been included but other streets with the same age of housing have not 

(two houses on my street have, one of which is less than 20 years old) 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

The NPS requires Council to take into account the cultural heritage of iwi but no other.  There are 

large parts of Auckland that have not been included as special character despite being of 

significant age and character.  In my suburb I cannot see the reason that the streets identified 

have been chosen as a qualifying matter 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 
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We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

St Marys Bay has a history of waste/sewerage issues that pollute the harbour.  St Marys Bay also 

has a large number of very narrow streets which already struggle with existing traffic counts.  

Terrece/apartment housing in the area would be a disaster for both of these limitations. Obvious 

constraint but you seem to have missed existing areas where that constraint already exists (e.g. 

St Marys Bay) 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 
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10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 
you are talking about) 

What other controls are there going to be in the new zones - do height to boundary and shading 

rules still apply? 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2239 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Carolyn Campbell  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

In Auckland there are many hills and as an elderly person I am not going to walk 1200 meters to 

the edge of a city center. The same scenario applies to young families with little children and 

babies. No-one of my age goes to the city center. It’s ludicrous to build a 6 storey apartment block 

right next to an old villa or bungalow in Sandringham,  Westmere or Grey Lynn! 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 

 In Auckland there are many hills and as an elderly person I am not going to walk 1200 meters to 

the edge of a city center. The same scenario applies to young families with little children and 

babies. No-one of my age goes to the city center. It’s ludicrous to build a 6 storey apartment block 

right next to an old villa or bungalow in Sandringham,  Westmere or Grey Lynn! 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why  

There are many old bungalows and villas around rapier transit such as Kingsland, Baldwin Ave and 

Mt Albert. These beautiful trees areas will be ruined by such tall apartment buildings. Look at Pt 

Chevalier Road for the terrible effects on neighbors such as lack of sun and privacy from a huge 

apartment buildings next door. They only belong in the middle of city centers not the suburbs. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 
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Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 
 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why 
 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  
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The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The older areas including Westmere and Grey Lynn add character to a city. Otherwise Auckland 

will lose its special identity encompassed by its older , character buildings. Also the older areas 

such as Westmere and Grey Lynn have beautiful, established trees and gardens which add to the 

environment and will be destroyed by the intensification plans being envisioned. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

All of Westmere should be included as it has houses and vegetation of special character. Also 

parts of Mt Albert that are included near the Baldwin St station should be included. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 
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9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

 

 

Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2248 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Benoit Marcenac  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Do not support - I think it should be closer 

Tell us why   

This is too theoretical and doesn't take into account the topography of the area (Franklin Rd hill 

climb for instance). Also the edge of the city center is not a good measure and an appropriate line 

should sit at Queen Street which is 2,000 meters. 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? I don't know 

Tell us why 

 Not relevant to my area. 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? I don't know 

Tell us why  

Not relevant to my area. 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 
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Not relevant to my area. 

 

5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? I don't know 

Tell us why 

Not relevant to my area. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Do not support – I think all existing special character areas should be a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 
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Special character areas which have been excluded have small size and tough topography and also 

limited infrastructure which make them unsuitable for redevelopment. Historical value should be 

equally quantified! 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Historical relevance of Freemans Bay has to be taken into consideration. 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? Support 

Tell us why 

Ponsonby Road is crucial to the sense of identity for both the local community and Auckland. 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

The infrastructure in Freemans Bay will not support intensification due to limited 

stormwater/sewage capacity. Streets in Freemans Bay present access difficulties for fire and 

ambulance service. Their narrowness not appropriate for contractor access for building apartment 

blocks. 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 

Freemans Bay has significant vegetation and green areas which provide environmental benefits to 

the city and contribute to positive action on climate change. There are many more suitable sites 

for intensification closer to town, like land between Beaumont Quarter and St Mary Bay College, 

Wynyard Quarter, old city Works depot bounded by Wellesley, Nelson and Cook Streets, vacant 

site Cnr Victoria and Albert Streets. 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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  #2252 
 

  

Government’s new housing rules: 
What it means for Auckland 
 

Note:   this version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose of publishing 
submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been removed and handwritten 
submissions have been transcribed. 

 

Your details 

Your name and feedback will be included in public documents. All other personal details will 
be kept private. 

Name: Cathy Qin  

Name of organisation/business:  

Your local board: Waitematā 

 

Your feedback (all questions are optional)  

Requirements for intensification  

Intensification inside walkable catchments 

A walkable catchment (required by the NPS-UD) is the area around a train or busway station, or a 

large urban centre within which an average person will walk to that location. 

The government requires councils to identify walkable catchments around the city centre, 

metropolitan centres and rapid transit stops (train or busway stations) where buildings of six 

storeys or more must be enabled. 

We are proposing: 

 a 15-minute walk (around 1200 metres) from the edge of the city centre. 

 a 10-minute walk (around 800 metres) from the edge of the metropolitan centres and 

around rapid transit stops, such as a train station or stop along the Northern and Eastern 

Busways. 

These are subject to modifying factors such as landscape, for example steep hills, and physical 

barriers including motorways. 
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1. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 1200 metres from the edge of 
the city centre?  Support 

Tell us why   

Promotes health and wellbeing 

 

2. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres from the edge of 
the metropolitan centres? Support 

Tell us why 

 Promotes health and wellbeing 

 

3. What do you think of our proposed walkable catchment of 800 metres around rapid 
transit stops? Support 

Tell us why  

Promotes health and wellbeing 

 

Intensification around town and local centres 

Central government has told us that we need to enable building height and density (for example 

terrace housing and apartment buildings) in and around our neighbourhood, local and town 

centres that matches the level of commercial activity and community services in each centre 

(such as jobs, shops and businesses). This is achieved by applying the Residential – Terrace 

Housing and Apartment Buildings Zone. 

Town centres are larger suburban centres in Auckland that provide for a wide range of shops, 

services and activities for their surrounding districts. They are often spread across a couple of city 

blocks, and along main roads. Some examples are Glenfield, Glen Eden, Parnell and Papatoetoe 

town centres. 

Local centres include a larger number of smaller suburban centres that serve local areas and 

neighbourhoods. Local centres might have 20 or 30 shops and some small offices. 

 

4. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
Zone to residential areas up to around 400 metres from large town centres with high 
accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

Greater capacity and scope to manage increased population growth and growing population. 
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5. What do you think of our proposal to apply the Terrace Housing and Apartment Buildings 
zone to residential areas up to around 200 metres from small town centres or large local 
centres with high accessibility? Support 

Tell us why 

Greater capacity and scope to manage increased population growth and growing population. 

 

Qualifying matters 

The government allows for some qualifying matters - exemptions to modify three-storey and six-

storey building heights. Qualifying matters are a characteristic which can be used to protect sites 

of cultural, historic, or ecological significance or to avoid development in areas with natural 

hazards. 

The government has already identified a number of qualifying matters and allows us to include 

other qualifying matters relevant to our city. 

To include our own qualifying matters, we must provide robust evidence to justify why it should 

reduce building heights and density in a particular area in light of the government’s direction to 

enable more housing. 

Special Character Areas 

‘Special character areas’ are older parts of the city that have special architectural or other built 

character value. They are covered by the Special Character Area Overlay in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan. 

Many of Auckland’s older residential suburbs were built around the early public transport network 

and emerging town centres. This is where our special character areas are located. The government 

is now directing us to enable increased housing density (e.g. buildings of six-storeys or more) 

within walkable catchments of town centres and public transport networks, and up to three storey 

buildings elsewhere.  

The government has not included special character areas as a qualifying matter. However, we are 

proposing to include identified areas of special character as a qualifying matter that reduces 

limits on building heights and density to ensure the character values of these areas are retained. 

6. What do you think of our proposal to include identified special character areas as a 
qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 

SCAR and Single House Zones are particularly burdensome for house owners with a high cost to 

renovate and maintain. I think there are other ways of maintaining street facing facade without the 

burdensome time and costs of going through resource consent and then building consent.  

 
337



  

Or, alternatively, if council wants to maintain this long process, there could be a funding 

pool/budget allocated to specific areas where the government supports house owners to maintain 

the property character. This is as a fair way of enforcing such rules, that does not apply to other 

houses and zones. In other words, if the council and government wants to maintain the heritage of 

properties in certain locations, then it would be fair to for them to invest in this endeavour; and 

not fully rely on the responsibilities of the property owners. 

7. What do you think of the proposed residential special character areas that we have 
identified? Do not support – I think there are more areas that should be identified as a 

qualifying matter 

Tell us why 

Parnell, Avon Street - why are certain properties apartment zoning and then a few properties down 

it's single house zone? Makes no logical sense... 

8. What do you think of the proposed business special character areas that we have 
identified? I don't know 

Tell us why 
 

 

Infrastructure constraints 

 

We are looking to identify areas in Auckland with long-term significant infrastructure constraints 

as a qualifying matter. As with special character areas, this is not a qualifying matter that is listed 

in the NPS-UD or the Act.  

This may include areas where water supply and wastewater networks may not be adequate to 

cope with more growth and are very costly and/or difficult to upgrade, or stormwater 

infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide, or where access to 

transport infrastructure is not adequate and very costly and/or difficult to provide.  

By including this as a qualifying matter, it would reduce the limit on building heights and density 

that would otherwise be enabled. 

We have not yet determined how we would apply this qualifying matter as the NPS-UD and the Act 

do not provide any specific support. At this stage, we want feedback on whether to consider this 

as a qualifying matter or not. If we include it as a qualifying matter, we will show the extent and 

location of any changes to height and density requirements in our plan change in August 2022. 

9. What do you think of our proposal to include areas in Auckland with long-term 
significant infrastructure constraints as a qualifying matter? Support 

Tell us why 
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Other qualifying matters 
 
We are also proposing to include a number of other overlays and controls in the Auckland Unitary 

Plan as qualifying matters that limit the height and density of development on sites or across 

areas to retain the values they reflect. A description of these proposed qualifying matters and how 

they are proposed to be protected or kept is shown in the consultation document and information 

sheets available on akhaveyoursay.nz/housing.  

These additional qualifying matters include: 

 Ridgeline Protection Overlay 

 Local Public Views Overlay 

 Auckland War Memorial Museum Viewshaft 

 Stockade Hill Viewshaft 

 Character buildings in City Centre zone and Queen Street Valley Precinct  

 Some of the existing built form controls in City Centre (e.g. allowing sunlight into public 
places, Aotea Square height control). 

 
10. Do you have feedback on any other qualifying matters? (please be clear which proposal 

you are talking about) 
 

Important privacy information 

The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Auckland Council in accordance 

with our privacy policy (available at aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/privacy and at our libraries and service centres) and 

with the Privacy Act 1993. The privacy policy explains how we can use and share your personal information in relation to 

any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and correct that information. You should familiarise 

yourself with this policy before submitting this form. 
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