District Plan Submission Form
(for plan changes, variations and notices of requirement)
Please print clearly Fm’off Tce use ony
Full name: ngelq Lauese + Davren Lauese. . |
N Oré;lgétTén fn; .t_he submission ls‘:{)n behalf of an orgamsatsoﬁ] . Ea ‘I q

' Ag;nt (if é-p-pﬁcéble}

Address for correspondem:e "[[0 AYDV\Q ﬁ\(e SC‘ V\dt/lﬂgw i P\\CLD
~ Phone: [busmess OZ\ Tl BSQ (home) fyo 3289 ()

e-mail address: an 4 guCHMd@jam RE g

This is a submissicn on the foliowing plan modification (state plan modification name and number):

Plan modibcohor 8 — we st rﬁeid ST Lutf’s

Please tu:k the sectlon of the d:stnct plan your submlssmn relates to

V/BSQ Operative Isthmus Section . Transitional Operative District Plan (former Auckland District Scheme)
,,,,, "1 1996 Operative Hauraki Gulf Islands Section L _ 1997 Proposed Central Area Section
F~ 2004 Operative Central Area Section

Please use a separate form for each separate matter for submission

"~ The speclﬁc pmwsmn of the plan modification that my submission relates to is:

s@ss o( rfg\duhai drorccdref

- Domwvon v e CQrWVU'\\Jrj

kwwoft(/k on lecal aventhon S S
Excessive Helgwf R




-
T

""""" | to the plan modification. The reasons for my [ our viaws are
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1 / We seek the following decision from the council (give precise details)

Note. the decision requestﬁd from council should enly relate to the content of the plan modificatien. Ar'y mgtters rafsed which do nat directly refate o the plon madificotion will be
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The reasons for our views are:

The current Westfield development is surrounded by a group ‘of quiet
residential streets, which include Aroha Ave and our local park, Gribblehurst.
We selected this area because the tranquillity, the character of the homes and
the lovely local park make it a perfect place to raise a family.

The proposed development together with street access via Aroha Ave makes
an overwhelming change to our area, impacting on traffic, noise and resident
parking. It would change Aroha Ave from a quiet residential street to a busy
thoroughfare more like a main road in a commercial area. The character of
the street will be eroded.

We also have concerns about the impact on people using Gribblehurst Park if
the Westfield driveway was added into Aroha Ave. As the park is used
predominantly for the childrens playground and sportsfields, it is preferable to
not have traffic using the park as a thoroughfare. Already traffic through the
park is busy, and the road is fairly narrow, it doesn’t appear to have been
constructed with large amounts of traffic in mind. The result will be a noisy,
excessively busy park, with increased risk of accidents.

The planned expansion of Westfield and the huge new carpark are
inappropriate in a local area such as St Lukes and there will be a massive
impact on the surrounding area, far beyond the piece of land that is being
developed. The height of the carpark is of particular concern as it would
dominate the skyline from many views in the area.

We seek the following decision from council:

Westfield already has multiple entry/exit points on two main roads. | ask the
council to consider the massive impact on the local area, and prevent
Westfield adding their driveways into the local streets such as Aroha Ave, as |
think you will agree, the streets will not be nice quiet local/residential streets if
this were to happen (no matter how much landscaping etc was done), and
certainly the character of the street will be eroded.

The scale of the development, carparking and additional road, is totally
inappropriate for our local area, and will have a negative impact well beyond
just the piece of land being developed. | believe the council should oppose
the Westfield submission.
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