Draft Code of Development Standards

We’d like to hear your thoughts on the draft Code of Development Standards to assist
Porirua City Councilin decision making.

Privacy and your personal details

All submissions are public information. We do not publish contact details or demographic
information. We collect demographic information to help us understand what areas of the
community we are reaching.

Your details

Name ‘Michael Player, Chair, Porirua Harbour Trust |
Suburb | City wide |
Email ‘ phacctsec@gmail.com |

Age group (please select)
[]15 and under

[116-25
[]26-35
[]36-45
[]46-55
[156-65
[166-75

[ 176+

Prefer not to say
Ethnicity | |

Gender ‘ |

I:I Please withhold my name from being published

Please note, your name must be public if you are presenting your submission in person, or you
are representing an organisation, business or residents’ association/group. Contact details or
demographic data will not be made public.

Are you submitting on behalf of an organisation, club, business or residents’ association/group?

El Yes I:I No

Please note, this is not your place of work, please ensure you have permission to make a
submission on behalf of the organisation, club, business or residents’ association/group.



If yes, please provide the name of the organisation, club, business or residents'
association/group.

Te Awarua o Porirua Harbour and Catchments Community Trust (PHT) & the
Guardians of Pauatahanui Inlet (GOPI)

Would you like to present your submission to Council?

|:| Yes El No

If yes, please provide a phone number so we can contact you

Your feedback

1. Do you have any comments on section 2 ‘Information Requirements’? If so, please share your
thoughts below. Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on, if
applicable.

Before commenting on Section 2 we wish to indicate our full support for Section 1, especially 1.3 on
Good Design including 1.33 (design guides), 1.35 (Water Sensitive Design) and 1.36 (Harbour
Accord). We also support 1.4 on Carbon neutrality/climate change but suggest that a sub-clause on
adaptation to climate change is necessary to reinforce the crucial importance of taking action
throughout other sections of the proposed code in order to build resilience into developments.

2.1.3 The Harbour Trust and Guardians of the Inlet believe there should be no charge for a
pre-application. By not requesting payment for two hours, the Council is incentivising the developers
to try and confine their inquiries to within this time frame. We believe the pre-application meeting is
probably the most important in terms of setting expectations that the Council has on behalf of the
whole community. Having a free and frank conversation at the early stage will save a lot of grief and
costs for both the Council and the developer further into the process.

2. Do you have any comments on section 3 ‘Earthworks’? If so, please share your thoughts
below. Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on, if applicable.

2.6.4 Proposed esplanades or esplanade strips. Esplanade strips are increasingly important in terms of
catchment management. We understand that PCC prefers esplanades to riparian strips as it enables wider
plantings from stream-sides thus further reducing stream bank erosion. It is disappointing that there is no
other information provided in the three adjoining columns. The same comment applies to 2.6.6 with regard to
Vegetation plan including street tree list showing tree layout and species. Further guideline documentation
links would be helpful especially as the Council has a wealth of information on which species of trees work best
in various places and conditions. The same applies for 2.6.10 with plantings on new reserves.

3.1

General Requirements, Erosion and Sediment Control Requirements:

We believe reference should be made in column 4 to the PCC report prepared by CARDNO in 2021 on
catchments as a helpful guideline resource for general requirements, erosion and sediment control in various
catchments that may be the subject of proposed developments.




3. Do you have any comments on section 4 ‘Stormwater’? If so, please share your thoughts
below. Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on, if applicable.

4.1 Stormwater - column 4 references the Porirua Harbour Accord. The reference
should be to the Harbour Accord action plan (and any consequent actions
documented) rather than just the foundation Accord. We particularly support
references to design initiatives that may be developed under the Harbour Accord
but as yet these are not in place so may be confusing for developers i.e. they
cannot plan for matters that are future indicated rather than written in current
detailed form.

4. Do you have any comments on section 5 ‘Water Supply’? If so, please share your thoughts
below. Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on, if applicable.

Nil

5. Do you have any comments on section 6 ‘Wastewater’? If so, please share your thoughts
below. Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on, if applicable.

6.1.5 PHT & GOPI would like to see stronger wording provided about the
requirements for wastewater system connections. PCC should explicity say that
without proof that waste water system impacts on the downstream network and
sewage plant are within current capacity then approval will unable to be made.
6.2.4 The ground surface will be free from flood inundation in 20 per cent (5 year)
Annual Exceedance Probability flood events. We question whether five year
annual exceedence probability is sufficient in the light of climate change where 1 in
100 year events are becoming increasingly frequent.




6. Do you have any comments on section 7 ‘Transport’? If so, please share your thoughts below.
Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on, if applicable.

7.27.26 The Water Sensitive Design guideline document refers to the framework
existing prior to recent Government legislative changes. That said, we do not want
the details that cascade from that framework to change as it appropriately
describes how the system should work in a cohesive way to incorporate water
sensitive design in roading and other situations relating to developments.

7.29 Bridges and culverts. Would benefit from the addition of a guideline
reference for construction of fish ladders in culverts.

7. Do you have any comments on section 8 ‘Parks, reserves and landscaping’? If so, please
share your thoughts below. Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on,
if applicable.

8.19.2/3/4 Concerning revegetation management. We fully support 90% survival
rate requirement for plants after the second summer plus weed control and 90%
canopy cover at the end of five years. This subject matter would be strengthened
by inclusion of reference to inspection (beyond developer) and enforcement by
PCC of consent provisions at the 3 year mark, including reference to penalties for
breaches.

Note: Pages 73 to 84 of the draft code are more detailed than other sections yet,
except for page 73 which is a table, most of these pages are still in the four column
layout. Perhaps some of this material could be shifted as guidelines into column
47?

8. Do you have any comments on section 9 ‘Electricity, telecommunications, gas’? If so, please
share your thoughts below. Please be specific to the paragraph number you are commenting on,
if applicable.

N/A




9. Any other comments you would like to make? Attach any additional feedback, if needed.

PHT and GOPI support the approach followed in the draft code for development.
We believe that the natural environment as well as the built environment would be
improved if developers were able to take on board not only the consent
requirements but also the guidelines which reflect best practice in matters such as
earthworks, stormwater and sediment management during and after construction.
We are pleased to see frequent references to the Harbour Accord but we suggest
that as actions under the Accord take place that the code be updated as a "living
document” to best reflect the increasing pace of improvements in environmental
protection and development technology.

Please add your email address here if you would like to receive updates on the draft CODS.

phacctsec@gmail.com

Thank you for your submission.
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