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Sylvanian resident just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with
the responses below.

Name of submitter:

Bob Alkema

Postal address of submitter:

30 Sylvan Way, Silverstream, Upper Hutt, 5019

Email address:

randatalkema@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0272481528

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Plan change 49 - variation 1

My submission is that:

I support the plan change variation that changes the status of the council owned land at the
Silverstream spur to Natural Open Space Zone. Changing the zoning of this land helps
protect and reinforce a natural east west corridor across the southern end of Upper Hutt. A
further possible outcome of this change would be an ability to develop a public walkway (
and possibly too a cycle track) through the native bush to the south-west of Sylvan way
with possible linkages to other parts of Silverstream and Pinehaven.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Adoption of Variation 1 to plan change 49

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:
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I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



DF just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the responses
below.

Name of submitter:

Doug Fauchelle

Postal address of submitter:

28 York Ave Heretaunga

Email address:

dougfauchelle@msn.com

Telephone number:

02041598046

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

12.4.3 Due to the Silverstream Spur currently having no public access the introduction of
site-specific provisions, to enable infrastructure including a transport corridor, to make the
Silverstream Spur accessible for these activities is also recommended. 12.4.4 The
importance of the SGA in terms of potentially delivering development for future housing
needs in Upper Hutt, something which is recognised within local and regional strategies
and plans, cannot be disregarded. The delivery of development on the SGA is still
intrinsically linked with the access through the Silverstream Spur site.

My submission is that:

I submit that the transport corridor to provide access to both the SGA and recreational
activities on the spur be provided off Reynolds Bach Drive and that Kiln Street access is
dismissed as an option. This is for the following reasons: 1. Reynolds Bach Drive can
more easily be developed as a primary access road and will take traffic off local already
congested roads in the Silverstream Village area. 2. Reynolds Bach Drive access is less
likely to be seen and may avoid much of the spur area that has iconic properties (in that it
can be easily seen from State highway 2, Fergusson Drive and hopefully much of Eastern
Hutt Road 3. As noted there is indigenous vegetation that will be irretrievably lost if access
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is made through extending Kiln Street.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

To dismiss Kiln St access as an option to the Spur and the SGA To provide access off
Reynolds Bach Drive to the Spur and SGA To make every effort to mitigate the visual
affects of the Reynolds Bach Drive access from Statehighway 2, Fergusson Drive and
Eastern Hutt Rd.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



FP just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the responses
below.

Name of submitter:

Stuart Grant

Postal address of submitter:

135 Pinehaven Rd

Address for service (if different from above)

135 Pinehaven Rd

Email address:

clicsg@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0278030620

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

If you answered yes to the above, please choose one of the following options:

I am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that: (a)
adversely affects the environment; and (b) does not relate to trade competition or the
effects of trade competition. 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Access to the Southern Growth Area through a rezoned Silverstream Spur

My submission is that:

I SUPPORT the specific provision for future access to the Southern Growth area, because:
1. Future residential growth will require roading access, and adding access only through
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other existing roads would increase traffic volumes through more residential streets which
would make them less safe, cause more congestion and negatively impact school zones at
Silverstream and Pinehaven 2. Access to the Southern Growth Area through Silverstream
Spur provides the most direct connectivity to arterial Eastern Hutt Rd and State Highway
Two. 3. Without access to the Southern Growth Area through Silverstream Spur, much
needed residential development opportunities will be lost or delayed. 4. With development
of the Southern Growth Area, a case for additional service infrastructure will be easier to
make, and subdivision of existing residential properties in the area will be less likely to
overload newly expanded infrastructure. 5. Other areas of Pinehaven and Silverstream
have not suffered loss of biodiversity from having roading in and around them. 6. Having
easier road access to the Silverstream Spur reserve areas will enable a wider diversity of
people to experience the flora and fauna it contains.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

retain the variation as it currently reads and do not amend it to remove potential future
access through Silverstream Spur to any future residential development on the hills around
Pinehaven.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Korero just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Caroline Woollams

Postal address of submitter:

22 Chatsworth Road, Silverstream

Email address:

caro@caro.co.nz

Telephone number:

0204689000

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Plan change 49. Open spaces.

My submission is that:

Amendment. Access to the southern growth area does not need to go through the spur or
Silverstream at all. Access could use the existing forest roads to Reynolds Bach drive.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Access to the southern growth area does not need to go through the spur or Silverstream at
all. Access to use the existing forest roads to Reynolds Bach drive.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 
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Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



LJ just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the responses
below.

Name of submitter:

Lynda Joines

Postal address of submitter:

8b Sierra Way, Blue Mountains

Email address:

lyndakj@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0224370163

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Prohibit any special zoning or provision for any road, infrastructure/transport corridor or
similar proposal on any part of the spur.

My submission is that:

I support variation 1 to Plan Change 49 to: Include the entire 35.5 ha of the silverstream
spur in plan change 49 Disallow any special zoning provisions for any road or
infrastructure/transport corridor, or similar proposal, on the spur, now and in the future.
Zone the entirety of the spur as natural open space.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Approve variation 1 of Plan Change 49.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:
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I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Stephen Butler just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

STEPHEN BUTLER

Postal address of submitter:

8B Sierra Way, Blue Mountains

Address for service (if different from above)

8B Sierra Way

Email address:

steverbutler1@gmail.com

Telephone number:

+64223936506

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Disallow any special zoning or provisions for any road or infrastructure/transport corridor,
or similar proposal on the spur.

My submission is that:

I support the proposed variation 1 to Plan change 49 to include Silverstream Spur as a
Natural Open Space, however, I oppose the site specific provision to include a transport
corridor. Maintaining Silverstream spur as a natural open space is important both
ecologically and to preserve the character of the surrounding suburbs.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:
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Proceed with including all of Silverstream spur in Plan Change 49, however disallow any
special zoning or provisions for any road or infrastructure/transport corridor, or similar
proposal on the spur.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Please Hear Us just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Helen Chapman

Postal address of submitter:

36B Field Street, Silverstream

Email address:

helen.chapman.nz@gmail.com

Telephone number:

021435361

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

THE PC49 VARIATION PROPOSAL

My submission is that:

I wish to have AMENDMENTS MADE to the provisions. The proposed amendments are
to remove the provisions for the transport corridor on the Silverstream Spur. I DISAGREE
with the following provisions, and wish them to be removed from the proposed plan
change: (1) Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport
corridor. (2) The proposed site-specific provisions would provide access to the
Silverstream Spur for potential future access to the (External link) Southern Growth Area.
I AGREE with the following provisions: (1) Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of
Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space. (2) Protect
identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. (3) Enable
site-specific provisions to provide access to the Silverstream Spur for a range of recreation,
conservation and customary purposes (only). My reasons are as follows: (1) A road
corridor on Natural Open Space is contrary to the definition of 'Natural Open Space Zone'.
"The Natural Open Space Zone is to allow for activities and development of an appropriate
scale to occur in identified spaces whilst conserving the natural character and associated
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ecological and landscape values. These spaces provide a valuable contribution to the
wellbeing of the Upper Hutt community, allowing us all to undertake recreation,
customary, and conservation activities in a natural setting". "Activities and development"
of a Natural Open Space does not include a road corridor going through the 'Natural Open
Space'. With a road going through it, it is no longer a 'Natural Open Space', and instead it
is a road corridor with some trees on either side. A road corridor through a Natural Open
Space Zone will take away its "natural character and associated ecological and landscape
values" and no longer allow us "to undertake recreation, customary, and conservation
activities in a natural setting". A road corridor does not provide a "contribution to the
wellbeing of the Upper Hutt community". (2) The Spur is a significant and important green
space for native birds. A road corridor through the Silverstream Spur will significantly
increase the number of birds that are killed by cars. It will also disrupt nesting because of
the increased noise in an area which is currently peaceful and undisturbed. (3) The access
road will create immense traffic congestion to the main access to Silverstream. The
proposed access to the Silverstream Spur and Southern Growth area is via Kiln Street. The
only access to Kiln Street is via the Kiln Street / Field Street roundabout, which is the main
roundabout in and out of Silverstream. This is already a very busy intersection, and is
heavily congested particularly in the morning, afternoons, and rush hours. Increased traffic
flows will further exacerbate the congestion and will make it difficult to enter and exit
Silverstream. This will have a flow on effect further congesting SH2 / Field Street
intersection , where traffic flows are already heavy all day. (4) Parking pressure on
Silverstream. As the Southern Growth Area is on the hilltops, commuters will drive their
cars down the hill, then attempt to park in Silverstream, before catching the train. The
reality is that people will NOT use public transport to make this trip, instead they will
drive their cars down because it is more convenient. Once they are down on Kiln Street,
they will then attempt to park. This will further exacerbate the traffic congestion in the area
while they are parking their cars. Silverstream will turn into a parking lot from the 1000
odd additional cars from the hillside suburbs. (5) The subdivision in the Southern Growth
Area is not in line with Regional Policy Statement (RPS Change 1). “The key to change
will be thriving centres where everything you need is a 15-minute walk away, linked
throughout the region by efficient public transport and active travel networks that make
private car use frankly unnecessary most of the time.” The Southern Growth Area is a
steep hillside suburb that will be spread over several kilometers. The entry road will be
long and steep adding making walking access impossible, even for a person of average
fitness. Therefore private car use WILL BE NECESSARY most of the time, which is
contrary to Regional Policy Statement (RPS Change 1). Any bus route would be
underutilized, because residents will not catch a bus to get their groceries, catch the train,
take their children to school or daycare etc. (6) Waka Kotahi NZTA submitted a report to
Council recently that stated that any road on the Silverstream Spur would need constant
maintenance and upgrades due to the instability of the land, further adding to the ratepayer
burden. I have spent considerable time and effort writing this submission, and I ask that it
be considered fully.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

That the Silverstream Spur is rezoned to Natural Open Space. That the Silverstream Spur
remains exclusively Natural Open Space, with no transport corridor.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 



Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Craig Thorn just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Craig Thorn

Postal address of submitter:

25 Sierra Way RD 1

Address for service (if different from above)

25 Sierra Way RD 1

Email address:

craig@craigthorn.co.nz

Telephone number:

+64211168808

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Spur Access to Southern Growth area and Infrastructure.

My submission is that:

Why does the access need to go through Upper Hutt City, Silverstream via the spur. Why
can't the developer use the existing forestry roads to connect to Reynolds Bach Drive? I
oppose access through the spur and Silverstream. The developers should be knocked back
on the spur access to apply for access through Reynolds Bach Drive, a much better road
with three lanes in places, than anything in Silverstream. Infrastructure. There has been
insufficient disclosure on how the public transport and rail will be affected by another 2-
3000 homes and commuters. Where is the new parking going to be to accomodate the
increased demand and who will build it and pay for it? There is already a lack of parking in
Silverstream for Train commuters. Parking is now past Field street, Dowling grove and as
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far as Terminus and Glocester Streets.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Require the developers to seek to use Reynolds Bach drive as access to their proposed
subdivision leaving the spur intact. Access through Silverstream and the spur should be a
proposition of last resort. Answer questions on Public Transport Rail commuter parking.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



DuncanStuart just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Duncan Stuart

Postal address of submitter:

1 Chalfont Road

Address for service (if different from above)

1 Chalfont Road

Email address:

duncanstuartnz@gmail.com

Telephone number:

+64274266115

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

The proposed transport corridor

My submission is that:

I disagree with the following provisions, and want them to be removed from the proposed
plan change: 1. Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport
corridor. 2. The proposed site-specific provisions would provide access to the Silverstream
Spur for potential future access to the (External link) Southern Growth Area. I agree with
the following provisions: 1. Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone
and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space. 2. Protect identified significant
natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. 3. Enable site-specific
provisions to provide access to the Silverstream Spur for a range of recreation,
conservation and customary purposes (only). My reasons are: 1. The space should be
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modeled on Polhill Reserve in Wellington. This is a beautiful area, full of walking and
biking tracks which is treasured by the community. There is no shortage of volunteers to
plant native trees and build tracks and I believe the residents of Silverstream and Upper
Hutt could build a similar place over time that would be a taonga to our city 2. What is
proposed as 'natural open space (with an infrastructure corridor)' doesn't actually meet the
definition of a 'Natural Open Space Zone' due to the disruption that will be created by the
road. 3. Ecological reasons: the Spur is an important area for birds. Birds will get killed by
cars. 4. Congestion: Housing on the hills will create immense traffic pressure in
Silverstream. There will not be enough parks for those who wish to catch the train. The
streets of Silverstream are already full on weekdays currently. 5. Sustainability: The
housing up on the hills will be car-dependant. One only needs to look to Riverstone or
Maungaraki to see that hillside suburbs cannot be adequately serviced by public transport.
People simply won't get the bus if it only comes every 30 or 60 mins. The long-term
carbon footprint of this will be immense. We need to incentivise developers to go up, and
not out. 6. Climate/slip risk: The recent slips in Stokes Valley and around the country are a
stark reminder of the costs and dangers of building on hillsides 7. Not aligned with the
Regional Council's RPS Change 1: This states “The key to change will be thriving centres
where everything you need is a 15-minute walk away, linked throughout the region by
efficient public transport and active travel networks that make private car use frankly
unnecessary most of the time.” These houses will be more than 15 minutes away, and up a
steep hill. 8. Asset maintenance: Horizontal infrastructure is expensive to maintain,
especially up hills. The cost of building up there will likely never get recovered from the
associated rates and development contributions. Waka Kotahi submitted a report to
Council saying a road on the Silverstream Spur would need constant maintenance and
upgrades due to the instability of the land, costing the ratepayers 9. Alternative options for
the developer: Ratepayers should not have to pay for this road to enable development when
the developer already has existing access to their land I am a millennial who is deeply
concerned about the housing crisis, and access to housing. A development on the hill like
this will not create affordable housing, and will contribute to an infrastructure crisis that
will affect our way of life forever.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

That the Silverstream Spur is rezoned to Natural Open Space. That the Silverstream Spur
remains exclusively Natural Open Space, with no transport corridor (now or in the future).
Designate the Spur as a Reserve (Reserves Act 1977)

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Logan M just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Logan McLean

Postal address of submitter:

26B Field Street

Address for service (if different from above)

26B Field Street

Email address:

loganmclean@gmail.com

Telephone number:

+6421350990

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

THE PC49 VARIATION PROPOSAL: Silverstream Spur

My submission is that:

I wish to see amendments to the provisions. I would like to see the Silverstream Spur in
full protected as a Natural Open Space Zone - without the addition of a road corridor.
There are ample alternative options to access the Southern Growth area without having to
sacrifice portions of an area that was purchased as a reserve with money specifically
earmarked for that purpose. The community are not asking for roading to be able to access
this area for recreation, so any suggestion that the addition of a road serves anyone other
than the Guilford Timber Company is disingenuous.
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I seek the following decision from the local authority:

I wish to see amendments to the provisions. I would like to see the Silverstream Spur in
full protected as a Natural Open Space Zone - without the addition of a road corridor. I
would also like to see UHCC finally work with the community to allow restoration of this
reserve through community-led native planting projects and development of walking trails.
This will enhance the existing community trapping efforts in this area with a view to
enhancing and restoring the biodiversity of the area.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Engineer Guy just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Carl Leenders

Postal address of submitter:

86 Field St, Silverstream

Email address:

carl.leenders@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0272396917

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Plan change 49 - Open Spaces

My submission is that:

The majority of the changes proposed are great - protection of the spur is paramount.
However, adding a corridor and provision for access to the SGA is something that I oppose
strongly. Adding a road and other services in there would destroy the natural significance
of the area

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

To remove the ability for an access corridor to be included in the plan for the area

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Submission 11



Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



tmp_banjo just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Jonathan Board

Postal address of submitter:

66 Chatsworth Road, Silverstream

Address for service (if different from above)

No Answer

Email address:

jonathan.board@gmail.com

Telephone number:

021676580

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

If you answered yes to the above, please choose one of the following options:

No Answer

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor.

My submission is that:

There is no reason to provide a provision for a transport corridor for recreation,
conservation and other customary purposes, the land has survived perfectly well without
this for the last few hundred years. The only reason to provide immediate provisions for a
transport corridor is to provide access to the Southern Growth Area and facilitate the
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development of the hills above Pinehaven and Silverstream. Any such development would
destroy the habitats and migration corridors of several protected and endangered species
present on the spur and the ridge; it would fundamentally change the general character of
the area by destroying the look of the hills and significantly increase the risk of flooding to
the valley below according to reports generated independently of the council. Additionally,
the entire area seems to be covered by the recently distributed PC47 for Natural Hazards,
specifically high and unstable slopes; therefore the building of a road would be
significantly more costly for all rates payers and dangerous for houses below the
development. I oppose any provision that would enable development of the southern
growth area.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Remove the provision for a transport corridor crossing the spur.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Adam just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Adam Ricketts

Postal address of submitter:

8 Heretaunga Square, Silverstream, Upper Hutt 5019

Address for service (if different from above)

No Answer

Email address:

adam.cathryn@gmail.com

Telephone number:

+64284231029

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

I agree that Silverstream Spur should be a Natural Open Space

My submission is that:

Silverstream Spur is a place of beauty and full of birdlife. It could be well utilized by the
community for walks, picnics, running, etc. The road system cannot take any more traffic -
it is congested every morning and evening along Fergusson Drive, to Stokes Valley, and
the motorway. Development of Silverstream Spur would be catastrophic - especially given
the unchecked systematic destruction of the suburbs through development/intensification
that is currently happening. I Fully support the rezoning which will protect Silverstream
Spur as a Natural Open Space for the generations to come.
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I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Re-zone Silverstream Spur as a Natural Open Space

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



Silverfox just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Howie Rait

Postal address of submitter:

3 Kurth Crescent, Silverstream

Email address:

raitz@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

027

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

PC 49 Variation 1 - Access to the Silverstream Spur under the proposed change plan.

My submission is that:

I support the change to a Natural Open Space, however wish to have an amendment to PC
49 Variation 1. I have grave reservations relating to access of the area, in that nothing has
(supposedly) formally been proposed or identified. I do not believe this land use can be
changed until access and utilization of the access has been identified for the public.
Additionally there is mention of a "Transport Corridor" with no further information
provided.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Detailed planning, dimensions and maps showing the access to the Silverstream Spur and
the "transport corridor" including who would be able to use this "Transport Corridor" and
for what purposes would it be used, or, remove all wording regarding a "transport corridor"
and "potential future access to the Southern Growth Area" from the variation. ..
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Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



LisaC just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Lisa Clephane

Postal address of submitter:

21 Deller Grove, Silverstream, Silverstream

Address for service (if different from above)

21 Deller Grove, Silverstream, Silverstream

Email address:

lisaclephane@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

0212073232

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Silverstream Spur re-zoning.

My submission is that:

I support the re-zoning of the Silverstream Spur to natural open space. It makes sense to
put a road through the Spur to give access to the Southern area. I like that the re-zoning
protects the natural open space, and would also protect identified significant natural areas.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Re-zone the Silverstream Spur as natural open space.
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Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 

DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 

SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 

Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652

Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 

CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Herenga ā Nuku / Outdoor Access Commission 

Postal address of submitter PO Box 11181, Manners Street, Wellington 6142, New Zealand 

Agent acting for 

submitter (if applicable) 

David Barnes 

Address for service 

(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 

021 1437281 

Email: 

david.barnes@herengaanuku.govt.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 

trade competition through this 

submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO ✓ Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 

Submission Number: 

(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

See attached. 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

See attached. 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

See attached. 

(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 

of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 
I do wish to be heard in support of my submission 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 

submission 

✓

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 

the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 

appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case 

I do not wish to make a joint case ✓

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

David Barnes,  
Regional Field Advisor/Kaitohutohu ā rohe 

Submitted electronically 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 

Date: 27-10-2022 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 

Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 

information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 

your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  



PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 

submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 

hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 

purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 

knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 



Upper Hutt City Council 
Private Bag 907 
Upper Hutt 5140 

planning@uhcc.govt.nz  

21 October 2022 

Dear sir/madam 

VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49 - SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

Introduction 

Herenga ā Nuku Aotearoa, the Outdoor Access Commission is the Crown agent responsible for providing leadership on outdoor 

access issues. Our role is to provide New Zealanders with free, certain, enduring and practical access to the outdoors. We 

administer a national strategy on outdoor access including tracks and trails. We map outdoor access, provide information to 

the public, oversee a code of responsible conduct in the outdoors, help resolve access disputes and negotiate new access 

Proposed plan change 

Herenga ā Nuku commends and supports the Council’s proposal to set aside this land for a range of recreation, conservation 

and customary purposes. We suggest that this be secured for future generations by making the land a recreation reserve or 

scenic reserve.  

There is an unformed legal road from Kiln Road to and alongside the property’s south-eastern border. We suggest that 

consideration be given to identifying this legal access by signage. It may be necessary to undertake some clearing or 

development of the unformed legal road to make access practical.  

We also suggest that consideration be given to identifying access to the western corner, where it is adjacent to Reynolds Bach 

Drive. 

If you would like to discuss these points, please get in touch. 

Yours sincerely 

David Barnes 

Kaitohutohu ā-Rohe | Regional Field Advisor - Wellington and Wairarapa | Te Whanganui-a-Tara me Wairarapa

P: 021 143 7281  E: david.barnes@herengaanuku.govt.nz 

mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:david.barnes@herengaanuku.govt.nz


Kelsofly just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Kelsey Fly

Postal address of submitter:

82 Pinehaven Road, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt 5019

Address for service (if different from above)

82 Pinehaven Road

Email address:

kelsfly88@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0220233550

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

My submission relates to the proposal to make Silverstream Spur a designated Natural
Open Space, as well as the site-specific provisions to enable infrastructure including a
transport corridor.

My submission is that:

I fully support Council's proposal to rezone Silverstream Spur as a Natural Open Space.
However, I do not support the site-specific provision of allowing infrastructure
development or a transport corridor. The Spur is a crucial area in the valley, both in terms
of biodiversity and the potential for recreational enjoyment for Upper Hutt residents. I
disagree with the variation's statement that "Silverstream Spur is critical to enable
infrastructure including a transport corridor to access the SGA." There are already
established alternatives to accessing the SGA which would not involve bisecting a Natural
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Open Space. Regardless of intention, a road through the Spur will create many problems,
including disruption to wildlife from traffic, road hazards and noise, as well as littering and
pollution, unfortunate side effects of all thoroughfares. Although these issues will occur
with any road, they will wreak the most havoc on a Natural Open Space. Upper Hutt
residents need green space more than anything, and access to these spaces for future
generations to enjoy, along with the incredible biodiversity they provide. Not only is this
proven to benefit our mental health, it is also a critical mission for Aotearoa to protect our
taonga species before it's too late. A transport corridor goes directly against these values by
disrupting the natural cohesiveness of the land. We don't need a road to access this
beautiful space - trails are more than enough, as seen in Ecclesfield Reserve, Keith George
Memorial Park and similar nearby reserves. As an area of ecological importance, the Spur
should be prioritised as a space where nature is allowed to flourish, away from transport
corridors. As someone who spends time pest trapping in the area, I've seen the amazing
native flora, and the potential for more native bush to take hold once the pines are dealt
with. Piwakawaka flit in the trees overhead, kura flourish in the streams and more native
species will make this their home and thrive if we look after the Spur. As stated, "UHCC
should focus on enhancing native flora and fauna on the Silverstream Spur." A road goes
entirely against this, and at the very least it diminishes the possible enhancement of native
flora and fauna. The Silverstream Spur is an indispensable link to the hills across the
valley, as well as other reserves in Pinehaven and Silverstream. With further roads
breaking up our native bush, birds and other species will find it more difficult to establish
the corridor they desperately need to thrive in this human-dominated world. While it is
crucial that we set aside the Spur as a Natural Open Space, it is by no means necessary that
we disrupt this special green space with a transport corridor. Please protect this space for
future generations to enjoy the natural world, away from infrastructure. Allow our precious
native species to thrive, uninterrupted. It is the least we can do.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Please approve the proposal to make Silverstream Spur a designated Natural Open Space,
but remove the provisions to enable infrastructure, including a transport corridor, through
the Spur.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Greenbelt just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Silverstream Retreat

Postal address of submitter:

P O Box 30526 Lower Hutt

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

John Ross

Address for service (if different from above)

3 Reynolds Bach Drive, Lower Hutt

Email address:

john@redcoats.co.nz

Telephone number:

0274434000

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

Yes 

If you answered yes to the above, please choose one of the following options:

I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that: (a)
adversely affects the environment; and (b) does not relate to trade competition or the
effects of trade competition. 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation
Zone to Natural Open Space.
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My submission is that:

For good reason, the land was once zoned for residential purposes. As the Hutt Valley
population has grown and the attitude towards building homes close to existing
infrastructure has become more popular, the Silverstream Spur is an even more important
solution to housing needs than ever before and will be more so in the future. We can not
find a compelling reason for this proposed zone change. This is our backyard and we do
not support the zone change proposal.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Either leave the zone as is or change the Hill Residential portion of it to General
Residential, making the whole area a General Residential zone.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 

DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 

SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 

Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 

Faxed to: (04) 528 2652

Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 

CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Greater Wellington Regional Council 

Postal address of submitter PO Box 11646, Manners Street, Wellington 6142 

Agent acting for 

submitter (if applicable) 

Mika Zollner 

Address for service 

(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 0212267336 Email: mika.zollner@gw.govt.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 

trade competition through this 

submission 

(Please tick one) 

NO ✓ Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 

matter of the submission that: 

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 

Submission Number: 

(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

Refer to submission letter. 

 

 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

Refer to submission letter. 

 

 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 

wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

Refer to submission letter. 

 

 

 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 

of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission ✓ 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 

submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 

the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 

appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case ✓ 

I do not wish to make a joint case  

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 

 

 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 

 

Date: 28/10/2022 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 

information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 

your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  

 

PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 

submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 

hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 

purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 

knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 

 

 



 

GWRC SUBMISSION ON VARIATION 1 TO UHCC PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49  Page 1 of 2 

Greater Wellington Regional Council Submission 

To: Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on: Variation 1 to Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces 

 

1. The Greater Wellington Regional Council (Greater Wellington) wishes to make a 
submission on Variation 1 to Proposed Plan Change 49 (the Variation) pursuant to 
Schedule 1 clause 6 of the Resource Management Act 1991. This submission is from 
Greater Wellington officers. 

2. The Variation is to re-zone the Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space, protect 
significant natural areas in the Silverstream Spur, and include site-specific provisions for 
infrastructure and future access to the Southern Growth Area. 

3. Greater Wellington broadly supports the Variation at this stage and seeks some 
amendments relating to the transport corridor and indigenous biodiversity provisions. 
Submissions on specific provisions are included in Attachment 1, to be read alongside this 
letter. 

4. We support the protection of identified significant natural areas in the Silverstream Spur 
plan change, as this is consistent with the Regional Policy Statement (RPS) Objective 16 
and Policies 23 and 24. However, we note that the District Plan does not currently give 
effect to RPS Policies 23-28 to identify and protect significant indigenous biodiversity 
values and landscapes. Given the delay with the Tiaki Taiao Plan Change 48 for Significant 
Natural Areas and Landscapes, there is currently limited protection of indigenous 
biodiversity in the District Plan beyond indigenous vegetation clearance provisions. 
Greater Wellington submitted to this effect on Proposed Plan Change 49; seeking greater 
protection of indigenous biodiversity through the Natural Open Space zone. 

5. We also look forward to working with Upper Hutt City Council to ensure the future 
Southern Growth Area provides for a well-functioning urban environment as articulated 
in Proposed Change 1 to the RPS.  

6. Greater Wellington wishes to be heard in support of its submission. We would also 
welcome the opportunity to clarify and further discuss the matters raised. 

Nāku nā, 

 

Matt Hickman 
Manager, Environmental Policy 



 

GWRC SUBMISSION ON VARIATION 1 TO UHCC PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49  Page 2 of 2 

Address for service: 
Mika Zollner 
E mika.zollner@gw.govt.nz  
 

Attachment 1: Table of Greater Wellington submission points 

 

Provision Submission Relief sought Reasons 

NOSZ-P6, 
NOSZ-S4 

Support with 
amendment 

Ensure the provision for future 
growth in the Southern Growth 
Area, and access to it through the 
Silverstream Spur, has regard to 
Proposed RPS Change 1 and 
provides for a well-functioning 
urban environment.  

This should include providing for 
public transport and multi-modal 
and low/zero-carbon transport 
options along the proposed 
transport corridor. Amendments 
to the provisions providing for 
this transport corridor may be 
appropriate to signal multi-modal 
transport connections. 

Greater Wellington notes the 
provision of a transport corridor to 
the Southern Growth Area being 
provided for in the Silverstream Spur.  
 
Little information on the location or 
nature of the transport corridor, nor 
the nature of development in the 
Southern Growth Area, is provided at 
this stage. 
 
Greater Wellington supports provision 
for future infrastructure to support 
future urban development, and this 
aligns with Regional Policy Statement 
direction. However, we do not have 
sufficient information on the Southern 
Growth Area or the transport corridor 
to be fully supportive at this stage.  
 
The Silverstream Spur is located close 
to Silverstream Station, and Greater 
Wellington considers that the 
provisions could signal an initial 
preference for public transport and 
multi-modal transport connections at 
this initial stage. 

NOSZ-P7 Support with 
amendment 

Amend reference to the effects 
management hierarchy to ensure 
consistency with the ‘avoid, 
minimise, remedy’ direction in 
Policy 32 of the Proposed Natural 
resources Plan, and equivalent 
provisions in the National Policy 
Statement for Freshwater 
Management 2020 and National 
Policy Statement for Indigenous 
Biodiversity 2022 exposure draft.  

The wording of this policy is 
inconsistent with the national and 
regional effects management 
hierarchy direction to ‘avoid, 
minimise, remedy’ and should be 
amended to ensure consistency.  

mailto:mika.zollner@gw.govt.nz


Colin just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Colin Rickerby

Postal address of submitter:

11 Dunleith Grove, Silverstream

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

NA

Address for service (if different from above)

No Answer

Email address:

col.rickerby@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0272172964

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Variation 1 - Plan Change 49 1. Rezoning the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space. 2.
Protection of identified significant natural areas 3. Provisions for infrastructure including a
transport corridor.

My submission is that:

1. I fully support the the rezoning of Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space and
commend the effort to make this proposed change. 2. I also support the identification and
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protection of significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur. 3. I do not support a
transport corridor with the possibility of it being an access road to the Southern Growth
Area as this will have a detrimental impact to the natural open space and goes completely
against the purpose of significant natural areas. The clearing of bush, earth works, roading
and traffic brings changes to run off, pollution, noise, rubbish, introduces weeds and
negatively impacts the visual effect of the natural open space. If the Southern Growth Area
is to be as large as it is proposed this will be a significant amount of traffic requiring a
sizeable road, producing a lot of noise due to the gradient and need for corners. To
maintain a gradient no steeper than 1 in 8 will require a long windy road with a lot of
earthwork which will eat significantly into the Natural Open Space and will not be able to
avoid the Significant Natural Areas, which according to Appendix 1, border the Kiln St
access. Should a road have to go in, then in accordance with proposed policies NOSZ-P7
there will need to be a lot of mitigation, offsetting and avoidance taking place to maintain
the natural area's biodiversity, health and appearance. Based on the above, I would further
like to see Silverstream Spur classified as reserve as it provides a pleasant natural entry in
to Upper Hutt City while travelling north and while leaving when travelling south. It also
helps link the bush zones (for ecological value) across the valley at this narrow point,
assisted with the recent planting on Hulls Creek and the north end of the Manor Park Golf
course. I have lived in the Pinehaven/Silverstream areas since the early 70s (apart from a 9
year absence). It has been pleasing to see the regenerating bush on the spur, I recall some
of these areas having more gorse in decades gone by. However control of the pines needs
to be done, there is a problem with wilding pines and what appears to be unmaintained
pine plantings on the spur and further up the ridge back to Pinehaven (these being areas
outside of the Guildford's pine plantation). During my time in the area I have enjoyed
accessing the hills for walking, running and biking including the Silverstream Spur. Access
has become more difficult in recent years with the development at the foot of the spur
where an old (steep) access track used to emerge by the Silverstream Railway sheds at the
north end of their tracks. Some track access off Kiln St is needed. At the moment there is
just access from a disused logging track/firebreak from the ridge above the spur. Thank
you for this opportunity to submit on Variation 1 to Proposed Plan Change 49 in relation to
Silverstream Spur.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

1. To rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space and protect Significant Natural
Areas 2. To not include a transport and infrastructure corridor that would negatively
impact the Natural Open Space and Significant Natural Areas.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



mriceguy just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Michael Gray

Postal address of submitter:

44 Aniseed Grove, Timberlea, Upper Hutt 5018

Email address:

mikegraynz@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0274752299

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

My submission relates to the PC49 VARIATION PROPOSAL: - Rezone the Silverstream
Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open
Space. - Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from
development. - Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport
corridor.

My submission is that:

I support the provision to rezone the Silverstream Spur as a Natural Open Space as it
allows a range of recreational activities and also moves the Silverstream Spur closer
towards being designated as a reserve. I support the provision to protect identified
significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development to ensure additional
protections as the Spur is an ecological corridor for native birds. I oppose the provision to
enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor, as
including infrastructure such as roads will cause destruction to the Spur and harm to the
natural open space. Roads are not required for recreational access.
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I seek the following decision from the local authority:

To add the provision to rezone the Silverstream Spur as a Natural Open Space. To add the
provision to protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from
development. To remove the provision to enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure,
including a transport corridor.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



Jane D just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Jane Derbyshire

Postal address of submitter:

26B Field Street

Address for service (if different from above)

No Answer

Email address:

janederbyshire@outlook.co.nz

Telephone number:

0211645115

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Plan Change 49 Open Space Variation 1 Silverstream Spur

My submission is that:

I wish to see amendments to the provisions. I would like to see the Silverstream Spur in
full protected as a Natural Open Space Zone - without the addition of a road corridor.
There are ample alternative options to access the Southern Growth area without having to
sacrifice portions of an area that was purchased as a reserve in 1990 with money
specifically earmarked for that purpose. This is not the only available option for roading to
the Southern Growth Area and I therefore disagree with the assertion that it is "critical" to
unlocking that area for potential growth. A road/infrastructure corridor is not required for
public recreational access to the Spur. Other local reserves such as Ecclesfield Reserve, Wi
Tako Ngatata Scenic Reserve and Keith George Memorial Park do not have a road or
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infrastructure corridor through them, yet they are still fully accessible to the public for a
range of recreational activities. I would prefer to see a greater area of reserve that is not
bisected by what will be a busy road which will impact on the amenity of the reserve as
well as the wildlife within it.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

I wish to see amendments to the provisions. I would like to see the Silverstream Spur in
full protected as a Natural Open Space Zone - without the addition of a road/infrastructure
corridor. I would then like to see UHCC progress this area as intended - to reserve status. I
additionally support the zoning of Significant Natural Areas within the Spur area.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 
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SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 
DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 
SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter  JOHN D O’MALLEY 

Postal address of submitter 25 SYLVAN WAY, SILVERSTREAM, UPPER HUTT. 5019 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

N/A 

Address for service 
(if different from above)  P.O. Box 40 812, UPPER HUTT. 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 

04 970- 6392 

0274 370 130. 

Email: 

johnomalleynz@gmail.com 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO XXX Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am/I am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the 
submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

1. Rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space. 

2. Enable site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor, to access the 
Southern Growth Area, 

3. Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. 

4. Paras 1.2 and 3 above relate to the entire area specified in Variation 1, Plan Change 49. 
Silverstream spur. 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

 PLEASE REFER TO APPENDIX A,  ATTACHED BELOW. 

 
(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

With reference to the entire area in Plan Change 49, Silverstream spur I want the Upper Hutt City Council to implement 
that which I support and decline that which I oppose:-  

i) I SUPPORT the rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space. 

ii) I OPPOSE enablement on the site for specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport 
corridor, to access the Southern Growth Area, 

iii) I SUPPORT the protection identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from 
development 

(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission  

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case  

SIGNATURE AND DATE  

 
 

John D O’Malley  
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 

Date: _31/10/2022___ 
 
____________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
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-Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
 

 
 

APPENDIX A. 
 
Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – 
Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 
 

1) I SUPPORT the rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space.  

Reasons.   When this piece of land was acquired, it was for the purse of it becoming a 
permanent reserve in public ownership. It was for the potential use of the public in some 
form of recreational purpose suitable to its terrain, and the wildlife that lives there.  

It is a unique feature of the landscape, visually distinguishing and linking Upper Hutt with its 
southern neighbours and thus gives geographical identity to The City of Upper Hutt. 

With intensification of residential housing occurring and high-rise accommodation, now 
possible, natural open spaces are at a premium for an increasing population.  Mental 
health of a community needs recreational facilities of all kinds within its community as a 
relief and refreshening of the human spirit.  Development of the spur as a reserve with its 
unique features of ruggedness and bush beauty, when capitalised on, would make a 
significant contribution to community wellbeing. 

We own this facility to be enjoyed by future generations, as once it is lost to any form of 
development, other than a reserve enhancement, it will be lost for ever. Moving to Natural 
Open Spaces is a step in it being developed as a public reserve.  

 

2) OPPOSE enablement on the site for specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport 
corridor, to access the Southern Growth Area, 

Reasons.   First, what is missing in this proposal is the design of such a road, where it will be 
situated, and its intersection with other arterial routes.  Nor is there any indication of where 
such a road may sit on the site, to consider its impact on adjacent properties, including its 
visual impact. 

Traffic flows at present on the intersection of Kiln Street and Field Street, are at various times 
of the day heavily congested, particularly morning and evening. I live in Sylvan Way which 
runs into Kiln Street. I have had at times to wait up to 5 minutes for break in the traffic to turn 
out of Kiln Street on to Field Street. The proposed Southern Growth Area of 1000 to 1750 
homes would put an additional 2000 to 3000+vehicles per day on an already heavily 
congested road. In effect traffic flow would be halted to a stop/start precession of 
stagnation.  In additional the Silverstream Park and Ride provision is already at maximum 
during weekdays. Hence the additional park and ride motorists would park all around the 
Silverstream Streets, reducing the width of the roads to single lane, thereby be interfering 
with normal traffic flow.  

Ease of access to the Silverstream shopping and medical centre would also be severely 
impeded due to the resulting traffic density. This impediment would substantially detract 
from the present residential enjoyment of where I currently live.  

In addition is the flow on effect on to a heavily congested Fergusson Drive. This when 
combined with a 1000+ additional vehicles being added to Fergusson Drive arising from the 
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neighbouring residential development of land adjacent to St Patricks College, can only 
result in gridlock at peak traffic times.  

When the subdivision of Sylvan Way, (where I currently reside), was being developed, the 
noise of earth moving equipment and diesel fumes caused a large native bird population 
to leave the site. A road of the magnitude proposed with 2000 to 3000 cars per day with 
noise and pollution will severely disturb local native habitat to the detriment of the current 
native bird life. Many New Zealand birds are today threatened with reducing numbers, and 
we must preserve as much as possible of their natural habit.  

There is an assertion by Council that a road to adjoin Kiln Street for traffic access to the 
Southern Growth Area is essential and is the only option. Then in its representations the 
Council mentions a road access off Reynolds Bach Drive is possible. These two statements 
are contradictory. There are other options of possible access to Eastern Hutt Road and the 
developers of the Southern Growth Area have failed to explore this. 

 There is currently no plan to develop the Silverstream spur as a reserve.  The only reason for 
the road request is to open the Southern Growth Area. A road for social access for 
enjoyment to a reserve is a totally different type of road, to that required for the high-density 
traffic volumes and related infrastructure required to access the Southern Growth Area. The 
objectives for each of these two roads are in conflict.  This conflict will result in limited 
choices for a reserve road access and parking facilitation, should the proposal succeed. 
Traffic noise and vehicle exhaust would further impinge on the peaceful nature of a public 
bush reserve.    Community needs must come before individual commercial imperatives. 

 Contentions that road access for a reserve must be considered now is false. When a 
development plan to turn the Spur into a reserve under Reserves and Parks legislation, all 
road access requirements can be considered then. That way the Public will know what it is 
supporting and have the opportunity to make its contribution to the design. 

What is being proposed by the Variation 1 to Plan change 49 road request is an “open 
ticket” without any indication of its proposed location, or its impact on the environment and 
native life. In fact, indications are that such a road would have to pass through a SNA, 
which is unacceptable.  Sever traffic congestion and parking inadequacy, resulting from 
such a road has been ignored. Such proposals are not acceptable. 

 

3) SUPPORT the protection identified significant natural areas (SNA)on the Silverstream Spur 
from development.  

Reasons. A significant feature of Upper Hutt is the beauty of native bush on the hills that 
surround it, and its native bird life as evidenced by its fan tail statue on State Highway 2 at 
the entrance to the city.  Many of New Zealand native birds wellbeing is threatened  due to 
their natural habitat being destroyed through land development of one form or another for 
commercial and or residential uses.  We need to protect all native bird species who are 
stable in population and facilitate growth in those birds whose numbers are declining. 

At times my home is surrounded by tuis, fantails, wood pigeons, tomtits, rifleman, wax eyes. 
and the occasional kingfisher. The SNA contains the insect life that these birds feed on for 
their life. and must not be violated in any way.   

 

 

 
 
 



SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 
DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 
SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Nancy Bramley-Thompson 

Postal address of submitter 4 Moehau Grove, Trentham, Upper Hutt 5018 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone:027 2202319 Email: ndtjj@xtra.co.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO  Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

THE PC49 VARIATION PROPOSAL 

• Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation 
Zone to Natural Open Space. 

• Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. 

• Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor. 

• The proposed site-specific provisions would provide access to the Silverstream Spur for 
a range of recreation, conservation and customary purposes, as well as potential future 
access to the (External link)Southern Growth Area. 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 
My submission is that:  

1. I support the proposal to rezone Silverstream Spur from mix of Rural Hill and Residential 

Conservation zones to Natural Open Space.  

 

2. I support the proposal to protect identified Significant Natural Areas on the Silverstream 

Spur from development.  

 

3. Goal 2 of Upper Hutt City Council’s current Sustainability Strategy states: “We will prioritise 

protecting and enhancing our natural environment. 2.1 Evaluate opportunities to protect 

and enhance existing biodiversity and focus on regeneration, reforestation and 

enhancement of soil health, native flora and fauna. 2.2 Invest in current and new 

opportunities to integrate biodiversity within the community and encourage it to be a 

prominent part of the social landscape.”  Therefore, I do not support the enablement of 

site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor, within Silverstream 

Spur.  

 

4. I would like to see all the pine trees on Silverstream Spur removed and a program of re-

generation commenced. Using local eco-sourced native plants will go a long way towards 

providing increased habitat for the wildlife community.  

 

5. And finally, I encourage Upper Hutt City Council to work towards the creation of a 

Silverstream Spur Reserve. This could include walking and cycling tracks for humans to 

achieve customary, recreation, and conservation goals.  

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

As stated in my submission above 

 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

https://wrgf.co.nz/our-priorities/housing-supply/
https://www.upperhuttcity.com/Your-Council/Plans-policies-bylaws-and-reports/Upper-Hutt-Southern-Growth-Area


 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission  

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case  

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 
 
Nancy L. Bramley-Thompson 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
Date: _31 October 2022 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
 

 



Maurice just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Maurice Berrington

Postal address of submitter:

36 Aniseed Grove Timberlea Upper Hutt, 36 Aniseed Grove Timberlea Upper Hutt

Address for service (if different from above)

36 Aniseed Grove Timberlea Upper Hutt, 36 Aniseed Grove Timberlea Upper Hutt

Email address:

maurice.bg01@outlook.com

Telephone number:

02040207616

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Rezone the spur as natural open space

My submission is that:

Hi I oppose to have the sliverstream spur as a delvopment for housing and I don't want to
see a transport corridor through it and I will the sliverstream spur as a reserve

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Hi seek to have the sliverstream spur as a reserve with cycle paths and walkways for the
public to enjoy for future to come
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Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



Classicmad just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Ian Price

Postal address of submitter:

2 Sylvan Way Silverstream

Email address:

classicmad@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

0274458007

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

1. Rezoning Silverstream Spur to natural open space. 2. Protect SNA Areas from
development. 3. Disallow any provision for infrastructure anywhere on the southern
growth area.

My submission is that:

1. I fully support rezoning 2. I support complete protection of the SNA. 3. I strongly object
to any provision of rules to allow for any access to the SNA on any part of the Silverstream
spur.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

1. Rezone Silverstream Spur completely as SNA 2. Permanently protect all SNA areas on
Silverstream spur. 3. Disallow any provision for any road or infrastructure corridor on any
part of Silverstream Spur permanently.
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Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 
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To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Lance Hurly 

Postal address of submitter 24 Harewood Grove, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 021 1699052 Email: hurlys@xtra.co.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO No Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only) 
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SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 
DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 
SILVERSTREAM SPUR 



 

 

 

DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

• Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation 
Zone to Natural Open Space. 

• Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. 

• Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor. 

 

 

 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that:  

1. I support rezoning the Spur to Natural Open Space.  

2. I support protecting the significant natural areas on the Spur from development.  

3. I do not support site-specific provisions including a transport corridor.  

 

 

 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

1. Rezoning the Spur to Natural Open Space. 

2. Protecting the significant natural areas on the spur from development. 

3. Withdraw any intention to establish a transport corridor. 

 

 

 

 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission Yes 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case  

SIGNATURE AND DATE 



 

 

 
 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 
Date: ___1 November 2022_____________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
 

 



Phroad just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Peter Zajac

Postal address of submitter:

155 Pinehaven Road, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt, 5019

Email address:

peteza48@hotmail.com

Telephone number:

0272373070

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation
Zone to Natural Open Space. Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a
transport corridor. Remove the provisions for a road and transport corridor over the entire
Silverstream Spur.

My submission is that:

I am opposed to the provisions that allow for the construction of a road and infrastructure
corridor through the Silverstream Spur. I request that UHCC remove the provisions for a
road and transport corridor over the entire Silverstream Spur. I give the following reasons
for my opposition and your consideration: The Spur is an important and irreplaceable
ecological and environmental asset to Upper Hutt. It should be protected and allowed to
regenerate for the benefit of wildlife, the environment, and the future inhabitants of Upper
Hutt. A road and infrastructure corridor would be hugely detrimental to this. The purpose
of the road is to unlock land in the hills above Silverstream to allow the 'Silverstream
Forest' development to proceed. This development should be a red flag to the council for
many reasons, including: - Proximity to Silverstream Landfill (smell, health risks) -
Multiple significant fire risk factors: pine forest, uphill, ridgeline, single road access. As a

Submission 29



professional firefighter, these are highly concerning. Several homes were almost lost in
Trentham last summer in similar topography where firefighters had the benefit of attacking
the fire from the ground, plus water reservoirs. These tactics would not be available at the
Silverstream Forest development, resulting in potentially far more dangerous fire
conditions. - Distance from amenities and transport, meaning residents will be car-
dependent. Up to 3,000 houses X NZ-average 2 cars per household = 6,000 extra vehicles
to be accommodated per day. - Topography means slips will be likely - An isolated
community provides lower economic benefit compared to urban intensification (housing in
the city centre) - Release of mammalian predators into a recovering ecosystem. Up to
3,000 houses X NZ-average 1.5 cats per household = 4,500 additional predators Aside
from all the points listed above, the Spur, and other land in the hills, deserves to be
protected. This is an opportunity to consider a project similar to Zealandia which would
have huge ecological benefits and, over time, would be a low-risk financial asset to the
council. It would bring permanent jobs (100 at Zealandia) and economic input ($29.5m per
annum at Zealandia) to Upper Hutt. Regarding the Silverstream Forest development, there
are clearly better options for housing in Upper Hutt. Main Street is becoming run-down
and half empty. A residential/commercial re-development would put people in the city,
increasing economic activity and reducing car-dependence.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Remove the provisions for a road and transport corridor over the entire Silverstream Spur.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



Pynhabn just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Laura Johnston

Postal address of submitter:

155 Pinehaven Road, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt, 5019

Email address:

lauraanne_johnston@hotmail.com

Telephone number:

0273600999

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation
Zone to Natural Open Space. Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a
transport corridor. Remove the provisions for a road and transport corridor over the entire
Silverstream Spur.

My submission is that:

I am opposed to the construction of a transport and infrastructure corridor through the
Silverstream Spur, as well as a housing development in the hills above
Silverstream/Pinehaven. I request that UHCC removes the provisions for a road and
transport corridor over the entire Silverstream Spur.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Remove the provisions for a road and transport corridor over the entire Silverstream Spur.
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Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 
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Aveling just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Tom Halliburton

Postal address of submitter:

95 Wyndham Rd, Pinehaven

Address for service (if different from above)

95 Wyndham Rd, Pinehaven, Pinehaven

Email address:

halliburton.tom@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0211017360

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Silverstream Spur rezonig

My submission is that:

The Silverstream Spur is unsuitable for housing. This area has important natural
environmental values and potential recreational value. The Southern Growth Area is no
longer a desirable area for development. Such development would not be consistent with
the need to transition housing to a more sustainable and more dense form. The SGA would
become a car dependent area, especially due to the hilly nature of the area. Council should
not be facilitating car dependent urban sprawl. A Climate Emergency exists. This is
sufficient reason to cause a change to the planning designation of the SGA at some future
date. Therefore planning for access to this area through the Silverstream Spur should not
be carried out. Provision should be made only for active modes of access.

Submission 32



I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Rezone the Silverstream Spur as proposed, but do not provide provision for access to the
privately owned Southern Growth Area. Immediately begin a process for Silverstream
Spur to be classified as reserve.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Kereru just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Calvin Berg

Postal address of submitter:

69/20 Racecourse Road

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

The spur was intended as a natural open space, and is part of the eco system of the valley.
The Council must proceed to have the spur declared a natural open to stop private interests
trying to chip into it for their own benefit.

Email address:

calvin_helen@hotmail.com

Telephone number:

0212675083

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

The development of a corridor for infrastructure or any other development of the Spur

My submission is that:

That the Council take the appropriate action to have the spur declared as Natural Open
Space

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

The Council take action to have the Spur as a Natural Open Space. Also the Council stop
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supporting private interests trying to develop the spur as appears to be the case at present.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 
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suBMrssroil FoRM (FoRM s)

PROPOSED PLAI CHAITGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUilCIL
DISTRICT PIAN: VARIATIOI{ 1TO PROPOSED PIAN CHAI{GE 49-
SILVERSTREAM SPUR

U
Te Kaunihen o
TaAwrKalrengi ki tlte
Uppcr Hutt Clty Cosncll

File Number: 357/ L2-O5L
Submission Number:
(for office use only)

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 - Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Submissions can be:

Delivered to: HAPAI Building,879-881Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 - Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag9O7, Upper Hutt
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSIOiI, INCLUDING YOUR
COilTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER

Name of submitter Gaham Bellamy

Postal address of submitter 16 More[pork Close
Riverglade
Upper Hutt

Agent acting for
submitter (if applicable)

N/a

Address for service
(if different from above)

N,/a

Contact phone / email Telephone:
04 527 3053
a27 3533574

Email:

$bellamy@kinectco.nz

I could gain an advantage in
trade competition through this
submission
(Please tick one)

NO
X

Only answer thls questlon lf you ticked YE!i:

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject
matter of the submission that:
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the e{fecG of trade
competition.

YES

To: Upper Hutt City Council

L

L

The closing date for submlsslons ls Friday 4 November 2022 al Spm
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DETAIu; OF SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submi*sion relates to are as follows:

Upper Hut City Council has prepared documentation to review the open space topic 6f it's operative District Plan (20O4).
It is Plan Change 49 - Open Spaces (PC49i and is Fart of the rolling review of the District Plan. The current Variation L is
to revisit a possible rezoning of the Silverstream Spur.

The variation is covered in the Section 32 Report,1.O.las being:

To facilitate appropriate zoning and provisions for the Silverstream Spur located at number 60 Kiln Street, Upper Hutt (R
Sec 1SO 34755, Parcel lD:3875189). This is to enable the use of the Silverstream Spurfor passive recreation,
conservation, and customary activities of an appropriate scale that is compatible with the natural character and amenlty
value of the site. Variation 1 also introduces site.specific provisions to enable infrastructure including a transport corridor
to make the Silverstream Spur accessible for these activities as well as opening access to potential development of the
Southern Growth Area (SGA)

It refers to the following Policies:

NOSZ-P6 $ilverstream Spur lnfrastructure and NOSZ-P7 Silverstream Spur NaturalArea.

(Please use additrbnal sheets ffIecessary)
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My submission is that:

I agree that the Silverstream Spur should be rezoned as Natural Open Space, but with no sitespecific provisions to

enable infrastructure including a transport corridor. The provisions should ensure that the underlying zone and the

natural character of the site is recognised and provide for the protection of identifiod indigenous vegetation.

The spur is an iconic feature of the southern end of Upper Hutt and should be rezoned as a Natural Open Space' and

further developed by the removal of the pine trees and other scrub, such as gorse and broom and then replanted in

native vegetation to become an attractive, ecological area for recreational, customary and conservation activities to
occur in a natural setting. lt will form the connectivity between the east and west sides of the valley at its narrowest
point. lt is an opportunity to add to the connectivity between the 2 sides of the valley. This will provide a native corridor

ior migration of wildlife and birds in the area. lt will connect Keith George Memorial Park, Silverstream Spur, Ecclesfield

Reserve, Wi Tako Ngatata Scenic Reserve and further south to Wainuiomata Mainland and north to Pukuratahi Forest.

The revegetation of the Silverstream Spur would add to the biodiversity of the area and provide an opportunity to provide

walking/biking tracks through the area for recreational use.

From the point of view of Climate Change, it will enhance the carbon absorption within Upper Hutt both with the
vegetation and the ground litter from leaves, etc. With appropriate pest control measures this would add significant

enhancement to the native flora and fauna and biodiversiry in the area, adding to the areas already identified significant

indigenous vegetation.

There is significant native regrowth on the spur, including many beech trees of a significant size. A walk through to
identify whlt species are regenerating and using John Campbell's report for plan the replanting programme' We would

like to see a significant planting of Rata within the spur. One comment made in the report refers to the nofthern end

having had the pines removed and the area regenerating in gorse and scrub. Driving past a few days ago I noticed

significant regrowth of healthy natives in this area.

I do not support the introduction of a site-specific provision including a transpoft corridor through the Spur. This is to

enable the development of the Southern Growth Area, which is on private land and been identified as a future growth

area. There needs to be identified another way to access this future gro\,vth area. A transport corridor through the spur

woutd divide the Natural Open Space and significantly limit the migration of wildlife and birds in the area and their ability

to set up viable colonies within the area. The spur has an area of 352 2m and if the proposed Significant Natural Area of

lot 46, DP 90006, lD 3824934 bordering the spur on the south-eastern corner was added this would have a total area of

45O2M, which is an ideal area for a continuous natural protected area.

The transport corridor plus associated services will cause considerable damage to the current flora and fauna on the
spur and have adverse effects on the surrounding environment. lt will also adversely impact on the surrounding wildlife

in the area, with road noise, vehicle fumes and also light pollution during night-time. The corridor will also add to a runoff

from the road and allow a corridor for pests, weeds and other rubbish which will impact on the ecolo$/ of the
surrounding habitat. This will be a major divisional factor to the integrity of the Natural Open Space.

From the maps on the Upper Hutt City Council web site, it appears that the transport corridor will need to go through a
proposed Significant Natural Area, which is contrary to the provisions of Significant Natural Areas.

The spur needs to have identified Significant Natural Areas protected from any type of development and be rezoned as
Natural Open Space and the future potential as a public amenity be recognised for future generations. The only
development that should be allowed is a public road and car park on the eastern side, below the spur, with easy walking
access to several walking/cyclingtracks on the spur and the pine trees removed and the whole area replanted in native
vegetati0n,

The spur has been identified as a High Slope Hazard in PC47 Natural Hazards. Why would you put a road through a High

Slope Hazard area, increasing the risk of subsidence, when the planting of native bush will decrease subsidence risk?

Below are comments made in a report regarding submission from Upper Hutt City Council to Hutt County District
Scheme in 1976:

"The spur is the narrowest point in the gorge separating the Upper and Lower Hutt Valleys and at present is an important
visual element in the green belt separating the two urban areas. The erection of houseg on this spur would be a
disruptive element in this vital buffer".

They went on to say that housing "would adversely affect the amenities of the area by allowing urban development in the
Upper and Lower Valleys to merge. Further, development of the spur would be in conflict with the town belt policy for the
Mangaroa hills as embodied in the Regional Ptanning Scheme"

UHCC wanted "the Spur zoned Town Belt "with a designation as recreation reserve if appropriate".

This is what we currently want for the spur. What has changed since this submission was made by UHCC in 7976?

L



(Please state in summary the nature of your submrssion. Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or
w,sh to have amendments made, giving reasons. Please use additional sheets if necessary)

I seek the following decision from the loel authority:

I ask that the council rezones the spur to Natural Open Space and then pursues the whole Silverstream Spur and
neighbouring ldentified Significant Natural Areas being designated as a public reserye under the Reserves Act 1977, to
provide protection against future rezoning of the area.

I ask that the site-specific prwisions to enable infrastructure including a transport c.orridor to make the Silverstream
Spur accessible for these activities as well as opening access to potential development of the Southern Growth Area
(SGA) be excluded.

I ask that the identified Significant Natural Area on the spur be retained and no development be allowed in this area,
except for the purpose of creation of a native bush natural open space.

(Please give precise detqrJs and use additional sieets ffnecessary.)

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support
of your submission (Tick appropriate box)

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission x

I do not wish to be heard in support of my
submission

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at
the hearing if others make a similar suhmission (Tick
appropriate box)

I do wish to make a joint case X

I do not wish to make a joint case

SIGNATURE AND DATE

SiSnature of making submiss,bn or perso n autharised to s,gn on behaff of person making submission

Date: _ zlrr/;,2-
(Note: A signaturd i{ not /equired it you a,re miking your subrnission by etectronic means)

Terms of making a submissron - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as paft of the consultation process. Your personal
itffornation will be securely stored at Upper Hull Clly Council and only accessed by Councit officers for the intended purpose. You can request that
your personal information M corrected at any time- Submission of this form is deemed as yo ur agreement to these terms.

PLE4SE ,VOIE Your subrnlssrbn (or part of your submission) may be struck out ff the authority is satisfied that at teast 1 of the foltowing appties to the
submission {or part of the submission)i 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discroses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it woutd be an abuse of the
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive tanguage; 5 it is suprr],tted only by material that
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has b@n prepared by a Wrson who is not indepe ndent or who does not have sufficient speciatised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter.
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Chris & Julie Manu just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5)
with the responses below.

Name of submitter:

Chris & Julie Manu

Postal address of submitter:

7 Sylvan Way, Silverstream

Email address:

juliemanu7@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0272463213

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

OPPOSE : "Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport
corridor."

My submission is that:

A road or infrastructure corridor placed ANYWHERE through the proposed rezoning of
the Silverstream Spur (including developing the paper road from Kiln Street to above
Sylvan Way); would have SIGNIFICANT IMPACT on: - the ecological corridor for our
native birds (linkage between Spur, Wainuiomata with Akatarawa - also with Keith
George reserve) - re-generation of native fauna and wildlife would be greatly
disadvantaged (impact of roading construction; machinery; possible diesel spills that could
leach into the natural waterways (there is a known waterfall on the Spur); removal of fauna
and soil could lead to instability of land under heavy rainfall; roading would split the
natural Spur and create "communities" of wildlife (which may have an impact on their
breeding and safety) - land allocated for public reserve (proposed rezoning as natural open
space) should not be utilised for the benefit of a private developer when there are other
feasible options for access A road or infrastructure corridor is NOT required for the
harvesting of pines currently located on the Spur.
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I seek the following decision from the local authority:

DENY the enablement of site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport
corridor.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



Cathy just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Cathy Price

Postal address of submitter:

2 Sylvan Way Silverstream Upper Hutt

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

N/A

Address for service (if different from above)

As above

Email address:

cathyandmatty@hotmail.com

Telephone number:

0211066074

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

1- rezoning of Silverstream Spur to a natural open space. 2- SNA areas to be protected
against future development of any kind. 3- Disallow any provision for any infrastructure
corridor relating to the southern grown area.

My submission is that:

1- I support the rezoning in full. 2- I support protection of the SNA. 3- I strongly object to
the provision of rules allowing any form of access to the southern growth area on any part
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of the Silverstream Spur.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

1- Rezone the Silverstream Spur as a natural open space completely. 2- Protect all SNA
areas on the Silverstream Spur. 3- Disallow any provision for a road, infrastructure
corridor on any part of the Silverstream Spur.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



GerryB just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Gerald and Carleen Bealing

Postal address of submitter:

90/20 Racecourse Road Trentham Upper Hutt 5018

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

N/A

Email address:

gerry@bealing.com

Telephone number:

049709659

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

My submission relates to the proposed change of zoning of the Silverstream Spur to
Natural Open Space

My submission is that:

We support the proposed plan change to rezone the Silverstream Spur to Natural Open
Space. This is consistent with Council’s reason for purchasing this land in 1990 using
funds intended to be used for purchase of land to be held as public reserve. We oppose the
proposal to include in the variation provision for a “transport corridor”. A road is not
necessary to enable public participation in passive recreation and conservation. Walking
and cycling tracks will enable these activities with far less impact than a road allowing
access to the SGA. Such a road would have to provide multiple lanes and services for
development of the SGA such as water supply, drainage, sewage removal, power and IT
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services. This road would have a major impact on the natural environment which the
Natural Open Space zoning is intended to encourage. We support the proposal to protect
identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. This is
consistent with our support for the proposed rezoning as natural open space and with our
opposition to the inclusion of provision for a transport corridor.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

We seek Council's approval of the variation subject to removal of provision of a "transport
corridor"

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 
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Thagomiser just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Stephen Bell

Postal address of submitter:

11 Milton Street, Trentham

Address for service (if different from above)

No Answer

Email address:

bellsjnv@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0273398513

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

PC49 Variation 1 proposed rezoning of the Silverstream Spur.

My submission is that:

1) I support the Council proposal to change the status of the Silverstream Spur to "Natural
Open Space" to protect the natural areas from development. When we moved to Upper
Hutt in the late 1980's from Dunedin we were attracted by the surrounding bush, parks and
reserves, and green spaces that for many years have gradually been opened for
development. The Spur is one side of the gateway to Upper Hutt and should remain a
green-space. It would be better if it was designated a Reserve. 2) I DO NOT support the
proposal to enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor.
With no details as to the route, or extent of the infrastructure proposed it is difficult to
accurately assess possible impacts. However in general, roads impact noise in the area, air
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pollution, and water run-off, which may contain combustion by-products and other
pollutants adversely impacting the adjacent area. In addition there is considerable
disruption caused by construction of such corridors which is likely to adversely impact the
on-going regeneration. The running of a road through the bush will separate the whole area
into smaller and less dynamic and resilient blocks.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

1) To Rezone the Spur as a Natural Open Space. 2) Remove the provision providing for an
Infrastructure and Transportation Corridor from the proposal.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Bob McLellan 

Postal address of submitter 7 Paton St, Upper Hutt 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone:5267775 Email: bobsnotes@letterlinks.co.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO x Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only)
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DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 
SILVERSTREAM SPUR 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space.   

Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development.  

Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor. 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

The Spur is part of the gateway to Upper Hutt, or if you like, the gateway to the gateway to the great outdoors. As such, 
the more it presents a natural view the better it supports Upper Hutt's ethos. There is no analysis of the effect of road 
and infrastructure on the amenity and image values of the gateway effect . 

 

* Re Point 1 of the proposed NOSZ-P6, there is no requirement for this infrastructure to 'Provide for a range of passive 
recreation opportunities' so this Point should be deleted. 

* Re Point 2 of the proposed NOSZ-P6: 

a. The provision for infrastructure has got the cart before the horse. There is no proposal before the Council to develop 
the SGA so there is no way to judge what it would require. This provision  should be part of a Private Plan Change to 
enable the development of the SGA, It would then be part of an integrated plan where decisions could be made on 
specific requirements. 

b. There is no geological report to identify whether the Spur is suitable for any development. Given the recent major slip 
at nearby Stokes Valley this lack of information affects sound decision making. 

c. Page 29 of the S32 report offers two options. Critically it does not include the third option to 'Rezone the Silverstream 
Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space' without 'Enable site-
specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor'. That of course is what this is all about so option 3 
should be included in the S32 report. 

* Re proposed NOSZ-P7, what does this mean in practice? 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

1. Approve the provision to rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone 
to Natural Open Space.  

2. Approve the provision to protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development 

3.Decline (not approve) the provision to enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor 

 

(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission  

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

x 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case x 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 



 

 

 
 
Bob McLellan 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 
Date: _03-11-2022_______________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that your 
personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
 

 



SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL
DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE
SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz 

The closing date for submissions is Friday

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Pat van Berkel

Postal address of submitter 95 Elmslie Rd, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

- 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

- 

Contact phone / email Telephone:

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO √ 

YES 

1 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 
PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 

Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm

INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

Pat van Berkel 

95 Elmslie Rd, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt 

Telephone: - Email: pat.vanberkel@gmail.com

 Only answer this question if you ticked YES:

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 

at 5pm 

INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 

pat.vanberkel@gmail.com 

 

(select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 

or the effects of trade

File Number:  351/12-051 

Submission Number: 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

 See attached 

My submission is that: 

 See attached 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

 See attached 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission √ 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case √ 

I do not wish to make a joint case 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 

Date: _3 Nov 2022______________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 

Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  

PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
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SUBMISSION regarding  PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN: 
VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

from Pat van Berkel, 3 November 2022 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows: 

NOSZ-P6, NOSZ-P7, NOSZ-R15 to NOSZ-R25, NOSZ-S4, Map  

My submission is that: 

1. I support rezoning the (extended) Silverstream Spur (hereinafter referred to as the “Spur”) to
Natural Open Space,

2. I oppose enabling a transport corridor or network utility infrastructure corridor through the Spur,
3. I support protecting the (extended) significant natural areas on the Spur from development and

support the Spur being classified as a Significant Amenity Landscape

Comments regarding submission 1: 

4. The Spur has significant amenity value as the natural entrance/exit way to Upper Hutt.  This has
been recognised in numerous UHCC documents and, in particular, was recognised in 2021 when
UHCC abandoned the MOU with the Guildford Timber Company and furthermore declared that no
housing would occur on the Spur.  There is therefore no sense in continuing to zone it for housing.

5. The Spur should eventually become a Scenic Reserve, for the benefit of future citizens of Upper
Hutt.  Numerous UHCC documents refer to the Spur as a “reserve”. This “reserve” will become ever
more important as housing occurs on the St Pats land and the Southern Growth Area, and
intensification occurs in Silverstream, Trentham and the rest of Upper Hutt.  The most appropriate
zoning for land that is to become a reserve is Natural Open Space.

6. The Silverstream Spur is defined in Variation
1 as being Pt Sec 1 SO 34755, Parcel Id
3875189.  There is no discussion in the
Variation of including UHCC land that is
adjacent to the Spur.   The definition of
Silverstream Spur should be extended (see
Map 1) to include the portion of unformed
Kiln St that is adjacent to Parcel 3875189
PLUS the UHCC owned parcel 3824934 that
is adjacent to the unformed Kiln St.

7. This enables a management plan to be
developed for the extended Silverstream
Spur.

Map 1: Extended area of Silverstream Spur 



4 

8. Nature does not care about artificial property boundaries.  Wildlife will naturally move between
these 3 parcels of land and the land should be managed as a coherent whole.  The larger a natural
area of forest is, the much more effective it is as a natural haven.

Comments regarding submission 2: 

9. The inclusion of an allowance for infrastructure including a transport corridor to the SGA is
inappropriate for a zoning change relating to Open Space.  Infrastructure for the Southern Growth
Area will be a major planning exercise that will be conducted at some time in the future.  At that
time options for the location of that infrastructure will be recommended and decided.  It does not
make sense to make an arbitrary planning decision without all the facts and all the options before
us.  There are many options for a transport corridor to the SGA but, inappropriately, only one is
considered here and even this option is only described in general terms.   Hence the infrastructure
provision should be removed.

10. As with other small hill natural open spaces it is appropriate to put in walking/cycling/mobility tracks
for access to the Spur itself as they have minimal ecological impact - but not vehicle roads.

11. A road would have a large impact on the ecology of the Spur.  Its impact is far greater than just the
width of the road itself.  It will have a footpath and trimming.  Birds and wildlife will stay away from
the road.  There will be a significant wind tunnel effect.  Crawling creatures will risk death when
crossing a road with thousands of vehicle movements each day.  To connect the road to the SGA, it
would need to go through the middle of the Spur causing maximum negative impact.  A road is not
compatible with a reserve nor this key part of the wildlife corridor.

12. The Spur is increasingly a haven (as it gets restored) and is a wildlife corridor that connects the
forests on the western side of the Hutt Valley with the eastern side of the Hutt Valley and ultimately
through to the Wainuiomata Mainland Island and Orongorongo forest.  Forest & Bird is planting the
corridor as much as is possible across the narrow neck of land between the Spur and Keith George
Memorial Park.  There are already enough barriers to wildlife across this part of the corridor and we
do not need yet another road barrier to be knowingly placed across the corridor, on the Spur.  We
should be doing all we can to ensure this significant bird/wildlife corridor thrives in future.

13. Section 12.4.4 asserts that “The importance of the SGA in terms of potentially delivering
development for future housing needs in Upper Hutt, something which is recognised within local and
regional strategies and plans, cannot be disregarded.“  The importance of the SGA is not at all clear
since the changes to the National Policy Statement – Urban Development were promulgated by the
Government earlier this year.  The updated NPS-UD now has an emphasis on urban intensification
rather than urban sprawl as there is recognition of the loss of land to housing that is needed for
farming and for forestry for carbon storage.  This change in emphasis is not analysed in the Section
32 report.  Section 12.4.4 doesn’t discuss the importance of the move to intensification (despite
referencing the Intensification Planning Instrument).

14. Section 12.4.5 of the Section 32 report on Variation 1 notes the fundamental incompatibility of the
infrastructure, including a transport corridor, with the Spur zoned as Natural open space.  I agree.
The report identifies that once zoned as Natural open space it would be difficult to find a consenting
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pathway for a transport corridor through the Spur.  I agree.  Indeed it would be difficult to find a 
consenting pathway because a transport corridor is necessarily incompatible with the aims and 
values of the Spur as a Natural open space.  It is disingenuous to bypass the consenting process. 

Comments regarding Submission 3: 

15. The map in Appendix 1 of the Section 32 report on the
Variation delineates a Significant Natural Area on, and
adjacent to, the Spur.  This delineated area is
incomplete.  Map 2 shows further areas that should
be part of the SNA.  The 3 orange areas have dense
manuka.  The 3 blue areas have regenerating bush
that are havens for birds.  These 6 areas are naturally
restoring themselves via seed dispersal by kereru,
other birds, and the wind.

16. Whilst they are small areas (about 0.5 ha) they should
not be considered in isolation but parts of connected
areas that within a short time will be one whole native
bush area. Already the gorse areas identified in the
Ecological Assessment are being outgrown 
by native plants.  The SNA should be extended to include 
these 6 areas which collectively add over 50% to the SNA size inside the Spur. 

17. It is vital for the ecological values of the natural open space that the SNA be free from development.
Development will have a detrimental effect on the wildlife corridor function that the Spur provides.

18. The Section 32 report delineates a significant natural area but the report (and Variation) omit the
Significant amenity value of the Spur.  The Spur is one of the key visual amenity landscapes of Upper
Hutt as it frames the entranceway to Upper Hutt and exit from Upper Hutt.  This amenity will
become increasingly noticeable as the Spur restores including rata blooming in red in December.
Note that rata were a part of the hills of Pinehaven and Silverstream and large rata still exist at the
back of Pinehaven, Blue Mountains and Whitemans Valley, with some rata over a meter in diameter.
The Spur should be recognised as a Significant Amenity Landscape.

19. The Section 32 report is incomplete as it does not look at the strategic importance of the Spur as
part of a significant bird/wildlife corridor.  Under the Regional Policy Statement policy 47, the
Council is required to consider corridors between indigenous flora and fauna, and is required to
consider enhancing the connectivity between separate habitats.

20. The Section 32 report states that “Silverstream Spur is critical to enable infrastructure including a
transport corridor to access the SGA” yet gives no analysis of road corridor options (other than one
sentence in section 10.4.4).  It is also incomplete because there is no acknowledgement of the
updated NPS-UD (National policy statement on urban development) changing the emphasis on
urban development from urban sprawl to urban intensification and the consequent reduction in
urgency for the SGA.

Map 2: Extended SNA 
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I seek the following Decisions from the local authority: 

21. Zone the entire Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO 34755 as Natural Open Space.

22. Stop (in the legal sense) the unformed road Kiln St (from Sylvan Way to the westernmost extent of
Kiln St).

23. Extend the area of Silverstream Spur to include the stopped road.

24. Extend the area of Silverstream Spur to include Sylvan Heights reserve (Parcel 3824934. Lot 46 DP
90006).

25. Additionally, zone the extended Silverstream Spur [described in 3) and 4) above] as Natural Open
Space.

26. Remove provision for infrastructure and/or transport corridor on any part of the Silverstream Spur
Pt Sec 1 SO 34755.

27. Protect the Significant Natural Area delineated on the Map in the Variation from development.

28. Extend the Significant Natural Area (delineated on the Map in the Variation) to include the 6
recovering areas of native bush (described above and shown in Map 2 above).

29. Additionally, protect the extended Significant Natural Area from development.

30. Recognise the whole Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO 34755 as a Significant Amenity Landscape.

31. Acknowledge the strategic importance of the Silverstream Spur as part of the bird/wildlife corridor
from the Wainuiomata Mainland Island to Keith George Memorial Park (which links to Zealandia and
Akatarawa).

32. Acknowledge that the Section 32 report on the Variation is incomplete because:

a. It does not include analysis on road corridor options (despite the stated “critical”
importance of a road corridor).

b. It does not include analysis on the changed emphasis in the updated NPS-UD that means
Upper Hutt can meet urban growth in the foreseeable future through intensification
rather than greenfields development (and hence no road corridor is needed) such as the
SGA.

c. It does not identify the strategic importance of the Spur as part of a significant
wildlife/bird corridor.

d. The Ecological Values Assessment is a point-in-time assessment that is inappropriate for
the discussion about the Spur’s future.  The assessment should cover its potential for the
next 50 years.

e. The Ecological Values Assessment needs to be updated, as nature has expanded the areas
of significant native bush (see Clause 28, above).

33. Complete the Section 32 report in the 5 incomplete areas (described in para 32, above).

--- END --- 



To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz 

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Heather Frances Beckman 

Postal address of submitter Unit 11, 31 Verbena Road, Birkdale, Auckland 0626 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

N/A 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

N/A 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 

021 0549459 

Email: 

Waimea14@icloud.com 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO  Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

1. The rezoning of the Silverstream Spur as Open Natural Space

2. Site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor

3. Protect identified Significant Natural Areas on the Spur from development

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 



My submission is that: 

1. That the Silverstream Spur be rezoned as a Natural Open Space.

As the Spur was originally purchased using funds held by UHCC under its Reserve Fund and I believe it should be
rezoned as a Natural Open Space and consequently put forward for designation as a Reserve under the
Reserves Act 1977.    I believe that historically this was UHCC intent and that this should have been done many
years ago.

I strongly believe that the Spur needs to be protected from development now and into the future.  We have
destroyed so many of our natural open spaces and we must save and protect the Spur now.  This land should be
rezoned as a Natural Open Space and ultimately given Reserve status so that the community can enjoy the
outdoors and the indigenous vegetation can regenerate.   This would hopefully encourage more bird and wildlife
to the area.

This taonga needs to be preserved for current future generations.  Once it’s gone, it gone forever. Let’s not look
back with remorse for the missed opportunity.

2. Enable Site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor.

I strongly disagree with this.  No part of the Spur should be used for an infrastructure/transport corridor.

This variation does not fit with the stated purpose of the Zone, which is to allow activity and development to an
appropriate scale, whilst conserving the natural character and associated ecological and landscape values and
providing a valuable contribution to the wellbeing of the Upper Hutt Community.   I do not think an
infrastructure/transport corridor fits within the purpose of a Natural Open Zone, in fact I think it is contradictory
to the purpose.   I also don’t think that a road is required for public recreational access to the Spur, other local
reserves do not have roads or infrastructure corridors through them and are still fully accessible.   The less
disruption to the natural landscape the better.

The entire spur is an important ecological corridor, and an infrastructure/transport corridor would severely limit
the ecological function of the Spur and destroy the natural environment of the Natural Open Space.  The
significance of the Spur must be considered in the broader regional context, being the only remaining corridor
link south of Kaitoke to the western side of the valley.

With the increase of mental health problems, we need to be getting back to nature, not putting more
infrastructure into our precious open spaces.  A road through the spur would be detrimental to the wellbeing
benefits of the Natural Open Space.

The developers of the Southern Growth Area (SGA) must use other access options for their proposed
development and Public Land should not be used for this purpose.   Why is the use of this land being
considered?   What is more important than saving our precious outdoor spaces.  I do not see how an
infrastructure/transport corridor can be a natural corridor in a natural open space.   The SGA is identified as a
key growth area for Upper Hutt city, with an estimate of 1600 houses to be built.   That is a significant amount of
traffic travelling through the spur, let alone the infrastructure that will be required for that many houses.  This
will most certainly have a detrimental impact on the Natural Open Space.

To enable site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor makes a mockery of rezoning
the area to a Natural Open Space.   The recreational, environmental and conservation opportunities will be
compromised by allowing this provision.

How does this variation fit the UHCC Sustainability Plan?

3. Protect identified Significant Natural Areas on the Spur from development.

I support the protection of Significant Natural Areas (SNA).   However, I suggest that the whole Spur is a SNA and
should be given this higher level of protection.

4. Summary

In this time of increasing mental health issues, population growth, higher density housing and climate change,
UHCC and the community should be doing everything possible to protect the diminishing natural outdoor spaces
that are still available.  The Spur must be rezoned to a Natural Open Space however the variation to enable site
specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor is abhorrent.   So many of our open spaces
have already been developed and the Spur is one area that we can save so that it can be developed into a
thriving ecological recreation area that can be enjoyed by all, today and tomorrow for future generations.



(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

1. APPROVE the rezoning of the entire Spur as Natural Open Space.

2. NOT APPROVE the provision for a road/infrastructure corridor to the neighbouring privately owned land.

3. APPROVE the protection of Significant Natural Areas

(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do not wish to make a joint case 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

HF BECKMAN 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 

Date:   3 November 2022 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 

Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  

PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 



To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Lynne McLellan 

Postal address of submitter 7 Paton St Maymorn Upper Hutt 5018 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 04-5267775 Email:lynne@letterlinks.co.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO x Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only)
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PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 
DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 
SILVERSTREAM SPUR 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and General Residential Zone to Natural Open Space.   

Protect identified Significant Natural Areas on the Silverstream Spur from development.  

Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor. 
(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

1. Upper Hutt is very special, a community surrounded by bush clad hills, the 'Gateway to the Great Outdoors'. The 
Silverstream Spur is integral to the Upper Valley's iconic and much loved landscape. The rezoning of the Spur as Natural 
Open Space will enhance and preserve it for future generations. 

2. The Silverstream Spur has proposed Significant Natural Areas identified within it. These are mostly gully areas and 
contain trees that were probably tiny saplings 100 years ago. There is a photo showing a steam train from the early 
1920s with the very bare Spur as a background in the Silverstream Steam Railway collection. Upper Hutt's proposed 
SNAs have been on the radar for Plan Change for a very long time, longer than many other Local Authorities. They should 
have been in place before the proposed PC 49 and PC 49 Variation 1 occurred. 

The extra layer of protection provided by the SNA designation will preserve a vital seed source for the regeneration of the 
Spur. Beech, kamahi, rata and manuka all have wind blown seed. In addition the Spur is an almost ideal shape to 
become a Reserve in the future where biodiversity can flourish in a vital link across the narrowest part of the Hutt Valley. 

3. A road through the Silverstream Spur in the future (to where, for what,) would negate any value from creating the 
Natural Open Space and the Significant Natural Area designations. The edge effects from cutting the Spur in two, storm 
water and erosion possibilities together with the increased pests, cats, dogs, mustelids gaining access mean yet more 
fragmentation of our iconic landscape.  

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

1. Approve the provision to rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and General Residential Zone to 
Natural Open Space.  

2. Approve the provision to protect identified Significant Natural Areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. 

3.Decline (not approve) the provision to enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission x 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case x 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 
 
Lynne McLellan 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 
Date: __04/11/22______________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 



 

 

Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
 

 



JP HERETAUNGA just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5)
with the responses below.

Name of submitter:

John Pepper

Postal address of submitter:

24 Courtenay Road, Heretaunga, Upper Hutt 5018

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

N/A

Address for service (if different from above)

N/A

Email address:

john.pepper.jp59@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0273177138

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space

My submission is that:

I support the rezoning of the land known as the Silverstream Spur as a Natural Open
Space. I request that Council proceed with designating the area as a Reserve under the
Reserves Act 1977. I strongly oppose construction of a road/infrastructure within ANY
part of the Spur. The construction of such a road would be detrimental to the natural open
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space and ecological function of the Spur. In addition, construction of a road on the Spur
would seriously affect natural drainage, and stability of the soil structures, leading to
excessive scarring of the Reserve. I believe the use of this land should remain SOLELY for
recreational, conservation but above all else, should be preserved for the future generations
of Upper Hutt and the greater Wellington Region. This should be the priority of Council in
the proposed rezoning of the Spur. I support retaining and protecting the Significant
Natural Areas of the Spur and any 'development' should NOT include road/infrastructure
that could jeopardize these areas.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

I request that Council proceed with rezoning of the land known as the Silverstream Spur as
a Natural Open Space, designating the area as a Reserve under the Reserves Act 1977. I
request Council decline any proposal to construct a road/infrastructure corridor within the
boundaries of the Silverstream Spur. I request that Council give full protection to identified
areas of Significant Natural Areas on the Silverstream Spur.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 



SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 
DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 
SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Chris Cosslett 

Postal address of submitter 54 Elmslie Road, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt 5019 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

N/A 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

N/A 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 021 136 0934 Email:  cosslett.hunter@pinehaven.net.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO 
 

Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

NOSZ-P6, NOSZ-P7, NOSZ-R15 to NOSZ-R25, NOSZ-S4 

 

 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

1. I support the rezoning of Silverstream Spur (referred to hereafter as “the Spur”) to Natural Open Space 

2. I oppose enabling a transport corridor through Silverstream Spur  

 

Please see attached sheets for supporting arguments. 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

1.  Adopt the Natural Open Space Zoning for Silverstream Spur 

2.  Delete provision for a road corridor through Silverstream Spur 

 

Please see attached sheets for supporting arguments. 

 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission  

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case  

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 
 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 
Date: ________________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 



 

 

Supporting comments  
 
My qualifications and background are in outdoor recreation and open space planning, and ecological restoration 
including pest animal and pest plant control.  In addition to my professional work I am a member of the Upper Hutt 
branch of Forest and Bird, Pest-free Upper Hutt, and the Upper Hutt Busters of Old Man’s Beard.  My arguments 
fall into two categories: amenity/recreation and ecological.  I address each of these in turn. 
 
Comments supporting the Rezoning of Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space 
 
Amenity/recreation: 
 
1. Travelling north, by road or rail, the entrance to Upper Hutt is defined by a natural pinch point or gateway 

formed by Silverstream Spur projecting across the valley floor to almost meet the northern escarpment at 
Keith George Memorial Park.  After 40 years protection as a scenic reserve, Keith George Memorial Park 
(gazetted 1982) is a stunning example of the native forest that once occupied the Hutt Valley.  It is highly 
valued by the community as a natural backdrop to the river, the transport corridors and the urbanised valley 
floor.  With careful management, the Silverstream Spur could look just as magnificent, eventually creating a 
natural gateway at the southern entrance to Upper Hutt that would be one of the city’s finest natural assets. 

2. The Spur has great potential for public recreation.  Currently the only natural open spaces in the southern 
part of the city where public recreation is provided for are Ecclesfield/Witako and Keith George Memorial 
Park.  While both areas offer high quality forest environments, quiet, peaceful settings and a sense of 
isolation within easy reach of residential areas, both are steep and accessible only to fit people.  The Spur, in 
contrast, is characterised by easy contours on the upper slopes and therefore offers opportunities to develop 
recreational trails accessible to all. 

3. The Spur can be easily reached on bike or foot from nearby residential areas and the Silverstream railway 
station. 

4. As urban density increases, including in existing residential areas and on the St Pats Silverstream site, the 
value of natural open spaces will increase, both as a visual backdrop for urban areas and as places for 
recreation and the quiet enjoyment of nature.  Future generations will be grateful to those who take action 
now to preserve the Silverstream Spur. 

5. I would strongly support not only the zoning of the Spur as Natural Open Space but also its gazetting as a 
Scenic Reserve. 

 
 
Ecology: 

6. The Spur is at the crux of a network of increasingly well-managed forest corridors that link Zealandia, the 
Akatarawa/Tararua forests and the Remutaka forests – including the proposed Gondwana eco-sancturary 
(see point 15 below). 

7. To the south of the Spur is an unbroken corridor of forest that extends to the forested hills on the southern 
side of the Hutt Valley (connecting to the Witako/Ecclesfield reserves) and from there all the way back to the 
Wainuiomata/Orongorongo water collection area.  The water collection area includes the 1,200 hectare 
Wainuiomata Mainland Island which has been intensively managed for wildlife conservation by GWRC for 20 
years and is home to a number of threatened native birds including pōpokotea/whitehead, 
korimako/bellbird, karearea/NZ falcon, miromiro/tomtit and tītīpounamu/rifleman. 

8. To the north of the Spur, across the narrowest pinch-point on the Hutt Valley floor, is Keith George Memorial 
Park (KGMP), a Key Native Ecosystem managed by GWRC for wildlife conservation and home to the same mix 
of species as are present in the Wainuiomata Mainland Island. 

9. In turn, KGMP is part of a continuous corridor of forest between Zealandia eco-sanctuary in Wellington and 
Moonshine Hill Road, which is subject to possum and predator control for the purpose of wildlife 
conservation.  Beyond Moonshine it is a short hop to Akatarawa Forest and then to the Tararua Forest Park. 

10. The narrow gap between the Spur and KGMP is the only place in the Hutt Valley where forest, which once 
occupied the entire valley, comes close to crossing the valley floor.   

11. Volunteer planting of native forest species, led by the Hutt Valley branches of Forest and Bird, has created a 
series of native vegetation islands between the northern tip of the Spur and KGMP (these fill in the gaps 
between the Spur, Eastern Hutt Road, the Hutt River, the railway, and SH2).  These “islands” already provide 
stepping stones for birds to cross the valley at the pinch point.  They will be of increasing value as they 
mature. 

12. The cross-valley bird connection created by the Spur and the community planting is the most direct link 
between the proposed Gondwana sanctuary and the Zealandia sanctuary. 

13. Large parts of the network of forest corridors linking the key wildlife havens of the Wainuiomata/Orongorongo 
water collection area, Zealandia and the Akatarawa/Tararua forests are managed for wildlife protection by a 
combination of OSPRI, GWRC, Pest-free Upper Hutt and other community groups.  Support is building to treat 



 

 

it all for this purpose.  The efforts going into Predator-free 2050 mean it is likely that, in future, mammalian 
predators will be eliminated from these forests, or at least controlled to very low levels.  This will result in a 
burgeoning of threatened bird populations in these forests.   

14. As has been demonstrated by Zealandia, a predator-proofed sanctuary that adjoins other forests will result in 
the migration of native birds over the fence and throughout those forests.  For example, kākā are known to 
commute between Zealandia to Mt Bruce in Wairarapa via the continuous strip of protected forest running 
along the north-western escarpment (which includes KGMP) to Akatarawa Forest, and then through the 
Tararua Forest Park.  Threatened species such as the tieke/saddleback are successfully breeding in WCC 
reserves outside the predator-proof fence thanks to predator control in those forests (the first time that this 
has occurred since tieke went extinct on the mainland).  Even the tiny tītīpounamu/rifleman (New Zealand’s 
smallest bird) has migrated from Zealandia (where it was released two years ago) to colonise Tinakori Hill.  In 
doing so it had to cross many significant gaps in forest cover – mainly roads.   

15. The Gondwana Eco-sanctuary proposal, gaining support, would see a predator-proof fence built around 3,500 
hectares of the Wainuiomata/Orongorongo water collection area (including the existing mainland island), all 
introduced mammals eliminated from within it, and all North Island threatened forest bird species not 
already present liberated there.  This would result in the dispersal of threatened species from the 
Wainuiomata catchment through the forest corridors connected to it.  See: 
https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/123481909/huge-ecosanctuary-on-the-cards-for-wainuiomata-a-
game-changer-for-threatened-species 

16. The successful expansion of threatened species into new habitat relies on corridors of safe habitat for them 
to live in and move through.  The welfare of native wildlife species will be enhanced by the ability to move 
around the landscape in response to seasonal changes such as fluctuations in food abundance, and by the 
ability to mix and interbreed with neighbouring populations.  The significance of the Spur as a key part of the 
cross-valley bird link will increase in future as pest control efforts and technologies improve and native 
wildlife numbers increase. 

17. While the forest on the Spur is currently dominated by pines, the site includes some high quality remnant 
broadleaf/podocarp/beech forest in gullies and significant native regeneration is already present under the 
pine canopies.  With careful management the pine forest could be transitioned to high quality native forest. 

Comments opposing the provision for a road corridor through the Spur 

Amenity/recreation: 

18. The presence of a busy, noisy road through an area of otherwise quiet forest would impact negatively on the 
enjoyment of the forest by recreational users. 

19. The road would necessarily occupy the easier ground on top of the Spur, thereby reducing the space 
available for accessible recreation opportunities. 

20. The visual impact of the road, with its cutting and filling and a wide swathe cut through the forest would 
detract from the amenity value of the Spur as viewed from surrounding communities, including those 
travelling through the transport corridors. 

Ecology: 

21. The presence of a road through the Spur would detract from its ecological value.  A road would effectively 
divide the forest into two smaller blocks and provide an invasion pathway into the forest for pest animals and 
pest plants.  The edges of most bush areas in Upper Hutt are badly affected by a wide range of pest plants 
which pose threats to the long-term survival of those forests and which are difficult and expensive to control.  
This is especially so in the case of road edges next to bush areas because in addition to natural seeding by 
wind and bird-borne weed seeds which affect all forest edges, garden waste dumping takes place in such 
areas.  

22. A major limitation to the ecological integrity of small areas of forest results from edge effects.  Threats in the 
form of pest animals, pest plants and climatic exposure affect forests disproportionately at the edges.  A 
smaller block of forest has more edge relative to internal area than a larger one, and therefore is more 
significantly impacted by edge effects.   

23. A study of edge effects in a lowland New Zealand forest concluded that climatic effects extended about 20m 
inside the forest edge, that vegetation mix was influenced up to 70m in from the edge, and that predator 
abundance was heightened for at least 100m in from the edge.  (Source:  Norton, D A (2002): Edge effects in 
a lowland temperate New Zealand rainforest.  DOC Science Internal Series 27.  Department of Conservation, 
Wellington.)  Based on these figures, a road can be expected to have a deleterious impact on a strip of forest 
up to 100m wide on either side of the road, or 200m wide in total.  In the context of the Spur this would 
represent a serious reduction in its ecological potential, particularly its value to native wildlife. 



ADS just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the responses
below.

Name of submitter:

Allan Sheppard

Postal address of submitter:

64 Plateau Road, Te Marua, Upper Hutt 5018

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

N/A

Address for service (if different from above)

N/A

Email address:

owlet@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

0276010538

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

To Rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space.

My submission is that:

** The land was originally acquired by the UHCC in 1990 for use as a public reserve and
should continue to have this or similar status. ** The Silverstream Spur should be rezoned
to Natural Open Space to conserve the natural character and associated ecological and
landscape values of the site. ** The indigenous vegetation should be further enhanced to

Submission 47



encourage the movement of native animals and plants to form a bush corridor linking the
Silverstream Spur to Keith George Memorial Park and the Western Escarpment to the west
and the Orongorongo valley and the proposed Wainui Ecosanctuary – Puketaha - to the
east. ** The advantage at this location is the narrowing of the Hutt River 400m
downstream of the road and rail bridges. This is the only suitable site in the 30km between
Petone and Te Marua.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

That the Silverstream Spur be rezoned to natural Open Space.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Submission form (FORM 5)

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

To Upper Hutt City Council

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number  ###                 ##

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 – 881  Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

 Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz  

Details of submitter
When a person or group makes a submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a submission your personal 
details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, under the Act, all submissions 
must be published to allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be 
kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via 
email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission (please tick one ): yes  /  no

Only answer this question if you ticked 'yes' above:

I am  /  am not (tick one ) directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

The closing date for submissions is Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm

Donald Keith Skerman

31 Blue Mountains Rd, Pinehaven 5019

0277122425 donskerman@xtra.co.nz
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Details of submission

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

My submission is that:

PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARY THE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE THE SPECIFIC  
PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTS MADE, GIVING REASONS. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish  
to be heard in support of your  
submission (tick appropriate box ):

  I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

  I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make  
a joint case at the hearing if others make a  
similar submission (tick appropriate box ):

  I do wish to make a joint case.

  I do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE DATE

I support the rezoning of Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space however I am opposed to the building 

of any infrastructure on this land apart from walking and cycling tracks.  The building of a road is not 

necessary for Upper Hutt residents to be able to enjoy this land for recreation and would greatly detract 

from the visual appeal of this prominent landmark and its ability to act as an important wildlife refuge and

corridor.  A road would also significantly increase the runoff into the watercourses on and leading from this

land. My reasons are further explained in Attachment 1.

NOSZ-P6 Silverstream Spur Infrastructure

NOSZ-P7 Silverstream Spur Natural Area

NOSZ-R15, 16, 17 Controlled Activity Rules

NOSZ-R22 New Discretionary Activity rule for Natural Open Space

NOSZ-S4 New Standard for the Natural Open Space Zone Chapter

Proceed with rezoning of the Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space but ensure that the land is 

protected from the construction of any infrastructure on this land apart from walking and cycling tracks.

Ensure that any walking or cycling tracks are built in a way that ensures that they will function in a

sustainable manner and not increase erosion or other environmental degradation.

 3 Nov 2022
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Attachment 1 
NOSZ-P6 Silverstream Spur Infrastructure 

I fully support the rezoning of Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space.  This land forms a very 
prominent landmark which is very noticeable when driving up or down SH2, the Eastern Hutt, 
Fergusson Drive or riding the river cycle trail.  It forms one side of the narrowest section of the valley 
and compliments the forested Keith George Memorial Park and other reserves on the other side.  
Over recent years extensive planting of native species has been carried out on the banks of the river 
and along Hulls Creek by Forest and Bird groups and is becoming well established.  The Silverstream 
Spur continues this important corridor for birdlife across the valley and will become more effective 
as regeneration of native forest continues.  This regeneration is already occurring but could be 
accelerated by removal of some of the pine trees and replanting of appropriate native species.  
While sections of gorse on the Spur may not look attractive they act as a nursery for native species 
which eventually grow up through it and shade it out as I have noticed in Wi Tako reserve over the 
35 years that I’ve been walking there and other reserves and farmland that I’ve visited. 

I would also support Upper Hutt City Council further enhancing the protection for the land by taking 
action to gain Reserve status. 

Provision of a major infrastructure corridor through the land to service the Southern Growth Area 
would be a major disruption to the amenity of the reserve.  The width of the road with footpath or 
shared path and parallel parking would effectively cut the land in two and prevent migration of 
smaller birds and invertebrates across it.  The large gap in the canopy would allow infiltration of 
weeds and would be an eyesore from a distance.  Due to the elevation that must be gained and the 
gradient necessary for a road of this type it would also consume a significant portion of the area.  
Very few people enjoy walking or cycling along the side of a busy thoroughfare with its vegetation 
compromised by the wide gap in the canopy and the inevitable rubbish which builds up along roads.  
Food scraps thrown from cars would attract predators which would also have an adverse affect on 
the native wildlife.  A sealed road of the proposed width would cause significant addition runoff 
which could adversely affect the watercourses on the land and those downstream. 

Other reserves such as Keith George memorial park, Eccelsfield reserve and Wi Tako reserve are 
popular places for people to walk, away from cars and buses, where they can hear the birds and 
enjoy the serene beauty of the forest.  The tracks are only wide enough for people to walk so that 
there is still a closed canopy and wildlife can freely cross over.  In other reserves, separate cycle 
paths are provided, ideally signed for one way traffic for safety and to minimise the width of track 
required.  Again these can be constructed sustainably with little effect on the environment. 

There are other options for connecting the Southern Growth Area to the road network which don’t 
require the compromising of this important publicly owned land.  The concept of extensive 
development of houses sprawling over the top of the hills, far from the closest railway station, 
seems to be at odds with the need for reducing the greenhouse gas emissions from transport, 
building construction and services. 

Documents gained by Freedom of Information requests and collated on the Silverstream Railway 
website indicate that this land was purchased by Upper Hutt City Council for the purposes of a 
Reserve, not for a transportation corridor or residential development.  The land should be preserved 
for future generations as a nature reserve. 
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NOSZ-P7 Silverstream Spur Natural Area 

Only walking and cycle paths should be permitted on any part of the land, not just areas that are 
judged to already be Significant Natural Areas.   

NOSZ-R15, 16, 17 Controlled Activity Rules 

Only walking and cycle paths should be permitted on any part of the land, not just areas that are 
judged to already be Significant Natural Areas.  Transmission lines need extensive clearance of 
vegetation and maintenance of a wide gap in the tree canopy and would also compromise the 
reserve. 

NOSZ-R22 New Discretionary Activity rule for Natural Open Space 

I support the removal of indigenous vegetation being disallowed on the land 

NOSZ-S4 New Standard for the Natural Open Space Zone Chapter 

Only walking and cycle paths should be permitted on any part of the land for the reasons stated 
above. 



Rick16 just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Rick Wheeler

Postal address of submitter:

16 Sylvan way

Email address:

Rick.wheeler@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

0274401641

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

PLAN CHNAGE 49 (PC49) Silverstream Spur

My submission is that:

I strongly oppose any road or infrastructure access to or onto the Silverstream Spur that
may or may not lead to future land developments The Pristine native bush in the residential
conservation land adjacent to Sylvan way has been heavily trapped personally for pests
and is now home to many native birds such as Morepork ( ruru) , NZ falcon ( karearea) ,
Tui , Silvereye (tauhou), NZ pigeon (kereru) and Faintail (piwakawaka) , and also skinks
This environment is too special to lose must remain protected residential conservation land
Infrastructure access from Kiln street , will present a choke point for Silverstream /
Pinehaven / Wallaceville estate traffic who already endure heavy traffic congestion at the
Kiln/Feild st roundabout Silverstream station (rail) already forces commuters to park as far
away as Kiln St as parking capacity the Silverstream rail station has overflowed into
neighbouring streets- this has been pronounced since the construction of and population of
the growing Wallaceville Eatate. This southern city entrance / exit of Kiln / field street and
Fergusson drive already suffers from poor peak traffic flows as it they link with State
highway 2 and Eastern Hutt road. Formation of any access corridors is pointless
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I seek the following decision from the local authority:

To Stop all planning changes that may be proposed now and in the future to initially
implement the construction of an access road onto the Spur

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Abbie just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Abbie Spiers

Postal address of submitter:

148 Pinehaven Road, Pinehaven

Email address:

ramblers.song@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0276150352

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Plan Change 49 - Variation 1 THE PC49 VARIATION PROPOSAL 1. Rezone the
Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to
Natural Open Space. 2. Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur
from development. 3. Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a
transport corridor.

My submission is that:

My answers below address each of the three components of the Variation Proposal in turn.
I support the PC 49 Variation's Proposal 1 - regarding rezoning of the Silverstream Spur to
Natural Open Space. The Spur is our natural 'Green Gateway' to Upper Hutt and should be
the 'Jewel in the Crown' of our local parks and reserves. I believe the Spur has excellent
regenerative potential (it is already over 50% regenerating native bush) and will serve
Upper Hutt well in the future as a native bush reserve - also with potential for recreational
walking tracks, public boardwalk viewing areas, and other low impact activities for public
education, wellbeing, and interest. (This was the original intention of the UHCC-
equivalent and Upper Hutt public in purchasing the Spur with Reserve funds, to preserve it
as an 'aesthetic green gateway', many years ago.) The Spur is also a vital
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noise/disturbance/fire buffer for our much-loved Silver Stream Railway, running along the
base of the Spur, and any significant development on the Spur could threaten this heritage
organisation's existence. For these reasons, I believe strongly that the Silverstream Spur
should be rezoned in its entirety by UHCC to Natural Open Space - and so fully support
this component of the proposal. I also support, WITH AMENDMENTS, PC 49 Variation
Proposal 2 - regarding protection of identified significant natural areas (SNA's) on the
Silverstream Spur from development. I believe this proposal should be amended to include
the protection of SNA's on the Spur from ALL forms of development including
infrastructure for development, transport corridors and roads. Such activities and
installations are incompatible with adequate protection of our valuable, significant natural
areas, and become corridors also for pests, weeds, erosion, habitat loss and other
disturbance of the native species we want to protect in the first place. As it currently
stands, according to Reserve Management Theory, the Silverstream Spur is an excellent
size (almost 50 hectares) and an excellent shape to comfortably protect the high value
habitat of the SNA's, and in time provide a buffer of native habitat around these areas. The
Spur is also in an excellent location, being a key linkage between native bush reserves on
the western side of the Hutt Valley and existing reserves on the eastern hills, Orongorongo
ranges and Wainuiomata area. This ecosystem continuity will in time further increase the
value of the Spur SNA's, both to the Upper Hutt public and to our local/regional ecology
and birdlife. Therefore I wish UHCC to amend this component of the Proposal to better
protect the SNA's, and then I can support it. I do NOT support the PC 49 Variation
Proposal 3 - regarding site-specific provisions on the Spur for infrastructure, including a
transport corridor. I want UHCC to reject this component of the PC 49 Variation and
amend to protect the Spur as Natural Open Space with NO site-specific provision for
infrastructure or a transport corridor. I believe there are other viable options for access to
the Southern Growth Area, should that particular development proposal ever go ahead.
Roads have no place in reserves, or regenerating bush, or passing through the Spur's
significant natural areas! Roads, pipelines, powerlines etc are particularly destructive if
they pass through the middle of natural areas - which, in this case, road access/other to the
proposed Southern Growth Area is highly likely to have to do, given the steep undulating
terrain of the Spur. Development-related infrastructure (power, three waters,
communications, etc) and roads will threaten the ecological integrity of the SNA's on the
Spur, and will act as corridors to bring 'edge effects' (pests, weeds, vehicles, erosion, fire,
etc) into the SNA's - and into the Spur land parcel which we propose to rezone as Natural
Open Space, and would ultimately like to regenerate as native bush. The ecological
integrity of the Spur relies on us maintaining the linkages with other reserves to the east
and west - we cannot do this if it is dissected by infrastructure/transport corridors. Passive
and low impact, 'eco' recreational activities such as walking, mountain biking, educational
signage, tree planting and birdwatching are much better suited to a natural area such as the
Silverstream Spur than roading/transport and infrastructure corridors. Also, we do not need
a road onto the Spur for recreational/educational activities - there is suitable road access
and parking at the base of the Spur already, from which recreational walking tracks etc can
proceed. The primary role of the Spur is as an aesthetic and ecological Green Gateway to
Upper Hutt. Therefore, I urge UHCC to support the rezoning of the Spur, support the
protection of the Spur SNA's from ALL forms of development, infrastructure or roading,
and reject the proposed site-specific provisions - thereby protecting the Spur (and SNA's)
in its entirety as Natural Open Space with no caveats. In time, and with due process, I
would like to see the Spur protected further as a Reserve, so it can remain our natural
'Green Gateway' to Upper Hutt in perpetuity and for future generations.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

I support the UHCC proposal to rezone the Spur from its existing designation to Natural



Open Space (Proposal no. 1). I do not support Proposal no. 2 as it stands. Rather, I want
UHCC to amend Proposal no. 2 to protect the Spur SNA's from ALL forms of
development, infrastructure or roading, and not just from the vaguely worded
'development'. I do NOT agree with Proposal no. 3 regarding site-specific provisions for
infrastructure or transport corridor/s, and urge UHCC to reject any such site-specific
provisions. In all, I want UHCC to rezone the Spur to Natural Open Space, and protect the
Spur and its SNA's in their entirety as Natural Open Space with no caveats. Thankyou for
your time and attention.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Derek Reeves just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Derek Reeves

Postal address of submitter:

32 Field Street Silverstream

Email address:

derek.reeves@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

0275635886

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

THE PC49 VARIATION PROPOSAL Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural
Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space. Protect identified
significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. Enable site-specific
provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor.

My submission is that:

The Silverstream Spur was purchased by the council as a reserve and it should be
maintained as a reserve without infrastructure development. It should be managed to allow
native trees and bush to regenerate and become a sanctuary for native and endangered
species. This spur reserve is an essential green zone in the Hutt Valley and form an
important linking green flight path and habitat for native birds moving through the valley.
At this time of global warming it makes sense to preserve areas such as this for future
generations. Once gone, they are lost forever. As a protected native reserve, this area
would bring significant recreational and ecological benefits to residents of Upper Hutt and
the wider the Hutt Valley. In future it could be developed as a predictor free zone and a
green refuge to off-set the increasing high density development occurring on the Valley
floor. That would bring visitors to the area and boost Upper Hutt's appeal as a green city.
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The spur area has significant regenerating native bush and waterways and I understand that
an earlier ecological report failed to correctly identify these. I oppose any type of
infrastructure development on the spur. The site is steep. Any development would divide
up the area into small patches greatly reducing the ability to support native birds and
endangered species. In summary, I Support the proposal to rezone the Silverstream Spur
from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space.
I Support the proposal to Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream
Spur from development. I Strongly oppose the proposal to Enable site-specific provisions
for infrastructure, including a transport corridor.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

To rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential
Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space. To Protect identified significant natural areas
on the Silverstream Spur from development. To Prohibit site-specific provisions for
infrastructure, including a transport corridor.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



PhilH just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Phil Hancock

Postal address of submitter:

19 Jocelyn Cres, Pinehaven

Email address:

philhelen@icloud.com

Telephone number:

0272771670

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Silverstream Spur PC49 Variation Proposal Section 32

My submission is that:

I support the proposed in zoning to have a contiguous uninterrupted Natural Open Space
covering the spur. The spur has been an open space for the 20 years I've lived in the area
and clearly forms a significant linkage with the primary Hutt valley vegetation corridor. In
addition, it is the green view you receive every time you drive south along Ferguson Drive.
I oppose the draft proposal's wording to enable access to the Southern Growth Area
through the natural open space area. If the southern Growth area is to be developed it
needs to be developed in an environmentally sound manner and provisioning for a road of
the size required to provide access to 1,500+ houses, plus the infrastructure required for
1,500+ houses is inconsistent with the value proposed in creating a natural open space the
size of the spur. The consideration of allowing the volume of earthworks required to build
such a road and infrastructure is totally at odds with the purpose of creating this natural
open space. There are numerous other access points to the southern growth area so
suggesting that either a roading or infrastructure corridor are required through the proposed
natural open space of the spur are ill founded. In addition, the current paper road extending
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Kiln St and the adjoining area north of the Sylvan Way development should also be
included in the Natural Open space. It is also worth noting that the Guildfords portion of
the Southern Growth Area is inconsistent with the regionally stated intent that
developments have good access to transport corridors. The minimum elevation change
from Kiln St to the Guildfords block is approximately 150m which is significantly more
than the elevation change along Ngauranga Gorge road or going over the Wainuiomata
Hill.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Amend the proposal to "Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and
Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space. Protect identified significant
natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development. Public access will be provided
for a range of recreation, conservation and customary purposes."

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



stever just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

steven robertson

Postal address of submitter:

6a chatsworth road silverstream

Address for service (if different from above)

No Answer

Email address:

strob1968@aol.com

Telephone number:

045285019

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

A possible road through the Silverstream Spur after the rezoning of the land.

My submission is that:

I agree with the rezoning to Open Space and the SNA provisions but categorically oppose
any attempt to enable to a road/infrastructure corridor through the spur. This is green belt
land that serves as a gateway to Upper Hutt and the land should be a reserve. I believe that
documentation shows that it was purchased in 1990 under the Reserve Fund Policy so
legally that limits its use to public reserve. Therefore any attempt to do otherwise is illegal
and any money spent on trying to do so is improper use of council funds and ought to be
highlighted to the Office of the Auditor General and those responsible censured. A road
would destroy natural habitat as it would likely be wide and windy given the gradient of
the slope. It would create thus create a blockage point for land based native fauna. It would
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also increase storm water runoff. This submission closes the same day as the Natural
Hazards one which is ironic as the spur is within the high slope zone. The only purpose for
even suggesting a road here would be allow developers access to build significant housing
at the top (logs could be removed through an existing route). The placement of such
housing would be contrary to current climate change plans as it would not be near any
public transport and everyone would need cars - surely the Climate Change Minister would
not be impressed. It would be being built in a high slope environment which again is
contrary to current climate change plans (just look what has happened in recent months
around the region). If the council passed the Scenic Amenity Landscape Plan Change as
required any development would likely should fall foul of that too. Nothing about this road
provision makes sense - the only obvious beneficiary of this proposal is the Guildford
Timber Company ... the ratepayers of Upper Hutt don't benefit from the council's proposed
largesse.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Rezone the spur to Open Space. Remove the provision to allow a road/infrastructure
corridor through the spur. Approve the SNA designation. Then as soon as the Spur is
rezoned to Open Space an application should be made (and followed through on this time)
to make it a reserve under the Reserves Act 1977.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do wish to make a joint case. 
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Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

When a personor group makes a submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 1991.This is because, underthe Act,all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission onthe original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submission oryour contact details can be
kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons whyyour submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER .)941 Sa Fay M4 <¢ TrtHJ he.

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER \ 4 tarendsork GkRho. asa

fp UWnobaaareqa= V. RUD
AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE O4- g TLIE 39 CONTACT EMAIL suoilumMe Whtrea gino. CSV]

| could gain an advantagein trade carspsiitan through this submission(pleasetick one @):Ohyate
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lamO/Oam not(tick one @)directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition orthe effects of trade competition.

54



Details of submission
 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:
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Deti.iis of submission
 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelates to are as follows:
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PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE, GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision fromthe local authority:

# fe2one all of the Sper P7SE! SO34ISS Fo
Natu Open Speck ¥ RenovelDpssallons arin PQASIO>S

Abat allo3 for ‘the Constuchor!oF fo Chable toasted? oF

2 __coo,/ Linbirostudut Couwdoar ox arr poet Of Be St

PT se) / ‘SOSGTS:x_ couect Tez Zarmmn@OUS SNA”P77APS

aveot pochrhe, g/l isha tay Ph hahuZ veg foto~ Sowaon
 

 

 

f rpled 5 tHe aoalys rs ‘ / PLEASEGIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USEADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wide gd | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission(tick appropriate box @): © | do not wishto be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make (do wish to make joint case.
a joint caseat the hearingif others make a
similar submission (tick appropriate box @): | do not wish to make a joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person makin ubmission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

   SIGNATURE DATE ‘a aS...

[7]



Te Kaunihera o

ny Te Awa Kai iki Ut ° ie
UpperHuttCity Council Submission form (FORM 5)

 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C Theclosing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022,at 5.00 pm »)
 

 

To Upper Hutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 -- 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Postto: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter.

 

Whena personor group makesa submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, includingyour name and addresses,will be made publicly available underthe Resource ManagementAct1991. This is because, underthe Act,all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission on theoriginal submission. There are limited circumstances when your submissionoryour contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER oe ANTAN) VQWLER

POSTAL ADDRESS OFSUBMITTER a eede QR \ Cle er RSET. ‘ YVA VLA . LO ujER WUr Tv

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESSFOR SERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

 

CONTACTTELEPHONE (“) “7 ZO21116 CONTACT EMAIL ~

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission(please tick one @): yes C/Qjne

 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lamO/Cam not(tick one @) directly affected by an effect of the subject matterof the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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‘Details of submission

.

&

 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:

NOSZ-PL NOSZ-P7, NOS?-AISJO RDS ,NOS7-S4,MAP

 

 

 

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

Lo gurroRy zomiEnG HE SPUR TO NATURAL OPEN
SPACE

L BPPOSE me CRARUING A QoAd/INERASTRUCTURE0
carR\Dek on any PaRy ot THE SPOR.
_

°L cuUPPORT PROTECTION OF THE S.N- ANS

 

 

PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATURE OFYOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHERYOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC
PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

*Zove We EKG SPvuR AS NOS

“Remove are PRONISIGN S ALLOWING a ROAD hvressorye

ecoKRiDoR atv on Te setup
ENSURE FROTECTION OF are YX-N-A'S
 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish C) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission(tick appropriate box @): (do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint caseat the hearingif others make a
similar submission (tick appropriate box @): Qo not wish to make joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submissionor person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

su) #0 bate (\\ or

SSG ————



Te Kaunihera o
Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta ° ie
Upper HuttCity Council Submission form (FORM 5)

 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

( The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm +)
 

 

To UpperHutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the UpperHutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 — 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makesa submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethisis public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available underthe Resource ManagementAct 1991. This is because, underthe Act,all submissions
must be publishedto allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when yoursubmissionoryour contactdetails can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons whyyour submission or yourcontact details should be kept contidential, please contact the Planning Team via
email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAMEOFSUBMITTER 7?Qi (Try LIPOS

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER Cy 7-775.) () ORD 7 72 PIDMs(YT) ww 2AcdA ; awn Pun(Aten,

La PLA twTne , To 32

AGENTACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

f’_ ACONTACTTELEPHONE OU 4CorvY pedals ob,shee prattoPpanatl, COW,
V

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission(please tick one @): yesCO/® no
 

Only answerthis question if you ticked ‘yes’ above:

|am(_)/()am not(tick one @)directly affected by aneffect of the subject matterof the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission
 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelatesto are as follows:

_i CZowinde SityoQsTronn 3Put Ay warunnl OPRw \Pred.

_Peornectn we IPPUTLEY SNA

RUGucrnt- (+  JwPNnAwuctyr Conubormua Waar a Tih? \CU

 

 

USE ADDITIONALPAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

Tite SPk4e fae Co_cumsed) UY ACO beme Qe senvaed

ECiw2ai Aabta6 Tigr (tor)  gal-7¥ fe (yen mt Naitierenc

QPRa SPnew:. AS Camer Dotumenn (ow, THe echie

OC THe (Pht Te Mldis LACLRCS Ta Th TE Cyn) Looe s

Déeteaae THB vz. PeincA OF A NAMA pew (ack

“ZdAdT

 

PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATURE OFYOURSUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC

PROVISIONS ORWISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

(eu oid Pao PRow {ims Pon A kRrad Gop fond [V2 FRASTNLATUWM=

CEorei0un AWNyYwHrak ow THR Silven \TReEnWn SOnu2 Arn Rr

Raw Tite [oper SOQ AC NaATen OOzAL Spree

 

 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish ©! do wishto be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in supportofyour
submission (tick appropriate box @): (A do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make ©! do wish to makea joint case.
a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission(tick appropriate box @): Cm do not wish to make a joint case.
 

Signature and date Sa
LZ Zz— —

Signature of person making submissionor person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

((
SIGNATURE DATE >| 2022



Te Kaunihera o
Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta s «
Upper Hutt City Council Submission form (FORM 5)

 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C The closing date for submissions is Friday, 4 November 2022,at 5.00 pm +)
 

 

To UpperHutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the UpperHutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 — 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personorgroup makes a submissionor further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal
details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available underthe Resource ManagementAct 1991.This is because, undertheAct,all submissions

mustbe published to allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submissionoryourcontact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons whyyour submissionor your contactdetails should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email atplanning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Nac,e arc“S

POSTALADDRESSOF SUBMITTER | 7. \ Ma, xe Or \elsow , Lower \ oth
 

 

AGENTACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACTTELEPHONE () 2) 2) 6 4°8 CONTACTEMAIL QDMootq4 | ©. hotMa) COM

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission (please tick one @): yes(_)/ 0
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

|am(_)/C)am not(tick one @)directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelatesto are as follows:

“To Qroteck Tye. Suh aAleas On fhe. SPyc

Building 65 8 Fogd ¢ nzhwor vibes_— Seer

YeZove tag the Sar

 

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

the SWA areas 4S Shasn on He PO H4 website ae

in adQuoc Jj Veeds + be Correhet to inctode

Ql pctive vegitanor .

Rolling @ cord & tilts ow We Spec Wolk be

dersamenta\ to +e 2cology ‘Bir Ghic: eereey,

Te Sv Sholt Nhe pe 2owed @yNrely Gs Uh) ca. open

SPece

PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATURE OFYOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHERYOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC
PROVISIONS ORWISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

te Cotteck ined eguebe SPA artas

gemosre  Prov'sious Ler bu\letiag 4 toch 4 obifitves

Zoe entsipe Spurs pote §04ece

 

 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USEADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish O | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in supportofyour
submission(tick appropriate box @): Oreo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Pleaseindicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to makea joint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a
similar submission(tick appropriate box @): Ordo not wish to make joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submissionor person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE LZ DATE J f) | } Eos

ay



Te Kaunihera o
Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta a
Upper Hutt City Council Submission form (FoRM 5)

 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C Theclosing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November2022,at 5.00 pm )
 

 

To UpperHutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scanand emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makes a submissionorfurther submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal
details, includingyour name and addresses,will be madepublicly available underthe Resource ManagementAct 1991. This is because, underthe Act,all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission on the original submission. Thereare limited circumstances when your submissionoryour contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER \| edine Elbe
v 

 

 

 

POSTAL ADDRESSOFSUBMITTER oe \ (US |\0r S ,

Clurslar Pode UA pethud
AGENTACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE) NV IF

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) Nl ft .
 

 

contactTetepHone {7 ( 24 7) 0S76 . CONTACT EMAIL pbbel- (4 $0704 ra! [. Lom -

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission (please tick one @): yesOlOw

 

 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lam C/Qam not(tick one @) directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelates to are as follows:

 

ae fous(orf Prad- Cnahle OW poh Om

Ke hosAcetine. (Oo {tiAer

 

 
USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

[rotecing SN Fron the beuldiry / Conshrucfren

of Ow “wed:

Protect Hg ¢.60/094 of The SPAT Aeorrr

Ahrhopirr-e Ht. OX red _ (AySPfre. O erpoo, aS

 

 

 

 

A of NECE SSO ky Cnahh feCreahtomal Access

/ . PLEASESTATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATUREOFYOURSUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC

U FA @ Ss14a PROVISIONS ORWISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the localauthority:

 >To * 1 r
TO AMOK’ CM fiPvidiers tyr fre bu, bl (np off

OA vocock or iA ast huy~€e Anaznrhere or Fre Pw

fo hetamre iho SZ. L~= BA RAR FESCIVE .

 

 
PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whetheryou wish OC | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in supportofyour
submission(tick appropriate box @): (ii do not wishto be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to makea joint case.
a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission(tick appropriate box @): i do not wish to make a joint case.

 

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorisedto sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE [Mol DATE U//[ 22.



Te Kaunihera o
Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta ee
Upper Hutt City Council Submission form (FORM 5)

 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C Theclosing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022,at 5.00 pm »
 

 

To Upper Hutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 — 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Postto: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makes a submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available underthe Resource ManagementAct 1991. This is because,underthe Act,all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submissionoryour contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER en Sone S$

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER iLe Ne if kn et Wat \acev \{ le
 

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACTTELEPHONE OXa\ ) SoS CONTACT EMAIL Vo wl \ CO D4 b @) Kaho6,40,(V0

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission(please tick one @): yesO/@to

 

 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lam OC /Cam not(tick one @) directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission
 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelatesto are as follows:

Moarng be Consttuclcn oka load / LAK ast vcte/ colt ‘dos
<4

Or Ane 2. | velskicaa spul

 

 

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

{irc land was intended ay a nate leseve Wher
Ovichasec| and va lakes A .Seussions ba VHC

aN yoad| \ aklaskty ckot cptdor Would Akbg in Keeping

Vth han Orn cpals A the leserve Qrel pebvia| open

SPOCe Zone :

 

 

PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATUREOFYOURSUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSETHE SPECIFIC
PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

Oisallosr aay Mouser oF a (ad L \nftestuctor Corldo/
nied . < T

OA any Dart Silverstein pus

 

 

 

 

PLEASEGIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

 

Pleaseindicate whetheryou wish OC | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission(tick appropriate box @): Oyo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whetheryou wish to make ©! do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission(tick appropriate box @): Oedo not wish to make joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE 1sDVS DATE SI (( 0 | OL Z.

 



Te Kaunihera o
Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta os
Upper HuttCity Council Submission form (FORM 5)

 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November2022, at 5.00 pm +
 

 

To Upper Hutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 — 881. Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makesa submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, includingyour name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct1991. This is because, underthe Act, all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submissionon theoriginal submission. Thereare limited circumstances when your submissionoryour contactdetails can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons whyyour submission or your contactdetails should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email atplanning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAMEOFSUBMITTER Soca KE KACOe€nsD
 

POSTAL ADDRESSOFSUBMITTER DEA, xl25Q= gat Woekue2Lo
 

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACTTELEPHONE (2 re OF G+ D2 contactema A coux- Cageen. Caczeeen9€_ Graruscom
 

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission(please tick one @): yesO/Qte
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

|am()/(_)am not(tick one @)directly affected byaneffect of the subject matterof the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition orthe effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission

 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelatesto areas follows:

eaBUSS Sse aloe Soe CRSSeS? CCORS

Ceo2d “laslo gx CoeEzea7s2 .

 

 

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

 

 

 

 

 

dtc SIZ ato — Gaza Qe oC cee CECSCACO

USSS Ht eS > WAS Q2-CS. Reece D&E COEPTE “®&

SAE> = a Qesscl-=> TNE CresTGa0% (SD

Ce Ke QoS? ~S> RASS Pen corned Gs cocn@s7 Gre

QeaweGse Tt HAs us.ouese & SEW Coewrss . A

Gar? Le> Pow Deaan-D CoO heeceS&= ei i.e ADEA.
 

 

PLEASESTATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATURE OFYOURSUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHERYOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC
PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

Ke Bevel pay Woviasos Co Ars edd.
OoGerksetescxo@= comAaJo2® . Od Ar»*| Caer

oe CAS BAr.cJe@SeTZErn ATH eC

 

 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish ©! do wishto be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in supportofyour
submission(tick appropriate box @): (Odo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whetheryou wish to make OC) | do wish to makea joint case.
a joint caseat the hearing if others make a
similar submission(tick appropriate box @): Ul do notwish to make a joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submissionor person authorisedto sign on behalf of person making submission:

pate S\N: \O> VoteSIGNATURE

 



Te Kaunihera o

Te Awa Kai iki Ut ° °
UpperHuttCity Council Submission form (FORM 5)

 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

| Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November2022, at 5.00 pm +)
 

 

To Upper Hutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter

 

Whena personorgroup makesa submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be madepublicly available underthe Resource Management Act 1991.This is because, underthe Act,all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contactdetails can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submissionor your contactdetails should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via
email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

namEorsuemirrer MAMI GC pe (la4

POSTALADDRESS OF SUBMITTER =f" |. / 4 [AOA ST \ Peavaern

/

 

 

 7

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE) “Ul,

 /
ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROMABOVE) /\_/Vf,4
 

 

_ CONTACTTELEPHONE OYHPIY9 0 CONTACT EMAIL Wh

/
| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission (please tick one @): yesO/©no
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lam(_)/()am not(tick one @)directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission

 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelatesto are asfollows:

| Rewawe Slersreaan Spu ® to Warneal oper’ Jp 4ce
a Rotect SNA Areas Ero vn delUepmeat

34 )uyaow OPoViSi0N Ss for sutRasmourTuee Relavug To
THE Jenediboeras gloutTH| Age”

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

i\z suppoh eZiw Al

2\Pe Sanpete sholacrow of (ers SU4 ‘S

2) 3cpankiel objet TO pTOOUOA) of Rules TO PALO GD

Of 4cr@5) To Tle JA on QV DAA of SPRY

 

 

 

PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATUREOFYOURSUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHERYOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSETHE SPECIFIC
PROVISIONS ORWISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

| Rerene ba as Maer«<29_ Opew Yo 4p por Ff

2) Hacteat Ab sg Aen’ ow SPue
3Y ) walled Aw pfoIDianIj For LOA) /vbepemP12uUumf

forVee CV 901 parr of Spur .9Vd)
 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish ©)! do wishto be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission(tick appropriate box @): Ci| do not wish lo be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a
similar submission(tick appropriate box @): (nrdo not wish to make a joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submissionor person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE JY C74 ctl &< pare o2 Kiet/202
 



Te Kaunihera o
Te AwaKairangi ki Uta aor
Upper Hutt City Council Submission form (FORM 5)
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« The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm )
 

 

To UpperHutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makesa submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Change thisis public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct1991.This is because, under the Act,all submissions

mustbe published to allow for further submission on theoriginal submission. There arelimited circumstances when your submissionor your contact details can be
kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submissionor your contactdetails should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

 

 

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Trevo ce Reha ve ASopn

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER Ez. LAVo~ Street

fetone. Zower Hutt Sol2
 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

  

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE © 2°? ZERZREPGE CONTACTEMAL Peevey dy Yo etlo.k. ce ne
J

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission(pleasetick one @): yes C)/©Chno
  

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lamO/Oam not(tick one @) directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
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Details of submission
 

The specific provisionsof the proposed Plan Change that my submissionrelates to are asfollows:

   

 

 

Fzak 4 he beear ¢ 4, Carin § Puc Feemtne get oO

noVaca L eo7Ign, Space AL oO feServe. Teo be. enjoy? aA
7 e

Vv J

buy a l(
J 7

 

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

“The. oadLin Lxo.at ret cture corridor bio tt A fu fuce hues “ae tng

dirs the SSheps Aan Spuc dooutel thr til hax the

Silver Stteam Hert fage. Railwasy cur th tle arxtra

Sheen guseher  tsn off, at ots furhanee ba the Aaiceh.

LAlso there weuld he lo$e ef the pnatucek epee. grace foe Bivds,

athee wildlife anc native vegetation, whieh fs neededin this
time of elimele chanacs-

PLEASESTATEIN SUMMARY THE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC

PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

 

Tha® tbe S} (wer stream Spe remains as és

an A HA ae become ar A enc ihng ONSee out 4 “ be ack|
 

; az

Sucok a SS ccf ate zl nA (stre. ot tL. Jue ind ancl toack ing :

 

 

 

PLEASEGIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONALPAPERIF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish OC) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission(tick appropriate box @): I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box @): of do not wish to make a joint case.
 

Signature and date O.LHehardhig 30/(©ifZZ

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:
 

ercMaATIIneE nate
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PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

 

C The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm »

 

To Upper Hutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, UpperHutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makes a submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 1991.This is because, underthe Act, all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NaMeorsuamitteR €= Li'Z4A Get WArdw CHhRVSTENS EN/

POSTAL ADDRESSOF SUBMITTER 62. ECELMsLEG AOAC , AINEHAVEN

Urefee duaIt sada:
AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE OW" o7 & 30 CONTACTEMAIL Lo hatfardA 62 @gm Pt ( - CQ
G

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission(pleasetick one @): yes) /@)fto
 

Only answerthis question if you ticked 'yes' above:

lamO/Cam not(tick one @) directly affected by an effectof the subject matter of the submission that:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission
 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relatesto are as follows:

|. Lezone the s.lversheen 92ue as a Watuyel oven Sace

2. Enable vO

transport Covtidar.

3° Lrotect: iclentitiedl Significant Natura t fyeas an dhe

Si Ivey.trea Spur Cv an_cde ve lopment :

 

  
vic lecluag

 

USE ADDITIONALPAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

   
ked George Memorial fark. |

Jd. A transport Corndlor Lhinugh the 6 yershean Sour noull severly ComyarounJe

the [et 2omag ott as Makerat One Ae

 

  
 

* ; ,
Loss Ig ex COonMecr fiuby tintbur the SAS gyal hfwveen offerother indligenous
hab 2 . J PLEASE STATE IN SUMM RY THE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE THE SPECIFIC

v PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS, PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

|. F seek 4 plecision +p ferone the ¢herdream Sour as 2
Vatural Open Space

AL Seek 7ae to yemove the sile speek PrOVisianns

for aka chyrchare cluding transport condorPonmn dhe ovoposeol

Ais Change A - Open ales Yor adupe_l . ‘

3: L Seck @ acess i pcbkect ihavehfreds Madura l Areas on

Phe Silverstream Spur trom develoomewhebiayard
Mla2.Ve larPG :

ve wewisPlease indicate whethery C) | do wish to be heard inpee of my submission.
to be heard in support of your

 

submission (tick appropriate box @): (1 do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Pleaseindicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission (tick appropriate box @): C) | do not wish to make a joint case.
 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE S€e<O— pare | | \\ | 2922
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To Upper jutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change&q to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 —- 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Postto: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena person or group makesa submissionor further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, under the Act,all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission onthe original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or yourcontact details should be keptconfidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER adie pute N anc+ C q\ KE$i

POSTAL ADDRESSOF SUBMITTER oo a K\ AxcessSook weyve

Virco er U Zeer Liotr

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE “Sy ) > y% - O| CONTACT EMAIL

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission(please tick one @): yes Q/Ofro
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lam O/O am not(tick one @)directly affected by an effect of the subject matterof the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission

 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:

Nee | \o VC HO

 

iA Vlon Wheece . <: Teasebicieman, Dpac

C

 

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

We. mee AL Le Meer We sly ey srreaan Seu

Ay aA Pepa pen | sO Pew SPAcg , sent Kg

< espre San nN ollers who var | = lr~~

cn RAY = waist nk nou Whey BWeo , alan

7 ts desWie. &  lauels 4!Once it's AGN Ws as\e. (Ss ety i

Peers i ek Whe Cun PNealrue. trees € € Sew uyerer
\

Peo lures. Niemen Keep sk x. Ahe Msn — Acliral.
PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARY THE NATUREOF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC

PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

 

Nhe MWe Ss luerse|\reow Deut XR Pues ren | 4

pe £.- ene, oe ASAI = \\ ;

 

 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish a | do wish be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your onl or need me le speak.
submission(tick appropriate box @): XY, |do PetwishFates heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make OC) | do wish to make joint case.
a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box @): Oi do not wish to make a joint case.

 

Signature and date fdCovey

Signature of person making submission6or personab to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE fofCony DATE sinc Oy: 202%.
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PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm +)
 

 

To Upper Hutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scanand emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena person or group makes a submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 1991.This is because, underthe Act,all submissions

mustbe published to allow for further submission on the original submission. Therearelimited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER biony. ( ‘Aezy

POSTAL ADDRESSOF SUBMITTER 22 dig Q EALA@MaADhD ane Oz
Bee .

PiliUaizes - DPPER | dy tae

AGENTACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)

 

 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE 42443 D/ CONTACT EMAIL

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission (pleasetick one @): yes) /ffo
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

|am(_)/()am not(tick one @) directly affected by an effect of the subject matterof the submission that:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission
 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relatesto are as follows:

, “a a [> . |
Agdan| Jo Rex Posen TLAp] C Lange 4-9

SwJeaSiamun Lie

 

 

 

USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

 

Lep fe SPig AC 1S Fam The Fdtyac of
Suvea STREAM And Cet dR2EnI “To Delelole jnio

A Ndioedo Reseans Hd tou hissy Foa Eze.
 

 

 

PLEASESTATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC

PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE, GIVING REASONS, PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

4 ?
1p Rezene THe SpvealrRenn SRA ds Nahan Ofay Pace.

 

 

Lor THe ENT) RE UPL dF aber COtamaEY,

 

 

PLEASEGIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish C) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box @): C) | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make OC) | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a

similar submission(tick appropriate box @): C) | do not wish to make a joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

any)

SIGNATURE GB : pate / gf wyLO2 |
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PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C Theclosing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm +)
 

 

To Upper HuttCity Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Postto: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makes a submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 1991. This is because, undertheAct,all submissions

mustbe published to allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAMEOFSUBMITTER Lyte CLhLizAQBeTH DMITH

postaLappressorsuemiTrer “SSStay BRA DoLwe auVve RoTREAM

VPPER Hod soI4

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE) o_o
 

—

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE 0210759323 CONTACTEMAIL fscf Lociasi He a Otl, ak. cow

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission (please tick one @): yes C)/Utio
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lam OC) /C) am not(tick one @) directly affected by an effect of the subject matterof the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
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Details of submission

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:

VARIATIOn LT PCY

t EWABLE Site- SPECIC PAovisioWs InchwwG A

TRAKIQ PORT CoRRiDBR

 

T DEFINITELY OPPAse THE coNsTRuctiew OF 4 Road THROUGH

THE AT He CHa Res CF THE SILVERS TREAM SPXSEAROITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

My submissionis that: »

THe PRoviewn 0€ A RAWS PORT CORRTBOR THROUGH THE

SuvE~stheAm 36k be Deceten FRom fC 4g

GRAL FCcALOGE! CORRMOoR THE Ni; Eat PART OF

THe Gokce tour BE PEMAWENTLY DESTROYER FOREVER |

THe Wed ING PINES AHAT Coonicit PLANteED ov THE SAR

NEED  REmovAL ANN REPL4WTEN tnt MWATWES.,

 
PLEASESTATE IN SUMMARY THE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC

PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

* Covad THE fPOoBLic OuwERSHiP OF THE SiveE 2sTReAmM SPB

Anup CiL4sq if Ao Ani Fcasp cic Al CrReDar

* Dewevre VARATIOW 1 iN CLUDING A TRANSAT COoRRDOR

FRom Pc 4-9

* FetA PISH THE SitveR oTREdm SPR As A REALRRESTATIOW

PRatect ANd Ackoss VALLEY EcatnGic4h Lind FOR OUR
 

 

 

= PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPERIF NECESSARY

Brats Lire

Please indicate whether you wish ()! do wish to be heardin support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your

submission(tick appropriate box @): Oytdo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make OC) | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box @): (Odo notwish to makea joint case.

 

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE L & VL DATE 3(u/ 22.
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C The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm +)
 

 

To Upper Hutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scanand emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena person or group makes a submission or further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 1991.This is because, under the Act, all submissions

mustbe published to allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances when your submissionor your contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submissionor your contact details should be keptconfidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER KEO PARNELA SMITH

POSTALADDRESSOF SUBMITTER 43 SUNIBARAE DAIVE SIAVERSTRIEAM

UPPER HUTT S014
AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE) Pn
 

ADDRESSFORSERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) wa
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE DH Sa 3/7 | CONTACTEMAIL | @ anal losm ith W cutloek, com

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission (please tick one @): yes C/QYyno
 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lam (_)/()am not(tick one @)directly affected by an effect of the subject matterof the submission that:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition or theeffects of trade competition.
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Details of submission
 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:

VARIATION 1 PC 44

6 ENABLE SITE~ SPECIFIC PROVISIONS, INCLUDING A TRANSPERT CORRIDOR,

 

L ARSOLUTELY PPROSE THE CONSTRUCTION O£A ROAD THROUGH THIE

A7 HECTARES @F THE SILVERSTREAM SPUR,
USE ADDITIONALPAPERIF NECESSARY

 

My submissionis that:

THE PROMMEN CE ATAANSPORT CORRIDCR THRAGH THE SIAVERSTREAM

SPUR BE DEKETED KOM PCHY,
— K_NATURAK ECOLOGICAL C@RRINGR CROSS THE UPPER VAAAEY WILk BE

DESTROVIED FORIEVER, AND ALSO A LARGE CAIMATE CHANGE MITIGATION
FOREST WIhkK BE LOST, Coyncik NFEDS TO BE INVCKVED IN ENAYRAGING

AND SUPPORTING THE REMbVAL OF THE WIKDING PINES THAT THEY

PLANTIED ON THE SPUR ANA RIEFPLACING WITH NATIVE TREES,
PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARYTHE NATUREOFYOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSETHE SPECIFIC

PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE,GIVING REASONS, PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

¢ CONFIRM THE PUBLIC CUNFRSHIP CETHE SIAVERSTREAM SPUR AND
CLASS IT AS AN ECOLOGICAL CORRINOR,

© DEAETE VARIATRON £ CTNCAUDING A TRANSPORT CORRIDOR FROM p CH,
° RECOME ACTIVELY INVOLVEN TW ESTABLISHING THE SIAVERSTREAM

SPUR AS A_RBAFFURESTATICN PROTECTVALLEY
LINK FOR GUR BIRDLIFE €e,

PLEASEGIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONALPAPER IF NECESSARY

 

 

Please indicate whetheryou wish C) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your

submission(tick appropriate box @): Ol do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box @): Ol do not wish to make a joint case.
 

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

somos Zn we pfu faa



Known as Heather just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with
the responses below.

Name of submitter:

Heather Blissett

Postal address of submitter:

c/- 2 Gybe Place, Whitby

Address for service (if different from above)

No fixed abode

Email address:

outdoorblissupperhutt@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0273515211

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Zoning and the proposed transport corridor

My submission is that:

Quite simply and emphatically. Yes to being rezoned a Natural Open Space. NO to a
transport corridor or any major human disturbance on the spur except to remove exotic
trees in favour of indigenous trees. Again. Definite NO to a transport corridor or similar.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Protection of the spur in favour of her ecological and recreational and healing value.

Submission 69



Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 
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Mary Beth just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Mary Beth Taylor

Postal address of submitter:

165A Katherine Mansfield Drive, Whitemans Valley, Upper Hutt 5371

Address for service (if different from above)

165A Katherine Mansfield Drive,

Email address:

mbtaylor.tierra@gmail.com

Telephone number:

045283884

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

NOSZ-O1 - Purpose of the Natural Open Space Zone • The Natural Open Space Zone
enables a range of passive recreation, customary and conservation activities with ancillary
structures which occur within the natural environment and have a high degree of
interaction with natural features. NOSZ-O2 - Character and Amenity Values of the Natural
Open Space Zone • Activities and development within the Natural Open Space Zone
maintain the amenity values and natural character of the Natural Open Space Zone by
ensuring that they are of an appropriate scale, including: 1. A low scale and level of
development and built form which is purposed to support appropriate activities; 2.
Indigenous vegetation is retained with associated natural and ecological value; and 3.
Spaces are accessible and positively contribute to health and wellbeing of communities.
ECO-O1 - The protection and enhancement of significant indigenous ecosystems and
biological diversity. • ECO-O1 seeks the protection and enhancement of significant
indigenous ecosystems and biodiversity. This meets the purpose of the Variation to protect
the natural character and amenity value of the site from inappropriate use and development

Submission 71



in particular the protection of indigenous vegetation through the identification of
Significant Natural Areas. NOSZ-P6 and NOSZ-P7 - Silverstream Spur Infrastructure •
NOSZ-P6 focuses on the provision of infrastructure including a transport corridor which
would provide access to the Silverstream Spur and to the SGA. This policy would enable
development at an appropriate size and scale and focuses on compliance to be met with
conditions imposed ensuring that the activity is suitably controlled. This is further
reinforced through NOSZ-P7 which focuses on protecting areas on the Silverstream Spur
that have been identified as Significant Natural Areas. It considers activities and
development unsuitable within the zone based on their effects and potential loss of
identified areas. NOSZ-R15, R22 and NOSZ-S4 - Silverstream Spur Natural Area • The
general permitted activity rules and standards for the NOSZ will apply to the Silverstream
Spur alongside the additional rules proposed by this Variation. Therefore, these are
considered to have been covered under PC49 s32 report. 10.4.3 NOSZ-R15 relates to
NOSZ-P6 allowing for the transport corridor and associated network utility infrastructure
to be a Controlled Activity taking into consideration matters identified in NOSZ-S4
through the resource consent process. Where compliance is not met with these standards
the activity status is Discretionary allowing conditions to be imposed or consent not
granted. NOSZ-S4 standards 1 to 4 relate to specific requirements for the transport corridor
while NOSZ-S5 standard 5 relates to the transport corridor and earthworks not being
located within any identified Significant Natural Areas on the Silverstream Spur. 10.4.4
NOSZ-R22 relates to NOSZ-P7 with the removal of indigenous vegetation and adverse
effects from development. The activity is considered a Discretionary activity through the
resource consent process allowing for conditions to be imposed or consent not being
granted. This is likely to be triggered with development of infrastructure including a
transport corridor from Kiln Street as recent mapping provided indicates areas of
indigenous vegetation to cross the width of the Silverstream Spur in an East to West
direction (see attached Ecological report in Appendix 3). This suggests that it may be more
appropriate to access the Silverstream Spur and SGA from Reynolds Bach Drive to avoid
these areas of identified indigenous vegetation.

My submission is that:

I DO support these provisions: NOSZ-O1, NOSZ-O2, and ECO-O1. In supporting these
three provisions I wish to make it abundantly clear that I wish the entirety of the
Silverstream Spur to be permanently • zoned Natural Open Space only in its entirety • free
of any roads, infrastructure corridors • free of any housing • remain in community
ownership In addition, I wish the following actions: • protect and enhance the draft SNA
areas • protect and enhance the draft SAL areas (the entire Spur) • add the Sylvan Way
public reserve land to the Silverstream Spur • stop the Kiln Street paper road and add this
to the Silverstream Spur • create public access via Sylvan Way similar to Ecclesfield
Reserve in Pinehaven. • create tracks designed for good accessibility for a range of ages
and abilities • create basic amenities (toilets, water, benches) • once Natural Open Space
zone status is secured, to begin the process of designating the Silverstream Spur a Reserve
under the Reserves Act 1977. This process was begun in 1992 and 2001 but not yet
followed through. I DO NOT support NOSZ-P6 and NOSZ-P7 and NOSZ-R15, R22 and
NOSZ-S4 for these reasons: • Silverstream Spur was purchased as reserve for the
community and this historical intention should be honoured. • a transport/infrastructure
corridor as described is incompatible with the highly protective conditions around Natural
Open Space Zone. • contrary to what is stated in Section 32 Variation 1, Silverstream Spur
is NOT critical to enable infrastructure including a transport corridor to access the SGA.
There are several alternative access points. • Silverstream Spur has had no public access
for so long because the land was caught up in closed door negotiations between council
and GTC which did not include the public voice. The community did not have the full



benefit of this area as public land for that reason. This is the first time the community can
participate in future plans for the Spur which of course includes public access and
amenities. • There is risk to council in enabling a road/infrastructure corridor through the
Silverstream Spur because: o to date council have not received from GTC or any other
developer a feasibility study for a road; o to date council have not received from GTC or
any other developer a proposal or application for subdivision; o the persistent uncertainty
around the GTC plans spans many years and creates a risk to enabling access to a
‘mythical’ development that may never happen, eg ‘road to nowhere’. • There is risk to the
environment in enabling a road/infrastructure corridor through the Silverstream Spur
because: o the Spur forms part of a very important ecological corridor for birds and other
wildlife to connect with Wainuiomata and Akatarawa where substantial restoration work is
also taking place. A permanent road would destroy the continuity and integrity of the area
and efforts to restore the indigenous biodiversity. o the Spur forms part of the Upper Hutt
Green Belt and is signalled as a draft SAL (Special Amenity Landscape). A permanent
road through the Spur would not be an appropriate development for this protected area. o
the Silverstream Spur is affected by PC47, PC48, and PC49 the last two of which represent
natural and logical barriers to inappropriate human development on this land. The best use
of the Spur is to turn it back to the environment, protect it and enhance its ecological
values and beauty for the community to appreciate and enjoy as a Reserve for future
generations. NOTE: I am a member of the PC48 SAL reference group set up by council in
2021. As a result of our work, the Silverstream Spur has been recently designated as a draft
SAL. See notes below: Eastern Hills SAL 3. Eastern Hills SAL Boundary extension
Members of the reference group have requested that Silverstream Spur area be included in
the Eastern Hills SAL - as it forms part of this landscape in terms of landform and
contributes important amenity values to the district. A range of values was highlighted
including that the area provides a landform gateway between Upper and Lower Hutt, Te
Awakairangi ki uta and Te Awakairangi ki tai, and largely vegetated backdrop to more
intensive residential areas and the open spaces along the river, as do other parts of the
Eastern Hills. The area would form an extension of the Eastern Hills SAL – South (#8)
which provides a regenerating bush area forming a backdrop to the developed urban and
suburban areas. The Silverstream Spur extends this backdrop west towards the state
highway and river and includes regenerating areas of bush identified as significant natural
areas. Accordingly, the area comprising the Spur landform and land cover can be included
in the Eastern Hills SAL. Recommendation That the Silverstream Spur area be included in
the Eastern Hills SAL (see figure below). The process to confirm this would involve
confirmation of the boundary with the council GIS team and amendment of the detailed
assessment record sheet, if relevant. Pgs 4 - 5 and pg 8 graphic 220901_SAL Reference
Group review_draft_ Lisa Rimmer Consultant Isthmus Group https://isthmus.co.nz/
September 2022

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

That the Silverstream Spur be: • zoned Natural Open Space only in its entirety • free of any
roads, infrastructure corridors • free of any housing • remain in community ownership In
addition, I wish the following actions for the Silverstream Spur: • protect and enhance the
draft SNA areas. • protect and enhance the draft SAL areas (the entire Spur). • add the
Sylvan Way public reserve land to the Silverstream Spur. • stop the Kiln Street paper road.
Add this land to the Silverstream Spur. • create public access via Sylvan Way similar to
Ecclesfield Reserve in Pinehaven. • create tracks designed for good accessibility for a
range of ages and abilities. • create basic amenities (toilets, water, benches). • once Natural
Open Space zone status is secured, to begin the process of designating the Silverstream
Spur a Reserve under the Reserves Act 1977. This process was begun in 1992 and 2001
but not yet followed through.



Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Bob the Builder just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with
the responses below.

Name of submitter:

Peter Ross

Postal address of submitter:

11 Birch Grove, Pinehaven, Upper Hutt 5019

Email address:

pdross@warp9.co.nz

Telephone number:

0272862258

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

The PC49 Variation Proposal concerning the Silverstream Spur

My submission is that:

The land was purchased with funds set aside for the purchase of reserves for the public of
UH City. Previous councils agreed to the land being a reserve. Previous councils have
declared to the public, via notices in the UH Leader, that the land was to be a reserve for
public use. Previous councils, recognising the need for the land to be part of a green
corridor, fought against any proposed development of the land. The spur is needed to
maintain a ‘bird corridor’ across the valley. Any roading will create barriers to birds who
need to cross the spur. Water courses and regenerating Native bush will be permanently
damaged by road works or other developments on the Silverstream Spur. During previous
PC49 submissions many people asked for the spur to be a reserve but just one organisation
(Guildford Timber Company - GTC) asked for a road to be built acrosss the spur. Thus to
include one person’s request against the wishes of many is not democratic and shows a
strong bias by Council towards its dealings with the GTC. There has not been a public
consultation about changing the status of part of the spur land from ‘Rural Hill’ to
‘General Residential’ – the CEO is unable to provide any proof of public consultation for
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this change - which is a requirement of the RMA. A public plan change, paid for by
ratepayers, should not be used to benefit any developer to access their land. If the
developer(s) need a plan change then they should put up a private plan change request to
UHCC.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

A. To amend the current UHCC proposed PC49 variation such as to remove all reference
to having “site-specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor” on or
over or through the Silverstream Spur; B. To declare the Silverstream Spur, in its entirety,
as a public open space; and C. To declare the Silverstream Spur land in its entirety to be a
Reserve within the meaning of the Reserves Act 1977 section 14 - where a ‘Local
authority may declare land vested in it to be a reserve’.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Shayne Fairbrother 

Postal address of submitter 12 Sylvan Way, Sylvan Mews, Silverstream 5019 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 

049341386 

Email: 

shaynefairbr 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO 
X 

Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

• My opposition to the creation of a transport corridor being built through the Silverstream Spur area outlined in 
PC49 

• My support for this same area to be protected as a Significant Natural Area and in the future reclassified as a 
reserve under appropriate legislation. 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

I do support this land area – Silverstream Spur (outlined in Variation 1 to PC49) being rezoned Natural Open Space with 
the future intention by Council to make this area a reserve, protecting it forever. 

I oppose the building of the intended transport corridor through the land outlined in this variation/proposal (The 
Silverstream Spur) for the following reasons:  

• will take a large amount of time to construct causing disruption to surrounding living environment of the Kiln 
Street/Sylvan Way residential areas),  

• will destroy natural habitats for a wide variety of native animals and plant life, negating the enormous levels of 
new native vegetation and birdlife currently available due to this iconic landscape,  

• create a huge nuisance factor with an isolated road that could be used for all sorts of illicit activities (until 
population of Southern Growth Area is established – estimated 20yrs? to complete),  

• would remove open space for recreational purposes, 

• increase CO2 emissions and reduce ability for carbon credits – environmentally unfriendly, 

• eliminate vital green space which is a valuable asset to the character of the Upper Hutt region.   

Putting in this transport corridor from a future Southern Growth Area (SGA) with an exit point of Kiln Street would simply 
overwhelm the already overused/congestive Silverstream roundabout and shopping area. This, with the intended 
development behind St Pats College will cause unsurmountable problems to the infrastructure around Silverstream (e.g. 
parking for railway station, traffic congestion along Fergusson Drive to SH2) and excessive costs and rates increases for 
Upper Hutt ratepayers for decades to come.  

There have been no factual/evidential estimates to forecast population growth to justify the construction of this transport 
corridor or a feasibility study showing the need to meet population growth with these excessive building developments.  

If a transport corridor is to be introduced, council need to look at a holistic solution/s which would future-proof the 
gateway to the Upper Hutt region. The southern entry point to the Upper Hutt region is already extremely congestion are 
certain times of the day (and night) which exacerbate an already negative impression of the city. Rather than quick fix 
misguided solutions, time should be invested in proposed a 30 year plan to the ratepayers which protects our current 
green spaces, future proofs the infrastructure of the city and creates a welcoming experience to all that visit and live in 
Upper Hutt. 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

Silverstream Spur to be rezoned as a Natural Open Space and protected against developmental incursion that negatively 
impacts on the natural environment. 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission  

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

X 

I do wish to make a joint case  



 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do not wish to make a joint case X 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 
 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 
Date: ________________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
 

 



To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 

Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 

Faxed to: (04) 528 2652

Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 

CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society Inc (Forest & Bird) 

Postal address of submitter 205 Victoria Street, Wellington 6011 

Agent acting for 

submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 

(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 022 039 9363 Email: a.geary@forestandbird.org.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 

trade competition through this 

submission 

(Please tick one) 

NO ☒ Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 

matter of the submission that: 

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 

Submission Number: 

(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

 

See attachment. 

 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

 

See attachment. 

 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 

wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

 

See attachment. 

 

 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 

of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission ☒ 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 

submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 

the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 

appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case ☒ 

I do not wish to make a joint case  

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 

 

Amelia Geary 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 

 

Date: ______4 November 2022__________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 

information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 

your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  

 

PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 

submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 

hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 

purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 

knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 

 



 

 

ATTACHMENT 

  
  

  

Proposed Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces – Variation 1  
Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan  
  
  
4 November 2022  
 

To:    Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council  
planning@uhcc.govt.nz    

From:   Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society of New Zealand Inc.   
(Forest & Bird)   
205 Victoria Street, Wellington 6011  

  
Contact for service:  Amelia Geary – Regional Conservation Manager  

a.geary@forestandbird.org.nz   
  

Forest & Bird could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.  

Forest & Bird wishes to be heard in support of this submission. If others make a similar submission, Forest 
& Bird will consider presenting a joint case with them at any hearings.   

  

INTRODUCTION  

1. Forest & Bird is New Zealand’s largest non-governmental conservation organisation. Forest & Bird’s 
mission is to protect New Zealand’s unique flora and fauna and its habitat.  Key matters of concern 
therefore relate to the protection of ecological values, particularly the sustainable management of 
New Zealand’s indigenous biodiversity, natural landscapes, coastal environment and freshwater 
resources including wetlands, rivers, and lakes.   

2. Forest & Bird submitted on proposed Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces. We welcome this Variation to 
include Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space. We would ultimately like to see Silverstream Spur 
and adjacent land owned by UHCC further protected by applying for it to be gazetted as a Reserve 
under the Reserves Act 1977.   

3. However, we have a number of concerns about Variation 1 which we outline below.  

SUBMISSION  

4. Forest & Bird’s supports the zoning of Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space for the reasons set 
out in our original submission on proposed Plan Change 49. The key reasons were as follows:  

a. It is appropriate to zone Silverstream Spur according to the natural values that occur on the 
land, including its value as a bird corridor.  

mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
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b. The Spur was once habitat to the now At Risk1 endemic forest ringlet butterfly.2   

c. The Spur has potential to be a very accessible Natural Open Space Zone for the benefit and 
enjoyment of residents of Pinehaven and Silverstream.  

d. Natural Open Space Zone is appropriate for areas where people undertake predominantly 
passive recreational activities, or specialised active recreational activities which have a high 
degree of nature interaction. As such, using the Natural Open Space Zone allows for a rule 
framework which focuses on more passive recreation with a strong focus on nature 
interaction. Silverstream Spur not only ticks all the boxes, it also provides access to nature 
that is closer and more accessible than the regional parks in the district.  

5. However, Forest & Bird has a number of concerns about Variation 1 as the policies and rules fail to 
align with PC49 and the purpose of the Natural Open Space Zone. They also fail to protect the 
biodiversity values of the site and therefore don’t give effect to s6(c) of the RMA, furthermore they 
don’t give effect to policies 24 and 47 of the Regional Policy Statement for Wellington.   

6. The provision for a road corridor in NOSZ-P6, as proposed in Variation 1, is inconsistent with the 
NOSZ – Natural Open Space Zone in Part 3 – Open Space and Recreation Zones as set out in 
proposed PC49. In particular, the background in that section sets out that:   

“The purpose of the Natural Open Space Zone is to allow for activities and development of an 
appropriate scale to occur in spaces where there is a strong natural character with associated 
ecological and landscape values. The Natural Open Space Zone is predominantly located within the 
rural environment due to the three large Regional Parks, however within the zone are also several 
nature and recreation reserves within the urban area, and river corridor and esplanade reserves 
distributed throughout the district.  

These spaces provide a valuable contribution to the wellbeing of the Upper Hutt community, 
allowing them to undertake recreation, customary and conservation activities in a natural setting. 
These activities can include walking, cycling, tramping, dog walking, picnicking and gathering 
mahinga kai.  

Overall, the natural character of the zone is to be maintained through a low level of development, 
with structures and development focused on enabling and facilitating the use of these spaces for 
appropriate activities.”  

7. The PC49 Objectives set outcomes with respect to the purpose and character of NOSZ which is for 
“passive recreation, customary and conservation activities” and for activities to “maintain the 
amenity values and natural character of the Natural Open Space”.   

8. Roading to provide access for the Southern Growth Area beyond the zone is not an appropriate 
activity for the NOSZ as it will have a detrimental effect on the natural character of the Spur. There 
is no functional need for a transport corridor within Silverstream Spur because there is already 
access to the Southern Growth Area via Avro Road. Further, such access would cut through and 
divide the Significant Natural Area within that zone.   

9. The s32 report failed to conduct an options analysis to consider any alternative transport corridor 
scenarios available to the Southern Growth Area. Variation 1 assumes Silverstream Spur is the only 
viable access. Given the purpose of NOSZ, the presence of an SNA and the national direction of 
s6(c) of the RMA, an options analysis is necessary to determine how a transport corridor could be 
avoided and where alternative locations a transport corridor could go.  

10. Furthermore, we recognise that the 'effects management hierarchy' provided in Policy NOSZ-P7 for 
the protection of Silverstream Spur Significant Natural Areas reflects the latest evolution of the 
'avoid-remedy-mitigate' approach enshrined in the RMA. However, this hierarchy does not protect 
biodiversity values. Rather, it allows for effects on SNAs from any activity so long as the hierarchy is 
worked through. As a result, this policy is not based on the effects of the activity, rather simply that 

 
1 https://www.doc.govt.nz/globalassets/documents/science-and-technical/nztcs20entire.pdf  
2 Dr. George Gibbs, pers comm. 



 

 

there is supposedly not a more practicable option. Forest & Bird submits that avoidance of adverse 
effects will be the only way to protect the biodiversity values of Silverstream Spur Significant 
Natural Areas.  

11. In PC49, NOSZ – P2 specifically identifies appropriate development with the purpose to support 
informal sports and recreation activities, conservation and customary activities. Similarly, NOSZ – 
P3 sets out that inappropriate activities and development are those that are incompatible with the 
natural character and amenity values and that these are to be avoided. Forest & Bird reiterates that 
a transport corridor is incompatible with and contrary to the proposed policies of PC49 and 
therefore Upper Hutt’s own District Plan.  

12. Although Upper Hutt City Council has yet to progress a plan change to provide specific protection 
for Significant Natural Areas. The RPS sets out relevant provisions for s6(c):   

13. Policy 24 of the Regional Policy Statement is for:  

District and regional plans shall include policies, rules and methods to protect indigenous ecosystems 
and habitats with significant indigenous biodiversity values from inappropriate subdivision, use and 
development.  

14. It is clear that providing for a road is not an appropriate activity in terms of the NOSZ and given the 
scale of activity, loss of indigenous vegetation and division effects on the SNA would also be 
inappropriate from an effects basis when seeking to protect indigenous ecosystems, as per the 
direction of Policy 24 of the RPS. Variation 1 NOSZ – P6 would be inconsistent with Policy 24.   

15. Policy 47 of the RPS provides an interim assessment framework for councils prior to the 
identification of significant natural areas in plans. Of relevance, this includes that in determining 
whether the proposed activity is appropriate, particular regard shall be given to:  

• maintaining connections within, or corridors between, habitats of indigenous flora and fauna 
and/or enhancing the connectivity between fragmented indigenous habitats;  

• providing adequate buffering around areas of significant indigenous ecosystems and habitats 
from other land uses;  

• avoiding the cumulative adverse effects of the incremental loss of indigenous ecosystems and 
habitats;  

• the need for a precautionary approach when assessing the potential for adverse effects on 
indigenous ecosystems and habitats;  

16. Variation 1 as currently proposed would not maintain or enhance connections with the Significant 
Natural Area. There may also be adverse impacts on the functioning of the SNA as a corridor 
between significant natural area of Keith George Memorial Park to the north and reserves to the 
south and southeast of the site including Forest & Bird’s Ecclesfield Reserve.  

17. Variation 1 does not provide adequate buffering as the road corridor would introduce other land 
use (a public road) through the zone and bisect the significant natural area(s). The cumulative 
effects of loss of habitat from construction and operation of the road as well as ongoing impacts 
from pests and weeds as a result of the road add to incremental loss of indigenous ecosystems and 
habitats in Upper Hutt. Specifically providing for road access and water storage as a controlled 
activity precludes the application of a precautionary approach. Therefore, Variation 1 and 
specifically provision for a transport corridor would be deemed an inappropriate activity under 
Policy 47 of the RPS. 

18. In addition to Forest & Bird’s view that specific provision for road access through the Silverstream 
Spur NOSZ and associated Significant Natural Area is inappropriate, there are a number of 
uncertainties with the approach set out Variation 1. This includes:  

a. NOSZ-P6 is very broad regarding the infrastructure that is to be enabled. This could be any 
infrastructure that would support the Southern Growth Area. We note that the Southern 
Grown area is not identified on the map associated with the Silverstream Spur NOSZ, nor can 



 

 

the development in that growth area and the support it may need in the future necessarily be 
assumed as appropriate for to the NOSZ. Provision for passive recreation is already provided for 
in the PC49 NOSZ provisions, the more “enabling” provision in P6 is not necessary and could be 
inappropriate for the SNA within Silverstream Spur.  

b. NOSZ-P7 uses the terms “Silverstream Spur Natural Area” and “Silverstream Spur Significant 
Natural Area”. The former is also used in R15, R22 and NOSZ-S4(5). This difference in 
terminology creates uncertainty. P7 also refers to the area as “identified” however it is not 
clear where this is identified.   

c. NOSZ-P7 sets out a specific effects management approach for the Silverstream Spur Natural 
Area. This is quite different to the PC49 NOSZ provisions and potentially pre-empts future 
provisions for Significant Natural Areas. For example, the PC49 NOSZ provisions provide 
direction with respect to the appropriateness of activities to the zone whereas P7 is for adverse 
effects on the significant natural area. Such effects are only to be avoided where practicable. 
Given that the natural area contributes to the character of the Zone it is not clear how these 
provisions would be reconciled.   

d. NOSZ- R15 If the road is a controlled activity in the NOSZ then consent must be granted. This 
could mean that the controlled activity status indicated the appropriateness of the activity to 
the NOSZ, effectively making the discretionary status for vegetation removal in the SNA to 
provide for the road connection a token gesture with a presumption that consent will be 
granted. In the alternative it could mean that upon bundling consents the overall activity status 
is discretionary in which case the controlled activity status has little relevance. The meaning of 
a controlled activity in this context is confusing and should be deleted.   

e. NOSZ-S4 does not provide any certainty as to the total scale of works or width or earthworks 
and vegetation clearance that could occur. For example, it sets out lane width but does not 
limit the number of lanes or the width of works. Nor is there any indication of the location to 
which works would be confined. The standard does not address storage tanks or reservoirs and 
it remains unclear what the purpose, scale or location of these would be.   

19. There are parts of the NOSZ which include regenerating native bush which will, if it is not already, 
provide important habitat and improving connectivity with Keith George Memorial Park and the 
wider Hutt Valley. However, NOSZ-R15 in Variation 1 would enable roading and other development 
over the natural values and ecological benefits, including carbon sequestration, that regenerating 
vegetation would provide. The provisions in PC49 and amendments sought in Forest & Bird’s 
original submission on PC49 are appropriate in this case and NOSZ-R15 should be deleted.   

Decision sought  

20. Retain the NOSZ zoning proposed by Variation 1 for Silverstream Spur.  

21. We seek either that policy NOSZ-P6 is deleted, or, provided that the effects management hierarchy 
in policy 7 is amended in line with our submission, retain policy 6, with the below amendments:  

NOSZ-P6 Silverstream Spur Infrastructure   
Only consider enabling Enable infrastructure including a transport corridor within the Silverstream 
Spur (Pt Sec 1 SO 34755, Parcel ID: 3875189) at an appropriate scale, design, and location to    
1. Provide for a range of passive recreation opportunities; and    
2. Support for the development of the Southern Growth Area;  
where the effects of such development are managed in accordance with NOSZ-P7  

22. Amend policy NOSZ-P7 to clarify that this is an additional consideration not an alternative to other 
NOSZ policy.  

NOSZ-P7 Silverstream Spur Natural Area   
Protect the biodiversity values of Silverstream Spur Significant Natural Areas identified on Map XX 
by requiring Aadverse effects from development to: on the identified Silverstream Spur Significant 
Natural Areas shall be:    



 

 

(a) avoided where practicable; and Avoid the following adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity:  
(i) Loss of ecosystem representation and extent;  
(ii) Disruption to sequences, mosaics or ecosystem function;  
(iii) Fragmentation or loss of buffering or connectivity within the SNAs and between other 
indigenous habitats and ecosystems; and  
(iv) A reduction in population size or occupancy of threatened species using the SNAs for any part 
of their life cycle.  
  
(b) where adverse effects cannot be demonstrably avoided, they are mitigated where practicable; 
and  Avoid other adverse effects as far as possible; and  
(c) where adverse effects cannot be demonstrably mitigated, they are remedied where practicable; 
and  Minimise adverse effects on the identified biodiversity values where avoidance under (b) is not 
possible;  
(d) where more than minor residual adverse effects cannot be demonstrably avoided, minimised, 
or remedied, biodiversity offsetting is provided where possible; and Remedy adverse effects where 
they cannot be avoided or minimised under (b) and (c); and  
(e) if biodiversity offsetting is not appropriate, the development itself is avoided.  

23. The Variation needs to include a definition of biodiversity offsetting, which includes a requirement 
that an offset proposed meets the principles of offsetting. These should be included in an appendix 
to the Plan, and should be mandatory (rather than guidance). It is particularly important to include 
limits to offsetting, otherwise, offsetting risks being used as a management approach without any 
rigour, or certainty that it will appropriately deal with adverse effects on significant biodiversity. 
Without a clear framework for offsetting, including offsetting as an option in policy NOSZ-P7 risks 
allowing for adverse effects that will not be adequately managed.  

24. Seek deletion of Controlled Activity Rule R15.  

25. Retain NOSZ-R22.  

26. As a consequence of deleting NOSZ-R15, delete NOSZ- S4.   

27. Identify on the map the Significant Natural Area within the Natural Open Space Zone for 
Silverstream Spur. Include labelling or a key to the map.  

 

Submission ends. 



polly.forrest just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Polly Forrest

Postal address of submitter:

7 Dunrobin Grove

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

NA

Address for service (if different from above)

7 Dunrobin Grove

Email address:

polly.forrest@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

0272856329

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

The Silverstream Spur must remain a Natural Open Space & in future become A
RESERVE. That NO road be created to give a transport corridor

My submission is that:

I OPPOSE any move by Council or interested parties to enable site-specific provisions for
infrastructure including a transport corridor. NO ROAD I FULLY SUPPORT the
Silverstream Spur becoming a Natural Open Space & in the future being a Reserve & the
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guardianship that we have of this area is so important. This will provide a range of
recreation activities & more importantly Conservation of the land & protect the Native
birds & diversity of this area in both the bird & ecological corridors to connect the green
belt land on both sides of the river The Council MUST protect this area for future
generations to come & MUST NOT put PROFIT before PEOPLE. NO RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENT The ROAD MUST NOT HAPPEN

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

To declare the Silverstream Spur a NATURAL OPEN SPACE & become a PROTECTED
RESERVE

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Resident54E just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Kate Hunter

Postal address of submitter:

54 Elmslie Rd, Pinehaven

Email address:

kate.hunter@vuw.ac.nz

Telephone number:

0210635267

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

NOSZ-01, NOSZ-02, OSRZ-01, OSRZ-02

My submission is that:

I strongly support the re-zoning of Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space. (NOSZ-01) I
strongly support protection of identification of the ecological value of the Spur in order to
have a benchmark for protection of its values (NOSZ-02). Beyond significant natural areas
already identified I encourage understanding the Spur's ecological values in the context of
the lower North Island conservation network from Zealandia and Wainuiomata Mainland
Island in the south to Mt Bruce and Tararua Forest Park in the north. In order to protect the
Spur’s ecological value, I oppose provision for a transport corridor through the Spur
(OSRZ-01). A road is not the only way to make the Spur accessible to recreational users
and indeed would be detrimental to its ecology and indeed could be considered contrary to
OSRZ-02. A study by Sullivan et al shows that ‘reserves adjacent to roads had
significantly higher weed richness than reserves further from roads, although the causal
mechanisms are unclear’. (Sullivan, Williams, Timmins, Smale, ‘Distribution and spread
of environmental weeds along New Zealand roadsides’, New Zealand Journal of Ecology
33 (2), 2009: 190-204). International literature also concludes that roads create suitable
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environments for noxious weeds. Some studies identify human behaviours as contributing
to the spread of noxious weeds (eg garden waste dumping made much easier by road
access) and also ‘edge effects’ that exacerbate the invasive potential of weeds through
greater availability of light and through storm water. (see for example Hu & Ren,
‘Movement of garden plants from market to bushland’, Geographical Research 2015)

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

That Silverstream Spur is rezoned as Natural Open Space. That the ecological values of the
Spur are investigated as part of the larger conservation mosaic of the lower North Island
and is given sufficient protection. That a transport corridor is not approved, rather a
decision is made to explore alternative access mechanisms.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Tony's LTP Feedback 21 just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM
5) with the responses below.

Name of submitter:

Tony Chad

Postal address of submitter:

165A Katherine Mansfield Drive, Whiteman's Valley

Address for service (if different from above)

165A Katherine Mansfield Drive,, Whiteman's Valley

Email address:

tonygchad@gmail.com

Telephone number:

045288968

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Submission PC 49-Variation 1 Tony Chad Details of submitter 1. Name of submitter: Tony
Chad 2. Postal address of submitter: 165A Katherine Mansfield Drive, Whitemans Valley,
Upper Hutt 5371 5. Email address: tonygchad@gmail.com 6. Telephone number: 04 528
8968 021 1155651 7. Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this
submission? No Details of submission 9. The specific provisions of the proposed Plan
Change that my submission relates to are as follows: NOSZ-O1 - Purpose of the Natural
Open Space Zone • The Natural Open Space Zone enables a range of passive recreation,
customary and conservation activities with ancillary structures which occur within the
natural environment and have a high degree of interaction with natural features. NOSZ-O2
- Character and Amenity Values of the Natural Open Space Zone • Activities and
development within the Natural Open Space Zone maintain the amenity values and natural
character of the Natural Open Space Zone by ensuring that they are of an appropriate scale,
including: 1. A low scale and level of development and built form which is purposed to
support appropriate activities; 2. Indigenous vegetation is retained with associated natural
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and ecological value; and 3. Spaces are accessible and positively contribute to health and
wellbeing of communities. ECO-O1 - The protection and enhancement of significant
indigenous ecosystems and biological diversity. • ECO-O1 seeks the protection and
enhancement of significant indigenous ecosystems and biodiversity. This meets the
purpose of the Variation to protect the natural character and amenity value of the site from
inappropriate use and development in particular the protection of indigenous vegetation
through the identification of Significant Natural Areas. NOSZ-P6 and NOSZ-P7 -
Silverstream Spur Infrastructure • NOSZ-P6 focuses on the provision of infrastructure
including a transport corridor which would provide access to the Silverstream Spur and to
the SGA. This policy would enable development at an appropriate size and scale and
focuses on compliance to be met with conditions imposed ensuring that the activity is
suitably controlled. This is further reinforced through NOSZ-P7 which focuses on
protecting areas on the Silverstream Spur that have been identified as Significant Natural
Areas. It considers activities and development unsuitable within the zone based on their
effects and potential loss of identified areas NOSZ-R15, R22 and NOSZ-S4 - Silverstream
Spur Natural Area • The general permitted activity rules and standards for the NOSZ will
apply to the Silverstream Spur alongside the additional rules proposed by this Variation.
Therefore, these are considered to have covered under PC49 s32 report. 10.4.3 NOSZ-R15
relates to NOSZ-P6 allowing for the transport corridor and associated network utility
infrastructure to be a Controlled Activity taking into consideration matters identified in
NOSZ-S4 through the resource consent process. Where compliance is not met with these
standards the activity status is Discretionary allowing conditions to be imposed or consent
not granted. NOSZ-S4 standards 1 to 4 relate to specific requirements for the transport
corridor while NOSZ-S5 standard 5 relates to the transport corridor and earthworks not
being located within any identified Significant Natural Areas on the Silverstream Spur.
10.4.4 NOSZ-R22 relates to NOSZ-P7 with the removal of indigenous vegetation and
adverse effects from development. The activity is considered a Discretionary activity
through the resource consent process allowing for conditions to be imposed or consent not
being granted. This is likely to be triggered with development of infrastructure including a
transport corridor from Kiln Street as recent mapping provided indicates areas of
indigenous vegetation to cross the width of the Silverstream Spur in an East to West
direction (see attached Ecological report in Appendix 3). This suggests that it may be more
appropriate to access the Silverstream Spur and SGA from Reynolds Bach Drive to avoid
these areas of identified indigenous vegetation. 10. My submission is that: PLEASE
STATE IN SUMMARY THE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY
INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE THE SPECIFIC PROVISIONS
OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTS MADE, GIVING REASONS. I DO support these
provisions: NOSZ-O1, NOSZ-O2, and ECO-O1. In supporting these three provisions I
wish to reiterate the content of my previous submissions to Plan Change 49 in November
2021 and to the Annual Plan in May 2022. (See Appendix to this submission).I wish to
make it absolutely clear yet again that I wish the entirety of the Silverstream Spur to be
permanently • zoned Natural Open Space only in its entirety • free of any roads,
infrastructure corridors • free of any housing • remain in community ownership In
addition, I wish the following actions: • protect and enhance the draft SNA areas • protect
and enhance the draft SAL areas (the entire Spur) • add the Sylvan Way public reserve
land to the Silverstream Spur • stop the Kiln Street paper road and add this to the
Silverstream Spur • create public access via Sylvan Way similar to Ecclesfield Reserve in
Pinehaven. • create tracks designed for good accessibility for a range of ages and abilities •
create basic amenities (toilets, water, benches) • once Natural Open Space zone status is
secured, to begin the process of designating the Silverstream Spur a Reserve under the
Reserves Act 1977. This process was begun in 1992 and 2001 but not yet followed
through. I DO NOT support NOSZ-P6 and NOSZ-P7 and NOSZ-R15, R22 and NOSZ-S4
for these reasons: • Silverstream Spur was purchased as reserve for the community and this
historical intention should be honoured. • a transport/infrastructure corridor as described is



incompatible with the highly protective conditions around Natural Open Space Zone. •
contrary to what is stated in Section 32 Variation 1, Silverstream Spur is NOT critical to
enable infrastructure including a transport corridor to access the SGA. There are several
alternative access points. • In response to various statements in Section 32, I submit :The
proposed infrastructure Corridor is completely excessive for providing access to the Spur.
It is clearly proposed for the sole purpose of accessing the land belonging to a private
developer. At the same time, this developer GTC has not made public any plan for how
they want to develop their land, how they would access their development, what scale of
“infrastructure corridor” would be required to access their land through the Spur and
exactly how much of the Spur would be destroyed by establishing such a road “snaking
around” with a gradient not exceeding 1:8 (NOSZ-S4). In the absence of any such public
plan the UHCC should not be trying to read their minds and leave their options open. GTC
have no options in relation to the Silverstream Spur - it is public, not private land. They
have other access points to their property. • Silverstream Spur has had no public access for
so long because the land was caught up in closed door negotiations between council and
GTC which did not include the public voice. The community did not have the full benefit
of this area as public land for that reason. This is the first time the community can
participate in future plans for the Spur which of course includes public access and
amenities. • There is risk to council in enabling a road/infrastructure corridor through the
Silverstream Spur because: o to date council have not received from GTC or any other
developer a feasibility study for a road; o to date council have not received from GTC or
any other developer a proposal or application for subdivision; o the persistent uncertainty
around the GTC plans creates a risk to enabling access to a ‘mythical’ development that
may never happen, eg ‘road to nowhere’. • There is risk to the environment in enabling a
road/infrastructure corridor through the Silverstream Spur because: o the Spur forms part
of a very important ecological corridor for birds and other wildlife to connect with
Wainuiomata and Akatarawa where substantial restoration work is also taking place. A
permanent road would destroy the continuity and integrity of the area and efforts to restore
the indigenous biodiversity. o the Spur forms part of the Upper Hutt Green Belt and is
signalled as a draft SAL (Special Amenity Landscape). A permanent road through the Spur
would not be an appropriate development for this protected area. o the Silverstream Spur is
affected by PC47, PC48, and PC49. The best use of the Spur is to turn it back to the
environment, protect it and enhance its ecological values for the community to appreciate
and enjoy as a Reserve for future generations. NOTE: the Silverstream Spur has been
recently designated as a draft SAL. See notes below: Eastern Hills SAL 3. Eastern Hills
SAL Boundary extension Members of the reference group have requested that
Silverstream Spur area be included in the Eastern Hills SAL - as it forms part of this
landscape in terms of landform and contributes important amenity values to the district. A
range of values was highlighted including that the area provides a landform gateway
between Upper and Lower Hutt, Te Awakairangi ki uta and Te Awakairangi ki tai, and
largely vegetated backdrop to more intensive residential areas and the open spaces along
the river, as do other parts of the Eastern Hills. The area would form an extension of the
Eastern Hills SAL – South (#8) which provides a regenerating bush area forming a
backdrop to the developed urban and suburban areas. The Silverstream Spur extends this
backdrop west towards the state highway and river and includes regenerating areas of bush
identified as significant natural areas. Accordingly, the area comprising the Spur landform
and land cover can be included in the Eastern Hills SAL. Recommendation That the
Silverstream Spur area be included in the Eastern Hills SAL (see figure below). The
process to confirm this would involve confirmation of the boundary with the council GIS
team and amendment of the detailed assessment record sheet, if relevant. Pgs 4 - 5 and pg
8 graphic 220901_SAL Reference Group review_draft_ Lisa Rimmer Consultant Isthmus
Group https://isthmus.co.nz/ September 2022 11. I seek the following decision from the
local authority: PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS That the Silverstream Spur be: •
zoned Natural Open Space only in its entirety • free of any roads, infrastructure corridors •



free of any housing • remain in community ownership In addition, I wish the following
actions for the Silverstream Spur: • protect and enhance the draft SNA areas. • protect and
enhance the draft SAL areas (the entire Spur). • add the Sylvan Way public reserve land to
the Silverstream Spur. • stop the Kiln Street paper road. Add this land to the Silverstream
Spur. • create public access via Sylvan Way similar to Ecclesfield Reserve in Pinehaven,
Wi Tako Ngatata Scenic Reserve, Keith George Memorial Park. • create tracks designed
for good accessibility for a range of ages and abilities. • create basic amenities (toilets,
water, benches). • once Natural Open Space zone status is secured, to begin the process of
designating the Silverstream Spur a Reserve under the Reserves Act 1977. This process
was begun in 1992 and 2001 but not yet followed through. 12. Please indicate whether you
wish to be heard in support of your submission: I do not wish to be heard. 13. Please
indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a similar
submission: I do not wish to make a joint case. APPENDIX (Previous submission content
by Tony Chad) Submission to Plan Change 49, November 2021 - Extracts) The specific
provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows: The
Silverstream Spur My submission is that: The Silverstream Spur should be included in
PC49 and should be designated "Natural Open Space." This land was originally purchased
for Reserve purposes by UHCC around 1998. UHCC has been underhand in its dealings
with this community-owned asset - from changes to its zoning from the original "Reserve"
to its secretive dealings with the Guildford Timber Company resulting in a Memorandum
of Understanding (2016) and various dealings behind closed doors. There has been no
public consultation nor agreement to go down this path with Guildford. The Silverstream
Spur should be enhanced by removing the exotic pines and continuing with the natural
regeneration of native bush. It occupies a natural ecological corridor between the Western
and Eastern Hills and links reserve land and open space between Keith George Memorial
Park, Trentham Scenic Reserve and other forested areas on both sides of the Hutt River,
North and South. For many years Forest & Bird has been extensively planting native trees
in this area of the Valley, enhancing an aesthetic entranceway to Upper Hutt and restoring
degraded habitats. We need to continue with this good work on the Spur, strengthen the
trapping of pests and retain it for future generations. The Spur will be a sorely needed oasis
in future, when the tops of the Pinehaven Hills are in housing, the St Pats land is in
housing, and there are multi-storey residential buildings near transport hubs such as
Silverstream Station and Heretaunga Station. This Council should stick with the original
plan for the Spur and keep it as Reserve / Natural Open Space. Their consideration of
roading and/or houses on this land is a betrayal of the stewardship to which they were
entrusted. I seek the following decision from the local authority: To declare the
Siverstream Spur a protected "Natural Open Space", included in PC49; there must never be
public roading nor houses on the Spur. Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in
support of your submission: I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. Please
indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a similar
submission: I do not wish to make a joint case. Extract from my submission on Annual
Plan, 10 May 2022 1. Silverstream Spur - this is an issue that is highly important to many
people in Upper Hutt. It is an issue that Council has been organising “behind closed doors”
and continues to want to plan in conjunction with Guildfords with public excluded and the
developer given special status not given to others. Here’s what should be happening:
Firstly, the Silverstream Spur is reserve land that belongs to the people of the city. It
should remain reserve in total, No Land Swap, and have its status upgraded to ensure it
remains as a protected reserve. Absolutely NO ROAD and NO HOUSES. Steps should
then be taken to enhance the reserve, to support and enlarge the areas of regenerating bush
and the potential bird corridor connecting Keith George memorial park with Pinehaven,
Blue mountains, Whitemans Valley and sanctuaries being established in Wainuiomata.
Allow people to enjoy it as a reserve. The reserve should not feature in Guildford’s plans
at all - it is not their land and never should be. Secondly if Guildford’s want to put forward
a proposal for developing their own land, then they should put together a Private Plan



Change or Structure Plan just like Malcolm Gillies, Phil Kidd or any other developer has to
do. No exceptions, no special treatment for Guildfords.
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Name of submitter Caleb Scott 
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(Please tick one) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows:  

-Rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space.  

-Enable site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor.  

-Protect identified Significant Natural Areas on the Spur from development.  

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

I fully support that rezoning the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space 

I oppose enable site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor on the Silverstream Spur 

I support protecting identified Significant Natural Areas on the Spur from development, but the this must include that no 

area of the spur is used for other thing such as utilities (Power and water infrastructure etc ) 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 

wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

The Silverstream Spur be rezoned as Natural Open Space for future reserve status, Have NO development and be 

protect from future development of any sort including roads and any kind of utilities infrastructure. 

Disallow any provisions allowing construction of a road/infrastructure corridor. 

 

Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 

of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission  

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 

submission 

✓ 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 

the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 

appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case 
✓ 
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Date: 4/11/2022 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 

information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 

your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  

 

PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 

submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 

hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 

purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 

knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
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To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 

Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 

Faxed to: (04) 528 2652

Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 

CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Upper Hutt Branch of the Royal Forest and Bird Society of New Zealand Incorporated 

(aka Forest & Bird) 

Postal address of submitter c/o 14 Cruickshank Rd, Clouston Park, UPPER HUTT 5018 

Agent acting for 

submitter (if applicable) 

Barry Wards (Chair) 

Address for service 

(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 

022 470 4266 

Email: 

barryjohnwards@gmail.com 

upperhutt.branch@forestandbird.org.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 

trade competition through this 

submission 

(Please tick one) 

NO ✓ Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 

matter of the submission that: 

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

competition.

YES 
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Submission Number: 

(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

a) NOSZ-P6;

b) NOSZ-P7;

c) NOSZ-R15;

d) NOSZ-R22;

e) NOSZ-S4;

f) Identification of Significant Natural Area(s) on the map in Variation 1; and

g) The validity and completeness of statements made in the Section 32 Report that provide relevant

background and supporting information to Variation 1.

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

Submission 

1. Forest & Bird’s submission is that:

(a) Forest & Bird supports the proposal to rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space

(b) Forest & Bird does not support the proposal to enable site specific provisions for infrastructure including

a transport corridor.

(c) Forest & Bird supports the proposal to protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream

Spur from development.

Forest & Bird – who we are 

2. Forest & Bird is Aotearoa New Zealand’s leading independent conservation organisation. For nearly a

century, we have been protecting and restoring Aotearoa’s wildlife and wild places, on land and in the sea. In

increasing times of biodiversity loss, loss of open space, the adverse effects of climate change, loss of

ecological values and habitats, and the effects of these and environmental degradation on people,

communities and general wellbeing, Forest & Bird advocates for environmental protection, restoration and

enhancement of that wildlife and wild places for their intrinsic values, for current and future generations.

3. For over 45 years, the Upper Hutt Branch of Forest & Bird has worked tirelessly to protect and restore

indigenous wildlife, natural spaces and threatened habitats in the Upper Hutt district. Areas of activity

include:

(a) Animal pest control in Keith George Memorial Park, Maidstone Park, Harcourt Park, Wi Tako Ngatata

Scenic Reserve, Trentham Memorial Park, and through establishment of Predator-Free Upper Hutt;

(b) Plant pest control, especially extensive control operations of Clematis vitalba (Old Man’s Beard) along

the Western Hills, and wilding pine control;

(c) Regeneration of native habitat following fire damage in Maidstone Park;

(d) Ecosystem regeneration through native replanting in multiple areas around the City and District,

including Trentham Memorial Park, Timberlea, Te Awa Kairangi / Hutt River banks, Silverstream

Straight, Kaitoke Regional Park, and Grants Bush;

(e) Protection and restoration of Barton’s and Domain Bush in Trentham Memorial Park, the last remaining

areas of original lowland podocarp forest in the Hutt Valley;

(f) Establishment of a native plant nursery and provision of ~ 5000 plants annually to restoration sites
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around Upper Hutt; and 

(g) Advocacy for environmental and biodiversity restoration and protection, open space, environmental

sustainability, and clean water etc, through submissions on District and Regional Plans.

4. Of direct relevance to this submission is the extensive work undertaken by the Branch over more than 15

years to restore the riparian habitat of Hulls Creek, which courses below the Silverstream Spur before

emptying into Te Awa Kairangi / Hutt River. This is supported by the complementary planting undertaken on

the western side of Te Awa Kairangi / Hutt River to increase the size of the ecological corridor between the

Eastern and Western hillscapes of the Hutt Valley at its narrowest point.

5. We engage and collaborate with other organisations to achieve our objectives, including Upper Hutt City

Council (UHCC), Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC), and the Department of Conservation (DOC), as

well as a range of non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and the general public.

Zoning of Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space 

6. Forest & Bird supports the proposal to rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space for the following

reasons:

(a) While the Spur has been planted in exotic pine trees, it contains extensive tracts of native regenerating

forest. These regenerating areas form the basis of a fully regenerating natural area, especially if the

pines are eventually removed and additional native planting is done over a period of years.

(b) As the city grows and its population expands, the need for open space is even more important. As noted

in the strategic goals of the Upper Hutt Open Space Strategy 2018-2028:

▪ Open spaces need to meet the needs of the community in order for people to benefit from them.

▪ Open spaces need to be accessible and well-connected, making it easier for people to exercise,

play, socialise and relax outdoors.

▪ Open spaces need to be enhanced to provide benefits for the environment and recreational

experience.

▪ Open spaces contribute to community identity, vibrancy and sense of place.

(c) As Natural Open Space, the Silverstream Spur is important to wellbeing and the interdependence of

people and their surroundings. As noted in the Upper Hutt Open Space Strategy 2018-2028, ‘Open

space protects and conserves features that make Upper Hutt special. We should understand the

ecological, social, natural, heritage, and cultural values of our place. It contributes significantly to

character, identity, and lifestyle’.

(d) Legacy and the connection to what we have lost, especially in terms of biodiversity and thriving natural

habitat, is critical to communities and people’s sense of ‘place’. The presence and closeness of open

space, particularly Natural Open Space, reinforces that legacy component and helps connect people

with it, further reinforcing the need to cherish, enhance and protect them for their intrinsic values.

(e) The Silverstream Spur forms a critical ecological link between the Eastern and Western Hills of the Hutt

Valley, contributing to the rebuilding of the ecological corridor network that once encompassed the

entire Wellington region. Development within the Valley basin has restricted functioning of that

ecological corridor and the Silverstream Spur forms the nexus of it at the Valleys’ narrowest point. It

connects the Eastern and Western Hills north to Wi Tako Ngatata Scenic Reserve, the Southern Hills,

Rimutaka Range, Keith George Memorial Park, Trentham Scenic Reserve through to the Akatarawa

Valley, Kaitoke Regional Park and the Tararua Range, south to Belmont Regional Park through to

Porirua, and east and south to Wainuiomata and the southern Regional Parks.

(f) Upper Hutt has few Natural Open Spaces that exist primarily for their intrinsic environmental and

biodiversity values and which provide opportunities to be further valued as such. The Silverstream Spur

has the potential to be such a space, especially through combined community effort to restore and

enhance it. This is further supported through recognition of the significant biodiversity protection and

restoration work undertaken by Forest & Bird and other organisations over decades within Wellington

and the Hutt Valley, resulting in reduction in mammalian predators and the concomitant increase in

native birdlife.

https://www.upperhuttcity.com/files/assets/public/yourcouncil/strategies/uhcc_open-space-strategy_2018-2028_web.pdf
https://www.upperhuttcity.com/files/assets/public/yourcouncil/strategies/uhcc_open-space-strategy_2018-2028_web.pdf
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(g) Rezoning the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space would add weight to future proposals to seek 

classification of the land as a reserve under the Reserves Act 1977. Forest & Bird would be strongly 

supportive of this, particularly with a focus towards reclassification as a recreation reserve for the 

benefit of future generations. 

(h) The protection of Open Space, especially Natural Open Space, is critical as the city grows. As noted in 

various Upper Hutt City Council plans and documents, the population of the city is expected to grow over 

the next 30 years. While we need to plan for that growth, we also need to plan for areas that fulfill 

community and social needs and wellbeing, connect us to heritage, and (critically) enable us to restore 

and enhance the natural heritage we have lost. Already we are seeing extensive development on the 

Wallaceville estate, ongoing development on Riverstone Terraces and in various subdivision land 

parcels around the city. Raising of land at the St Patricks, Silverstream site will likely see future 

development of residential properties. If proposed development of the Guildford land on the Southern 

Growth Area does go ahead, this may result in doubling the number of residential properties in 

Silverstream and Pinehaven. In addition, proposed building intensification regulatory reform will place 

more pressure on available land, thereby further increasing the need for Open Space. 

Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor 

7. Forest & Bird does not support the proposal to enable site specific provisions for infrastructure, including a 

transport corridor, for the following reasons: 

(a) Such infrastructure would significantly compromise the values of the Silverstream Spur, and the 

associated proposed Significant Natural Areas (SNAs), the opportunities these provide for 

environmental, conservation and biodiversity sustainability and protection, and recreation, through 

future provision of walking, cycling and other passive activities. 

(b) By their very definition, the value of SNAs would be compromised by the presence of infrastructure, 

especially a transport corridor. Such areas are ‘significant’ for good reason – let’s not even attempt to 

compromise that by allowing for further destructive human-attributed activities to take place. 

(c) Successful conservation of biodiversity is enhanced with increasing size of forest fragments.1 While the 

Silverstream Spur is 35 ha, the larger the size of protected areas and the less those areas are broken 

up (e.g., by putting a road through them), the more effective they are as areas for conserving avian 

diversity. This is even more important through noting the backdrop to the Silverstream Spur itself by 

virtue of the (currently undeveloped) Southern Growth Area and proximity to the Southern Hills and 

access to the Southern ecological corridors and protected lands. 

(d) Kiwi have recently been heard in Wi Tako Ngatata Scenic Reserve and the Blue Mountains. Forest & 

Bird has received two reports of kiwi being heard in Oct/Nov 2022. In addition, a juvenile make kiwi was 

killed by a dog in the Blue Mountains ~5 years ago. It is most likely that such reports are the result of 

kiwi overflowing from the Mainland Island Restoration Operation (MIRO) site in Eastbourne. If this is the 

case, the inclusion of a transport corridor on the Silverstream Spur, plus the prospect of extensive 

residential development in the SGA, would further jeopardise the possibility that we would once again 

see kiwi living in the upper valley. 

(e) As has been scientifically demonstrated, the ability of Natural Open Spaces, such as the Silverstream 

Spur, to optimally function as Natural Open Space to achieve biodiversity and environmental outcomes 

is highly dependent on spatial attributes, such as size and connectivity.2 Disruption of these adversely 

affects this function, a phenomenon frequently referred to as ‘habitat fragmentation’. The core area 

shrinks by a much greater area than the actual land taken by the corridor. In addition, the microclimate 

is changed and disturbance more likely; the connectivity of animal life is compromised. The Section 32 

Report notes that ‘There may be some small effect to the environment based on activities occurring and 

potential development.’ Forest & Bird considers that these effects will not be small at all. 

(f) The inclusion of a transport corridor on the Silverstream Spur will adversely impact the ability to achieve 

the goals of the Land Use Strategy Upper Hutt 2016 – 2043. Such goals include, ‘Preserve and 

enhance the quality of our natural environment’ and ‘Maintain and enhance our open space network.’ 

 
1 Timmers, R. et al (2022). Conservation of birds in fragmented landscapes requires protected areas. Front. Ecol. Environ. 20(6): 361-369. 

(https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/10.1002/fee.2485)  
2 Williams, JC, CS ReVelle & SA Levin (2005). Spatial attributes and reserve design models: a review. Environ. Modelling Assess. 10: 163-181. 

(https://faculty.washington.edu/toths/Presentations/Lecture%209/Williams_ReVelle_Review_ENMO2005.pdf) 

https://www.upperhuttcity.com/files/assets/public/yourcouncil/land-use-strategy-2016-2043.pdf
https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/10.1002/fee.2485
https://faculty.washington.edu/toths/Presentations/Lecture%209/Williams_ReVelle_Review_ENMO2005.pdf


Page 5 of 13 

Enhancing the quality of open space should include robust analysis of options to avoid/mitigate adverse 

effects. As that Strategy notes: 

▪ We want to make sure there is appropriate protection for the qualities of the environment that 

contribute to the city’s image, identity and biodiversity. 

▪ We also want to make sure that connections between areas that have environmental value are 

identified and improved. 

(g) Placement of a road through the Silverstream Spur is likely to affect not only the persistence of species 

but also the general ecological functioning and the ability to effectively manage these. Inclusion of a 

transport corridor through such a space would effectively cut the space in half. This would make it 

difficult, if not impossible, for some species to access the entire open space and exercise natural 

behaviours. It would also limit the ability of the open space to function effectively as an ecological 

corridor. 

(h) The installation of infrastructure, including a transport corridor, on the Silverstream Spur will create 

extensive disruption beyond the corridor itself. This will include the extensive excavation of earthworks, 

laying of pipes, concrete and sealing, removal of indigenous vegetation, and the destructive impacts of 

numerous large vehicles. 

(i) The potential size of the proposed transport corridor and associated infrastructure could have 

significant adverse effects on the potential ecological, conservation and environmental opportunities 

and functioning of the Silverstream Spur.  

(j) In acquiring the Silverstream Spur, historical Upper Hutt City Council documents3 support the intention 

of purchase for reserve purposes. These documents indicate that there was never an intention to put a 

road through the Spur. We should be honouring that intention, especially because of New Zealanders 

increased focus on the need to preserve open space and protect and enhance biodiversity and 

environmental values. 

(k) While a transport corridor ‘would allow accessibility to the Silverstream Spur for passive recreation, 

conservation and customary activities, as well as opening access to potential development in the 

Southern Growth Area,4 it is not essential or critical to do so. The Section 32 Report inaccurately 

indicates that a transport corridor is needed with respect to the values raised by the 49 submitters to 

PC49 and the strength of feeling for protection of the Spur held by the community. It should be noted, 

and as stated in the Report, none of the 49 other submissions to PC49 advocated the inclusion of a 

transport corridor. As noted in the Report, one of the reasons provided by the submitters was that ‘The 

Silverstream Spur should not be developed for any residential purposes and should be used for 

conservation and recreation purposes exclusively.’ Consequently, the Report ‘sugar-coats’ the only 

reason why a transport corridor is included in the Variation – that is to gain access to potential 

development in the SGA. 

(l) The likely consequential impacts of a transport corridor will significantly affect the opportunities 

provided by the Silverstream Spur being rezoned as Natural Open Space. The purpose of the proposed 

transport corridor is for vehicular access to the SGA, Consequently, reasons for not supporting this 

proposal must necessarily include the consequential impacts on the Silverstream Spur, especially if it is 

rezoned as Natural Open Space. Forest & Birds position related to this is outlined below: 

▪ Council is already aware that up to 1000 residential properties are proposed to be constructed in 

the SGA. Consequently, the amount of traffic anticipated on the transport corridor is likely to be 

considerable and continuous. This will further compromise the ecological and conservation values 

of the Spur. 

▪ Continuous traffic on the transport corridor is likely to increase the amount of human-generated 

rubbish along the road. This will eventually find its way into the Spur and proposed SNAs, thereby 

adversely impacting biodiversity and ecological values, and passive recreation activities. 

▪ The Section 32 Report notes that ‘The Southern Growth Area (SGA) is identified with the Upper 

Hutt Land Use Strategy, 2016 (LUS) as a main location for new growth within the next 10-30 

 
3 UHCC records. Refer Silverstream Railway submission to PC49(1) and presentation at the link: 

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=391cd49b4f&attid=0.6&permmsgid=msg-
f:1747781711266178504&th=18415e34ccf1e5c8&view=att&disp=inline  

4 Variation 1 to Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur, Section 32 Report 

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=391cd49b4f&attid=0.6&permmsgid=msg-f:1747781711266178504&th=18415e34ccf1e5c8&view=att&disp=inline
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=391cd49b4f&attid=0.6&permmsgid=msg-f:1747781711266178504&th=18415e34ccf1e5c8&view=att&disp=inline
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years. The LUS also highlights the Spur as key to providing access to the SGA.’ This is incorrect. All 

the LUS actually says is, ‘Access to the potential development is proposed via Council-owned land 

on Silverstream Spur.’ In addition, the Section 32 Report frequently refers to the Spur as providing 

a ‘critical link’ to enabling the development of the SGA and that the Variation can ensure this 

access is enabled and states that ‘The delivery of development on the SGA is still intrinsically 

linked with the access through the Silverstream Spur site.’ The use of the word’s ‘key’, ‘critical’ and 

‘intrinsic’ bias the Report towards painting the picture that the transport corridor is the only option 

available to access the potential development in the SGA. 

▪ However, based on the likelihood of removal of indigenous vegetation and adverse effects from 

development, the Report also includes the suggestion that ‘it may be more appropriate to access 

the Silverstream Spur and SGA from Reynolds Bach Drive to avoid these areas of identified 

indigenous vegetation.’ This begs the question of criticality of the Spur to enable infrastructure to 

access the SGA and opens the options for alternative means to access it.  

▪ The Section 32 Report chooses to totally ignore exploration of such options, thereby weakening the 

validity of the proposal to allow a provision for infrastructure through the Spur itself. Forest & Bird 

notes that, given the purpose of NOSZ, proposed in PC49, the presence of proposed SNAs, and the 

requirements and obligations of sections 6(c)5 and 7(c)(d) and (d)6 of the Resource Management 

Act 1991, consideration of such options is necessary to fully explore, analyse and assess how the 

provision of infrastructure, including a transport corridor, could be avoided and the risks and 

benefits of alternative options. As has already been noted above, the Section 32 Report 

inaccurately states that the Spur is key to providing access to the SGA and that delivery of 

development of the SGA is intrinsically linked to this access yet considers that it may be more 

appropriate to for access to be gained from Reynolds Bach Drive. 

(m) The provision of a transport corridor is inconsistent with proposals in PC49. The background to NOSZ - 

Natural Open Space Zone in Part 3 -  Open Space and Recreation Zones states the following: 

‘The purpose of the Natural Open Space Zone is to allow for activities and development of an 

appropriate scale to occur in spaces where there is a strong natural character with associated 

ecological and landscape values. The Natural Open Space Zone is predominantly located within 

the rural environment due to the three large Regional Parks, however within the zone are also 

several nature and recreation reserves within the urban area, and river corridor and esplanade 

reserves distributed throughout the district. 

These spaces provide a valuable contribution to the wellbeing of the Upper Hutt community, 

allowing them to undertake recreation, customary and conservation activities in a natural setting. 

These activities can include walking, cycling, tramping, dog walking, picnicking and gathering 

mahinga kai. 

Overall, the natural character of the zone is to be maintained through a low level of development, 

with structures and development focused on enabling and facilitating the use of these spaces for 

appropriate activities.’ 

NOSZ-01 to 03 set out the objectives to be achieved in Natural Open Space Zones. These include ‘a 

range of passive recreation, customary and conservation activities’ and for activities to ‘maintain the 

amenity values and natural character of the Natural Open Space by ensuring that they are of an 

appropriate scale, including: 

1. A low scale and level of development and built form which is purposed to support appropriate 

activities; 

2. Indigenous vegetation is retained with associated natural and ecological value; and 

3. Spaces are accessible and positively contribute to health and wellbeing of communities.’ 

 
5 Section 6(c) of the RMA states that ‘In achieving the purpose of this Act, all persons exercising functions and powers under it, in relation to 

managing the use, development, and protection of natural and physical resources, shall recognise and provide for the following matters of 
national importance: the protection of areas of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna.’ 

6 Sections 7(c)(d) and (f) of the RMA state that: ‘In achieving the purpose of this Act, all persons exercising functions and powers under it, in 
relation to managing the use, development, and protection of natural and physical resources, shall have particular regard to (c) the maintenance 
and enhancement of amenity values, (d) intrinsic values of ecosystems, and (f) maintenance and enhancement of the quality of the environment.’ 
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Forest & Bird maintains that: 

▪ A transport corridor would not be considered a ‘low scale and level of development’. While there is 

no detailed description of how long a transport corridor would be or where it would be located, the 

Section 32 Report and proposed policy NOSZ-S4 notes that the gradient shall not exceed 1:8 and 

approximately 10% of the Spur would be required, equating to approximately 3.5ha. Taking into 

account the maximum width of carriageways per lane (3.5m), the provision for a footpath or 

shared path on one side of the road, and the extra provision of parallel parking (on one side of the 

road), at minimum, a road through the Silverstream Spur would be approximately 3.5km long. This 

is long stretch from the statement publicly made by the Chief Executive of Upper Hutt City Council7 

that a transport corridor would not exceed 1km. Furthermore, neither the Report or NOSZ-S4 place 

certainty on the scale of a transport corridor, including the extent of vegetation clearance and 

earthworks, how many lanes can be built or how the scale of earthworks is to be managed to limit 

adverse effects. 

▪ A transport corridor is not needed to support ‘appropriate activities’. The Silverstream Spur is 

within walking and cycling distance of residential areas in Upper Hutt and can easily be accessed 

by future walking and cycling tracks from the end of Kiln St. This is supported by the Upper Hutt 

City Council Rautaki Whakauka / Sustainability Strategy – 2020, the goals of which include: 

- Goal 2: Prioritise protecting and enhancing our natural environment, and 

- Goal 8: encourage low carbon transport 

Actions to achieve the above goals include: 

- Evaluate opportunities to protect and enhance existing biodiversity, and focus on regeneration, 

reforestation and enhancement of soil health, native flora and fauna; 

- Invest in current and new opportunities to integrate biodiversity within the community and 

encourage it to be a prominent part of the social landscape; 

- Expand and maintain safe walking, cycling and other low carbon transport mode networks; and 

- Explore options for reducing vehicle use in the city centre and promotion of foot traffic. 

▪ Consequently, Forest & Bird maintains that infrastructure, particularly including a transport 

corridor, to provide access to the SGA is not an appropriate activity for the NOSZ, noting again that 

that the Section 32 Report stating that the transport corridor is needed with respect to the values 

raised by those 49 submitters is incorrect and not consistent with those values at all. 

Protection of identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development 

8. Forest & Bird supports the proposal to protect significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from 

development for the following reasons: 

(a) Sections 6(c)5 and 7(c)(d) and (d)6 of the Resource Management Act 1991 (the RMA) require these 

areas to be protected. 

(b) Silverstream Spur is a prominent part of the Upper Hutt landscape, considered to be distinctive, widely 

recognised and highly valued, especially as part of the welcoming entrance to Upper Hutt. The presence 

of SNAs within the Spur and the potential opportunities to enhance their natural value needs to be 

retained.  

(c) Development and the inclusion of infrastructure, including a transport corridor, through the identified 

SNAs is inconsistent with the legal requirement and Upper Hutt City Council strategies to protect them. 

(d) Any development within the SNAs will compromise the values which merit that designation. 

(e) Development of the SNAs is likely to adversely affect ecological functioning and biodiversity values of 

the wider Silverstream Spur and environs. The identified SNAs cannot be considered as isolated units in 

themselves and naturally connect to neighbouring forest, waterways and ecological units. Any 

development will likely disrupt these connections, not only adversely impacting the SNs themselves but 

the surrounding areas. 

 
7 Upper Hutt City Council Policy Committee meeting held 27 July 2022. 

https://www.upperhuttcity.com/files/assets/public/yourcouncil/strategies/sustainability-strategy_20200805_web.pdf
https://www.upperhuttcity.com/files/assets/public/yourcouncil/strategies/sustainability-strategy_20200805_web.pdf
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(f) Development of the SNAs, especially through residential development, will increase the presence, 

spread and impacts of exotic plants and animals, including animal predators. This will compromise the 

biodiversity values of the SNAs, the Silverstream Spur, and the wider environs, particularly the ability of 

these areas to effectively function as part of an ecological corridor network. 

(g) The identified SNAs form a substantial part of the Silverstream Spur and are likely to increase in size 

through further enhancement of biodiversity values. Forest & Bird notes that there is considerable 

uncertainty about where SNAs are in relation to the Silverstream Spur itself and the size of them. The 

map of the current and proposed zoning of the Silverstream Spur, included in the Section 32 Report, 

showing the identified SNAs, is inconsistent with the identified SNAs on the Spur shown on the webmap 

on the Upper Hutt City Council website. This uncertainty impacts on the proposed provision for 

infrastructure, including a transport corridor, because it raises considerable uncertainty about where 

that transport corridor may go and how extensive to may be. While it is not satisfactory to submit on the 

knowledge that this uncertainty exists, in-principle and for the reasons above, Forest & Bird is not 

support of any development in SNAs. 

(h) Forest & Bird also maintains that the proposed provisions in NOSZ-P7 do not adequately protect 

biodiversity values of SNAs. While NOSZ-PZ is titled to address the management of adverse effects on 

the proposed Silverstream Spur Natural Area as a whole, the management of adverse effects only 

addresses those pertaining to the ‘identified Silverstream Spur Significant Natural Areas’. Furthermore, 

this management is insufficient when applied to the biodiversity values of SNAs. By their very nature, 

Forest & Bird submits the only way to adequately protect these values is to avoid them. Necessarily, 

because of their proximity in and to the Silverstream Spur and wider environs. Avoidance should be 

extended to the whole Silverstream Natural Area, not just the SNAs. In addition, NOSZ policies need to 

provide for the management of effects in the Silverstream Spur Natural Area, as well as the SNAs. 

Additional matters related to Variation 1 and the Section 32 Report as a whole 

NB: While parts of the points below are not directly relevant to the submission itself and the relief sought, they 

nevertheless constitute important points that have bearing on the amount and accuracy of information 

providing to enable the public to form a fully informed viewpoint on the matters in the Variation and, 

therefore, their position on the proposals. 

9. Clause 1.0.1 of the Section 32 Report (the Report) states that the introduction of site-specific provisions in 

Variation 1, including a transport corridor, is needed to make the Silverstream Spur accessible for passive 

recreation, conservation and customary activities. While the Report also states that those provisions open 

access to potential development of the SGA, it is inaccurate to say that they are needed to enable access to 

the aforementioned activities, especially since vehicular access is not necessarily required and is 

inconsistent with sustainability objectives. While such provisions can open access to potential development 

in the SGA, as the Report also indicates, there are other access options that enable this. 

10. As the Report backgrounds, there was strong support among submitters to PC49 to zone the Silverstream 

Spur as Natural Open Space. None of these submissions made mention of the provision for infrastructure, 

including a transport corridor. It seems ironic that such a provision is entirely based on one submission 

seeking the provision of a road corridor. 

11. Clause 1.1.4 of the Report states that because the MoU with GTC was in effect, the Silverstream Spur was 

intended to be eventually be utilised for a range of different land uses once swapped or sold. However, 

Forest & Bird contends that this is a hollow argument and not well reasoned, given that an MoU is not a legal 

instrument, nor legally binding. Entering into such an impromptu arrangement has caused unnecessary 

confusion, uncertainty, utilisation of public resources and great angst to the general public at large. 

12. Clause 2.6.1 of the Report refers to the Ecological Values Assessment prepared by Wildland Consultants and 

points to Appendix 3 for this Assessment. However, Appendix 3 does not contain the Wildland Consultants 

Assessment.; it contains a precis of the Assessment, presumably written by Council officers. Given the high 

public interest in this Variation, and its history, it is appropriate and would be advantageous that the 

Ecological Values Assessment be provided to the public in full. 

13. Clause 3.1.1 of the Report states that, ‘The Silverstream Spur is also strategically important to provide 

access to the SGA, an identified future growth area.’ This is only partly correct as the Silverstream Spur is 

only one option to provide that access, The Report does not offer any options analysis. 

https://uhcc.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=f9c096b90a5a49e58f658ad460fa503d
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14. Clause 5.1.2 of the Report states that, ‘Currently, the Silverstream [Spur] has no public access, so the 

community do not have the full benefit of this area as public land. Provision of infrastructure including a 

transport corridor would allow the site to become publicly accessible.’ This is only partly correct and highly 

misleading because a transport corridor is not needed to allow the site to become publicly accessible. The 

provision of walking and cycling tracks from Kiln St, and other, as yet unidentified, access points, would 

enable public access, especially for the purposes advocated by the submitters to PC49, as well as recreation, 

customary and conservation purposes. It is not necessary or imperative to provide a transport corridor to 

enable vehicular access. As noted in the Report, and in the one submission made for the provision of a road, 

primary purpose of the transport corridor is to enable access to the SGA, not to provide access to the 

proposed Silverstream Natural Open Space. 

15. Clause 5.1.3 of the Report highlights the need for future housing to provide for a growing population. While 

the SGA is one area that could be used for future housing, there is no mention or analysis of existing and 

projected housing projects currently underway in Upper Hutt or the potential relief that these and future 

intensification provisons might have on that need. Consequently, it is inappropriate to include clause 5.1.3 

without these mentions or analyses because it presents an incomplete story. 

16. Clause 5.2.3 of the Report states that, ‘Ngāti Toa and Taranaki Whānui were contacted by email regarding 

the purpose and provisions provided in the draft Variation. Ngāti Toa and Wellington Tenths Trust were also 

contacted by phone to discuss the Variation. Although providing no specific feedback at the preconsultation 

phase, they both wanted to be kept up to date as the Variation progressed through the Schedule 1 process.’ 

It should be noted that Ngāti Toa have strong connections with, and interests in, Wi Tako Ngatata Scenic 

Reserve, which is to the North-East of the Silverstream Spur and forms part of the ecological corridor 

network. Forest & Bird and Greater Wellington representatives met with Ngāiti Toa in the reserve about 8 

years ago to discuss those connections and interests and how they could be ‘revitalised’. Forest & Bird’s 

understanding is that Greater Wellington has furthered that engagement. Therefore, it would be surprising 

that Ngāiti Toa do not also have an interest in the rezoning of the Silverstream Spur, the SNAs, and the 

associated biodiversity values and opportunities. Having had numerous engagements with Iwi over many 

years, Forest & Bird is also surprised at the inadequate approach taken by the Upper Hutt City Council to 

engage with Ngāiti Toa and considers that face-to-face meetings and an opportunity to visit the site should 

have been done as a bare minimum. It is also important that the ‘right’ people within Ngāiti Toa be engaged 

with and it’s very unclear whether this has occurred. 

17. Clause 5.3.5 of the Report states that, ‘Rezoning the Spur as Natural Open Space would add to the amenity 

value of the surrounding properties and potentially provide an ecological corridor.’ This is only partially 

correct since the Silverstream Spur is already functioning as an ecological corridor. Rezoning the Spur as 

Natural Open Space, and not enabling a provision for infrastructure (especially a transport corridor), would 

enable that existing functioning to be enhanced. 

18. Factor 2 (Resource Management Issues / Problem Definition) of clause 6.0.2 of the Report states that, ‘This 

Variation does (indirectly) involve nationally significant (section 6) resource management issues. However, 

there are low consequences of environmental, social, or economic effects if proposal is ineffective as the 

Silverstream Spur is already publicly owned.’ This statement is confusing and it’s unclear what it is actually 

saying, especially the second sentence. In addition, it’s unclear why and how the Variation ‘indirectly’ 

involves ‘nationally significant (section 6) resource management issues’, as it would appear that such issues 

are ‘directly’ involved, especially by virtue of inclusion of SNAs. 

19. Factor 3 (Degree of Shift from the Status Quo) of clause 6.0.2 of the Report states that, ‘This lack of access 

also means the forestry on the Silverstream Spur has been difficult to manage effectively’. While this 

statement is true, its relevance is inconsequential since the Upper Hutt City Council made the decision over 

20 years ago to discontinue forestry operations on the Silverstream Spur. There are no current forestry 

operations, or plans to restart such operations. Since that decision was made, the planted pine have grown 

untended to the point where their value to forestry would likely not be realised even if access was gained. 

20. The proposed Variation 1 provisions in the Report are inconsistent with those provided in the document, 

Proposed Variation 1 to Proposed Plan Change 49: Silverstream Spur. In particular: 

(a) NOSZ-P7 in the Report states, ‘identified Silverstream Significant Natural Areas’, while the 

aforementioned document states, ‘Silverstream Spur Natural Area’. These areas are not the same. 

(b) NOSZ-S4 of the Report states, ‘2. Footpath or shared path shall be provided on one side of the road’, 

https://ehq-production-australia.s3.ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/bdb8de06ba182afe2f32260dc5f9d48bdcd40582/original/1664845254/ae294e0d33ab6f327a5760518252b44c_2._Variation_1_to_Proposed_Plan_Change_49_-_Silverstream_Spur_Tracking_Document.pdf?X-Amz-Algorithm=AWS4-HMAC-SHA256&X-Amz-Credential=AKIA4KKNQAKIOR7VAOP4%2F20221103%2Fap-southeast-2%2Fs3%2Faws4_request&X-Amz-Date=20221103T235227Z&X-Amz-Expires=300&X-Amz-SignedHeaders=host&X-Amz-Signature=73de1d1ff13b7db49199711da9e699c5089367168453c8b80bc1450084b0318c
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while the aforementioned document states, ‘2. Footpath or shared path shall be provided on one side of 

the road only’. While this is not a significant inconsistency, it nevertheless introduces further uncertainty 

into the Variation consultation process. 

(c) NOSZ-S4 of the Report states, ‘3. Gradient shall not exceed 1:8’, while the aforementioned document 

states, ‘3. Road and footpath gradient shall not exceed 1:8’. While this is not a significant inconsistency, 

it nevertheless introduces further uncertainty into the Variation consultation process. 

21. The documents provided to the public on Variation 1 to enable it to fully understand the proposal and provide 

well-informed feedback contain the proposed policies in three places (once in the aforementioned document 

and twice in the Section 32 Report). Noting the inconsistences above, the public will likely view the entire 

suite of documents with some uncertainty as to their validity, as well as that of the supporting 

documentation. 

22. Clause 12.4.1 of the Report concludes that, ‘Although there has been no specific evidence provided by any 

of the submitters in support of the ecological or landscape value of the site, parts of the Silverstream Spur 

have been identified as meeting the threshold for a Significant Natural Area.’ While this statement is correct, 

it fails to recognise the emphasis on opportunities to enhance ecological and landscape values, identified by 

both the submitters and reflected in the proposed Variation 1 policies. Inclusion of this recognition would 

provide balance to the conclusion statement.  

23. Clause 12.4.3 of the Report concludes that, ‘Due to the Silverstream Spur currently having no public access 

the introduction of site-specific provisions, to enable infrastructure including a transport corridor, to make 

the Silverstream Spur accessible for these activities is also recommended.’ This statement is only partly 

correct because it assumes that a transport corridor is essential to access the Silverstream Spur to 

undertake the activities which, as noted in the include passive recreation, customary and conservation 

activities. Access to undertake these activities can be undertaken without requiring a road. It would been 

more correct to conclude that the provision of a transport corridor makes those activities more accessible. 

24. Clause 12.4.4 of the Report concludes that, ‘The delivery of development on the SGA is still intrinsically 

linked with the access through the Silverstream Spur site.’ This statement is incorrect. As has been identified 

within this submission, and in the Section 32 Report, access to the SGA is possible through the Silverstream 

Spur but it is not ‘intrinsically linked’ to it. The Report alludes to, and acknowledges, access from Reynolds 

Bach Drive. In addition, other access options (e.g., from Avro Rd) have not been noted or considered. 

25. Clause 12.4.5 of the Report concludes that, ‘Therefore, I do not believe the rezoning approach without 

looking at suitable site specific provisions is suitable.’ Sometimes it is necessary to recognise that you cannot 

have your cake and eat it too. If we are operate successfully as a community by recognising that we share our 

natural environment with a range of other species and that they as much right to be here as we do, 

sometimes we need to allow them the spaces and the opportunities to fully live in those spaces without 

human interference or the trappings of human-induced activities. Humans have done, and continue to do, 

extensive damage to our natural environment. We spout about protection, restoration and enhancement but 

at the same time constantly look for ways to benefit the ‘human condition’. Forest & Bird advocates that, in 

this instance, let’s not attempt to do so by thrusting a road through the Silverstream Spur. 

26. The proposal to enable infrastructure, including a transport corridor within the Silverstream Spur, is very non-

specific. The definition of ‘infrastructure’ in the RMA is very broad, and other than for facilities for the 

generation of electricity, includes infrastructure that is solely for personal use or infrastructure that 

economically benefits a certain group of people. It is not limited to infrastructure that is for direct public 

benefit at a large scale. This raises a considerable degree of uncertainty about what infrastructure could be 

provided through enabling access to the SGA though provision of a transport corridor. At this stage, any 

proposed development in the SGA is very speculative and fluid and it is completely unknown what kind or 

scale of development may be proposed. This raises further uncertainty about the appropriateness of any 

development which may be proposed and, therefore, what infrastructure may be needed to support it. Forest 

& Bird notes that NOSZ-01 of PC49 already provides for passive recreation, customary and conservation 

activities within the Natural Open Space Zone. Consequently, the provisions in NOSZ-P6 of Variation 1 are not 

considered necessary for the Silverstream Natural Area and as noted above, inappropriate for the SNA within 

that Area. 

27. The proposed Variation 1 provisions are inconsistent in their reference to the Silverstream Natural Area. In 

NOSZ-P7, both ‘Silverstream Spur Natural Area’ and ‘Silverstream Spur Significant Natural Area’ are used. As 
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noted above, NOSZ-P7 is titled ‘Silverstream Spur Natural Area’ yet only deals with ‘Silverstream Spur 

Significant Natural Areas’. Since both terms are used in the proposed Variation 1, this creates uncertainty 

and confusion. Similarly, it is unclear as to what areas are being referred to as ‘identified’ in NOSZ-P7. 

28.  Interpretation of NOSZ-R15 indicates that the provision of a road and associated network utility structure, 

including storage tanks or reservoirs, is a controlled activity if the provisions of NOSZ-S4 are complied with 

and, therefore, must be granted if those provisions are met. However, NOSZ-S4 only provides restrictions on 

a transport corridor, not on any associated network utility infrastructure, which is also covered in NOSZ-R15. 

As noted above, the definition of ‘infrastructure’ is very broad and while NOSZ-R15 provides for the ability to 

place conditions on network utilities and/or services, allowing the activity to be a controlled activity does not 

provide sufficient ability to consider the management of effects in detail. In addition, it is not appropriate that 

a controlled activity status be applied to any Natural Open Space, especially one containing SNAs. These 

zonings are placed because of the special character and values of the areas concerned. Consequently, at the 

very least, this should be considered a discretionary activity. 

29. It’s also unclear why ‘including storage tanks or reservoirs’ needs to be included as separate inclusions 

within NOSZ-R15 when it’s already captured within the definition of ‘network utility’ in the operative District 

Plan, as defined in section 166 of the RMA. NOSZ-S4 does not specifically address storage tanks or 

reservoirs, adding to the confusion as to why they have been singled out in NOSZ-R15. There is no provision 

in Variation 1 that addresses the location or size of network utility infrastructure, including storage tanks or 

reservoirs, further creating uncertainty about the effects on the Silverstream Spur and associated SNAs. 

Such structures are unlikely to be isolated; they will need support utilities, which may include overhead lines, 

underground utilities, and access routes, all of which create disturbance. Given the prominence of the Spur, 

including its height, its iconic location to the entrance of Upper Hutt, and its importance as part of the 

ecological corridor network, such structures could have significant effects on biodiversity values and 

aesthetics, the latter being particularly important because of the need to protect ridgelines as much as 

possible. 

30. ‘Biodiversity offsetting’ is not defined in the RMA or the operative Upper Hutt District Plan. Including a 

provision for biodiversity offsetting in NOSZ-P7 is only relevant if there is a clear understanding of what it 

means and how I should be applied in a particular context. A recognised definition developed to align with 

the RMA is suggested below. 

A biodiversity offset is: 

A measurable conservation outcome resulting from actions designed to compensate for residual, adverse 

biodiversity effects arising from activities after appropriate avoidance, remediation, and mitigation 

measures have been applied. The goal of a biodiversity offset is to achieve no-net-loss, and preferably a 

net-gain, of indigenous biodiversity values.8 

31. ‘Transport corridor’ is not defined in the RMA or the operative Upper Hutt District Plan. With respect to 

‘infrastructure’, a transport corridor would be captured in 2(1)(g) of the RMA (structures for transport on land 

by cycleways, rail, roads, walkways, or any other means). However, it is clear from the Variation 1 proposal 

that what is meant by ‘transport corridor’ is a road because one of the purposes of that corridor is to enable 

access to potential development in the SGA. In addition, NOSZ-S4 does not refer to ‘infrastructure’ per se; it 

refers to ‘transport corridor’ (NOSZ-S4: 5) and ‘road’ (NOSZ-S4: 2, 3 & 4). Consequently, it is disingenuous to 

use the term ‘transport corridor’ when it is actually a ‘road’ that is proposed. The use of ‘transport corridor’ 

and ‘road’ in NOSZ-S4 adds to uncertainty and confusion, especially when they are not one and the same. 

32. Forest & Bird notes that the Ministry for the Environment has indicated that the National Policy Statement on 

Indigenous Biodiversity (NPS) will be gazetted prior to Christmas 2022. Noting that it is unlikely that the 

hearing on Variation 1 will be held this year, this means that the final NPS will be known at the time of the 

hearing. While the timeframe for implementation of the NPS is unknown, it would be appropriate to be 

cognizant of relevant provisions within it during the Variation 1 process. 

 
(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific 

provisions or wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

 

 
8 Maseyk, F. et al (2018). Biodiversity offsetting under the Resource Management Act – a guidance document. 

(https://www.lgnz.co.nz/assets/Uploads/7215efb76d/Biodiversity-offsetting-under-the-resource-management-act-full-document-....pdf)  

https://www.lgnz.co.nz/assets/Uploads/7215efb76d/Biodiversity-offsetting-under-the-resource-management-act-full-document-....pdf
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Decision sought from the local authority 

33. Rezone the Silverstream Spur as Natural Open Space as proposed in Variation 1. 

34. Amend policy NOSZ-P6 to remove the focus on infrastructure, remove enabling of infrastructure including a 

transport corridor, and to solely provide for passive activities, as suggested below: 

NOSZ-P6 – Silverstream Spur Natural Open Space 

Protect and enhance the biodiversity values and passive recreation, customary and conservation 

opportunities within the Silverstream Spur Natural Open Space (Pt Sec 1 SO 34755, Parcel ID: 3875189) 

to: 

1. Allow optimum ecological functioning;  

2. Enable appropriate activities to support achieving those values and opportunities. 

35. Amend policy NOSZ-P7 to address the management of effects that may result from the provisions of the 

amended NOSZ-P6 above, as suggested below: 

NOSZ-P7 – Silverstream Spur Natural Open Space – Management of Effects 

Adverse effects from activities within the Silverstream Spur Natural Open Space shall: 

1. Be avoided where practicable. 

2. Avoid the following adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity values:  

(a) Loss of ecosystem representation and extent; 

(b) Loss or disturbance to ecosystem functioning; 

(c) Habitat fragmentation or loss of connectivity within the open space and between other 

indigenous habitats and ecosystems; 

(d) The potential for indigenous species recovery or establishment, especially through the 

functioning of ecological corridors; and 

(e) Reduction in population size of indigenous flora and fauna. 

3. Avoid other adverse effects as far as possible, including those that may compromise all values that 

characterise the open space through the zoning designation. 

4. If unable to be avoided, minimise adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity values and values 

identified in 3 above. 

5. If biodiversity offsetting is not appropriate, the activities shall be avoided. 

36. Include a definition for ‘biodiversity offsetting’ in the operative Upper Hutt District Plan. 

37. Delete NOSZ-R15. 

38. Retain NOSZ-R22 but amend ‘Silverstream Spur Natural Area’ to ‘Silverstream Spur Natural Open Space’.  

39. Delete NOSZ-S4. 

40. Clearly identify the Significant Natural Area(s) within the Silverstream Spur Natural Open Space and adjacent 

to that Open Space on the map. 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 
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Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in 

support of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission ✓

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 

submission 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case 

at the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 

appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case ✓

I do not wish to make a joint case 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 

Date: 04/11/22 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 

Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your 

personal information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You 

can request that your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms. 

PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies 

to the submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an 

abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only 

by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not 

have sufficient specialised knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 



Scree just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

John Campbell

Postal address of submitter:

2 Harewood Grove, Pinehaven

Email address:

j_a.campbell@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number:

9707643

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Road access through the Silverstram Reserve

My submission is that:

Submission on Variation 1 to Plan Change 49 I have previously been employed by
Department of Scientific and Industrial Research and in an active research/consultancy
group Ecological Research Associates. I have 50 years of field research experience in
lowland forest ecology. I have specialised in forest dynamics, especially investigating
some of the multiple factors that drive long-term changes in forests. I have worked with
Transit New Zealand, giving advice on local vegetation issues that could affect road
alignments and advised on suitable revegetation techniques. These have included Keith
George Memorial Park, Transmission Gully and Pekapeka to Otaki, cuttings on Remutaka
Hill State Highway 2 and State Highway 58. Comments on the Silverstream Spur Reserve
The ridges between Pinehaven and the landfill originally would have been covered in hard
beech forest on the upper surfaces and black beech with rimu, rata and rewarewa on the
steeper slopes over an under canopy of kamahi. Remnants of this forest can still be seen on
the slopes above Pinehaven and in some of the local reserves. This forest pattern has
largely been replaced on the upper slopes by Pinus radiata, and by gorse on the
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Silverstream spur where fires have been prevalent in the past. The Silverstream Spur
currently is covered in Pinus radiata forest and gorse, which is gradually being suppressed
by the pines and is developing into a native vegetation understorey under the pine forest.
The rate at which the forest will change is largely dependent on freedom from further fires
and local site conditions, especially available soil moisture. Shaded slopes in gully areas
are changing fastest. Issues connected with the proposal to put a road through the forest on
the Silverstream Spur If a road were to be cut through the forest of the Silverstream spur
the following situation would arise: Gorse seed present in the soil would immediately
germinate and within a few years would form a dense strip on both the sides of the road.
(Gorse seed can remain viable in the soil for about 60 years, and because gorse fixes
nitrogen it would outcompete any other species, eg see gorse establishment cuttings on
Remutaka Hills). If the regenerated gorse is left to seed, another soil seed-bank would
develop that would remain viable for a further 60 years. Gorse would pose a permanent
fire threat to any houses on the nearby ridge as the north-west wind is the strongest and
driest wind to drive any fire. Moreover, Radiata pine is an early coloniser whose life cycle
is dependent on fire to regenerate, so also poses a considerable fire risk as the resins in the
needles are very flammable. Both species create high fire risks. Intense fires have been a
feature of the spur. A road alignment would cut roughly North-South across the spur which
would allow the afternoon sun penetrate into the eastern side of the roadway, making it dry
and sunny, or ideal for gorse which is naturally adapted to growing under sunny and dry
conditions. By cutting an open zone along a road, a permanent, long-term fire risk, would
be created and the road would permanently cut the reserve into two separate segments thus
negating any benefit of making the Spur a reserve. Sun would penetrate far into forest on
the eastern side of the road and thus encourage gorse, broom, blackberry and other weeds.
I Submit that: Road access to the ridge should be from Reynold’s Bach Drive to avoid
these problems John Campbell 4/11/2022

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

That Variation 1 be rejected and that no road be allowed to cut through the Silverstream
Reserve

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



Submission on Variation 1 to Plan Change 49 

I have previously been employed by Department of Scientific and Industrial Research and in an  
active research/consultancy group Ecological Research Associates. I have 50 years of field 
research experience in lowland forest ecology.  I have specialised in forest dynamics, especially 
investigating some of the multiple factors that drive long-term changes in forests. 


I have worked with Transit New Zealand, giving advice on local vegetation issues that could affect 
road alignments and advised on suitable revegetation techniques. These have included Keith 
George Memorial Park, Transmission Gully and Pekapeka to Otaki, cuttings on Remutaka Hill 
State Highway 2 and State Highway 58.


Comments on the Silverstream Spur Reserve 

• The ridges between Pinehaven and the landfill originally would have been covered in hard beech 
forest on the upper surfaces and black beech with rimu, rata and rewarewa on the steeper 
slopes over an under canopy of kamahi. Remnants of this forest can still be seen on the slopes 
above Pinehaven and in some of the local reserves.


• This forest pattern has largely been replaced on the upper slopes by Pinus radiata, and by gorse 
on the Siverstream spur where fires have been prevalent in the past. The Silverstream Spur 
currently is covered in Pinus radiata forest and gorse, which is gradually being suppressed by 
the pines and is developing into a native vegetation understorey under the pine forest. The rate 
at which the forest will change is largely dependent on freedom from further fires  and local site 
conditions, especially available soil moisture. Shaded slopes in gully areas are changing fastest.


Issues connected with the proposal to put a road through the forest on the Silverstream 
Spur 

If a road were to be cut through the forest of the Silverstream spur the following situation would 
arise:


• Gorse seed present in the soil would immediately germinate and within a few years would form 
a dense strip on both the sides of the road. (Gorse seed can remain viable in the soil for about 
60 years, and because gorse fixes nitrogen would outcompete any other species, eg see gorse 
establishment cuttings on Remutaka Hills). If the regenerated gorse is left to seed, another soil 
seed-bank would develop that would remain viable for a further 60 years.


• Gorse would pose a permanent fire threat to any houses on the nearby ridge as the north-west 
wind is the strongest and driest wind to drive any fire. Moreover, Radiata pine is an early 
coloniser whose life cycle is dependent on fire to regenerate, so also poses a considerable fire 
risk as the resins in the needles are very flammable. Both species create high fire risks.


• A road alignment would cut roughly North-South across the spur which would allow the 
afternoon sun penetrate into the eastern side of the roadway, making it dry and sunny, or ideal 
for gorse which is naturally adapted to growing under sunny and dry conditions. To create an 
open zone along a road, would permanently create a fire risk, and permanently cut the reserve 
into two separate segments thus negating any benefit of making the Spur a reserve.


I Submit that: Road access to the ridge should be from Reynold’s Bach Drive to avoid these 
problems 

John Campbell

4/11/2022



Ros Connelly just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

Ros Connelly

Postal address of submitter:

19 Penny Lane, Silverstream, Upper Hutt

Email address:

ros.connelly@gmail.com

Telephone number:

0277335076

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

NOSZ-P6, NOSZ-S4

My submission is that:

I do not support the provision of a transport corridor through the Silverstream Spur. I do
support rezoning to natural open space, but do not support the need for a transport corridor.
A transport corridor would break up the bush, thus creating a barrier and a hazard for birds,
insects and lizards. The bush in Upper Hutt city is already fragmented and this exacerbates
the problem. Furthermore, I question the concept of the Southern Growth Area (although
details are slim at this stage). Any new subdivisions must be within 15 minute walk of
frequent public transport - and (again based on available information) this would seem
unlikely. My house, situated nearly at the base of the hill, is a 15 minute walk from the
Silverstream train station. I do not see how homes further away could meet the targets of
the 15 minute neighbourhood - a concept that is now considered to be good urban design.
There is potential to provision for multi-model or low zero transport options, although I
would have to see details of this before I could support. Given the climate crisis, I cannot
support any subdivisions that are going to further lock in car use. Given few details of the
southern growth area are available it appears prima facie that the southern growth area will
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not meet the low carbon imperative. For these reasons I support the whole area being
zoned natural open space and there is no need to provision for a transport corridor.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Remove the provision of the trasnport corridor.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 



SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 

DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– 

SILVERSTREAM SPUR 

To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 

Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 

Faxed to: (04) 528 2652

Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 

CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter The Guildford Timber Company Ltd. 

Postal address of submitter C/- Kendons 

PO Box 31045 

Lower Hutt 5040 

Agent acting for 

submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 

(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 

027 315 8943 

Email:  

tim@guildfordtimber.co.nz 

I could gain an advantage in 

trade competition through this 

submission 

(Please tick one) 

NO 

✓
Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 

matter of the submission that: 

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 

Submission Number: 

(for office use only) 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

See attached document 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

See attached document 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 

wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

See attached document 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 

of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission ✓ 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 

submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 

the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 

appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case ✓ 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 

 

 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 

 

Date: _____4 November 2022__________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 

information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 

your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  

 

PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 

submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 

hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 

purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 

knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
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Variation 1 to Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur | Submission 
 
4 November 2021 
 
To  Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council 
  planning@uhcc.govt.nz  
 
From  The Guildford Timber Company Ltd.  
  tim@guildfordtimber.co.nz  
 

 
Introduction  
 
Pursuant to Clause 6 of the First Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991, the 
Guildford Timber Company Ltd (GTC) hereby makes a submission to proposed Variation 1 to 
Proposed Plan Change 49 (the variation). 
 
GTC also lodged further submissions to Proposed Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces (PC49).  
 
The submission is broadly organised as follows: 

a. Contextual summary of GTC’s reasons for making a submission submission; 
b. General summary of the submission; and 
c. Detailed relief sought (see Attachment 1). 

Context 

GTC and Silverstream Forest 

GTC is an established local forestry company, which has both managed forestry operations 
and conducted significant residential development in the Silverstream and Pinehaven areas 
since the 1950s. GTC is the owner of Silverstream Forest (www.silverstreamforest.nz), which  
- as well as being an operational forest – has been identified by Council as a future 
residential growth area (the ‘Southern Growth Area’) in the Upper Hutt City Council’s 2016 
Land Use Strategy and the 2021 Wellington Regional Growth Framework.  
 
The Silverstream Spur is owned by the Upper Hutt City Council and is a key point for 
potential future access to Silverstream Forest via Kiln St in Silverstream. GTC has a long 
history of engagement with the Council in relation to the Southern Growth Area and the 
importance of the Spur in unlocking the development potential of Silverstream Forest. A 
record of that is well documented on the Council website here.  
 
A summary of recent decisions made by the Council in relation to the Spur and its 
negotiations with GTC is provided below. This is taken directly from the Council’s website at 
the link provided above.  
 
 
 

mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:tim@guildfordtimber.co.nz
http://www.silverstreamforest.nz/
https://www.upperhuttcity.com/Your-Council/Plans-policies-bylaws-and-reports/Upper-Hutt-Southern-Growth-Area?fbclid=IwAR0THajKIrfOztG0QblAs2eEvoS_rR3UNZxY16rJxJRK4XWCLvoM4t4b2Aw
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As per Council’s explanation above, Council expressed an intent to continue to meet with 
GTC to “continue planning for the future development of the Southern Growth Area and 
development of a road / infrastructure corridor across the Silverstream Spur as part of 
Council’s responsibility to plan for growth”.  
 
In late 2021, Council applied to the Government’s Infrastructure Acceleration Fund for a 
‘Silverstream Spur Infrastructure Corridor’. The Expression of Interest was successful and 
Government invited Council to progress through the Request for Proposal stage. Access to 
funding was ultimately unsuccessful, but GTC understood that Council would – through the 
variation – be enabling a new road corridor linking Kiln Street to the Southern Growth Area.  
 
While there is some policy support for that outcome in the variation, GTC considers that the 
rules proposed to deliver that policy are not fit-for-purpose. Related to this, GTC considers 
that other methods proposed in the variation – notably the proposed significant natural 
area within the Spur – are not sufficiently clear or well-founded in evidence set out in the 
plan change and supporting documents. This is detailed further below.  
 
GTC’s interest in the Variation 

GTC’s vision for Silverstream Forest includes a range of key initiatives. These have been 
articulated in GTC’s submissions on the Council’s Open Space Strategy and Sustainability 
Strategy, the Wellington Regional Growth Framework, Proposed Plan Change 50 to the 
Upper Hutt District Plan and on the Silverstream Forest website, and include:  
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a. continuation of an extensive native vegetation restoration programme, which has 

coincided with the retirement of plantation forestry in parts of the land;  
b. creation of a recreational track network for walking and cycling; 
c. provision for a new masterplanned residential neighbourhood; and 
d. provision for significant new community water infrastructure.  

 
In the latter respect, GTC has been in discussions with Wellington Water Limited and the 
Council about the potential use of Silverstream Forest for new reservoir(s). The Forest is an 
ideal location to provide for such facilities which will be of benefit to community resilience 
and overall water supply levels of service.  
 
The realisation of the above strategic initiatives relies upon future roading and other 
services to connect with existing networks. The Silverstream Spur represents the most 
logical and efficient option to provide for these connections as it directly links the Forest 
with the Silverstream urban area in Kiln Street.  
 
Furthermore, new access between Kiln Street and the Forest would facilitate the removal of 
pines on the Spur. This in turn could enable a native restoration programme in coordination 
with GTC’s own regeneration efforts within Silverstream Forest. The pine clearance could 
also enable the construction of new housing adjacent to the newly established access within 
land already zoned for that purpose under the Operative District Plan. Such development 
would assist the Council in meeting its statutory obligations under the National Policy 
Statement for Urban Development, would optimise the investment in the new roading and 
associated services, and in turn the efficient integration of land use development and 
supporting infrastructure.    
 
These works would also make way for a substantial recreational network, linking 
Silverstream via the Spur through to Avro Rd and Whitemans Valley (a partnership 
opportunity between UHCC, GTC and community groups). Such facilities would represent 
significant assets for the local and regional community.  

General submission 

Overall position 
While there are aspects of the proposal that GTC supports, overall GTC opposes the 
variation for the following reasons: 
 

a. the proposed provisions are not enabling of a roading connection and associated 
servicing between Kiln Street and Silverstream Forest; 
 

b. the provisions are not sufficiently clear as to how competing policy aims are to be 
collectively achieved – for example proposed Policies NOSZ-P6 and NOSZ-P7; 
 

c. the provisions contain rules that are not efficient or effective for the purposes of 
implementing the operative objectives and policies of the District Plan, or of the 
proposed policies in the variation – in particular proposed Rule NOSZ-R15; 
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d. the provisions duplicate, or conflict with, other chapters in the operative District Plan 

– for example in the earthworks chapter, the ecosystems and biodiversity chapter, 
and the transport and parking chapter; 
 

e. the proposed standards relating to road design matters – including clauses 1, 2, 3 
and 4 under Standards NOSZ-S4 – are neither necessary, nor justified; and 

 
f. by zoning the entirety of the Spur for open space purposes, the efficiency of 

providing a major collector road through the Spur is not optimised – provision should 
be made for housing development alongside a proposed road to enhance the 
investment in new servicing and the efficient integration of infrastructure and 
development. 

 
In addition to the above, GTC’s opposition is based on fundamental concerns regarding the 
references in the variation provisions to “natural areas”. GTC considers that the variation is 
void for certainty in this regard for the following reasons: 
  

a. there is a mixture of terminology used in relation to the concept of natural areas that 
make the provisions (as a whole) very difficult to understand – for example: 
 

i. Policy NOSZ-P7 refers to (multiple) “identified Silverstream Spur Significant 
Natural Areas”; 
 

ii. Rules NOSZ-R15 and NOSZ-R22 refer to (a single) “Silverstream Spur Natural 
Area (Pt Sec 1 SO 34755, Parcel ID: 3875189)” without using the terms 
“identified” or “significant”; and 

 
iii. Standard NOSZ-S4 uses the term “Silverstream Spur Natural Area”, without 

reference to the legal description, parcel ID, or the terms “identified” or 
“significant”; 

 
b. on plain reading of the above, it is unclear whether the entire Silverstream Spur is 

“identified” as a Significant Natural Area where its legal description is referred to and 
no other identifier is provided, whether there are multiple natural areas that serve 
different purposes under the proposed variation, or whether some other construct is 
meant to apply; 
 

c. there is no plan, figure or wording included in the variation provisions that otherwise 
identifies any area as “significant natural area” in the context of the Spur to assist 
with interpretation in the above respect; 

 
d. while the right-hand image on the maps attached to the variation entitled “Current 

and Proposed Zoning of the Silverstream Spur” indicates two colours, it does not 
expressly identify any significant natural area in name; 

 



5 

e. Appendix 1 to the section 32 report accompanying the variation assists with the 
notation stating “[t]he proposed zoning of Natural Open Space also shows the extent 
of the area on the Silverstream Spur identified as a Significant Natural Area”, but this 
notation does not indicate the part of the site that comprises a significant natural 
area, nor is the notation included on the zone map attached to the variation 
provisions; 
 

f. while Appendix 3 to the section 32 report discusses the term “SNA”, it does not label 
any area as “significant natural area”; and 
 

g. if the area labelled ‘Combined extent of SNA…’ under Figure 5 in Appendix 3 to the 
section 32 report is intended to be the basis for the ‘identified’ natural area, and the 
lighter toned area on the right-hand image of the zoning map is intended to 
represent that identified area in the proposed variation itself, it is noted that the 
spatial extent of these two areas is not equivalent and there is no explanation as to 
why there is variation between the two. 

 
GTC also notes the lack of rigour as to the methodology, policy basis, analysis and 
justification regarding the proposed natural areas set out in section 32 Report Appendix 3. 
GTC is concerned to see the proposed inclusion of significant natural area(s) on the 
Silverstream Spur as a standalone feature, in the knowledge that Council has prepared a 
draft plan change to address such areas across the city as a whole. Good practice would 
promote that the areas be advanced as a single proposal, with a consistent approach 
applied across the plan, and supporting analysis commensurate with the scale and 
significance of the proposed subject matter of the provisions.   
 
Related to the above, GTC commissioned its own independent ecological advice following 
the release of the aforementioned draft plan change. The conclusions and 
recommendations of that review do not support the inclusion of a significant natural area 
within the Spur as proposed.  
 
Summary of relief 

In summary, GTC seeks that either:  
 

1) the variation be withdrawn/rejected and PC49 continues through the schedule 1 
RMA process without affecting the Silverstream Spur; or  
 

2) the variation is subject to a comprehensive redrafting to address the matters 
outlined in the ‘overall position’ section of this submission above; and 
 

3) any alternative or consequential changes necessary to give effect to the relief sought 
in this submission be adopted. 
 

Without limiting (1), (2) or (3) above, GTC seeks the amendments to the proposed variation, 
and any consequential alterations, set out in Attachment 1. 
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Attachment 1 

Variation 1 to Proposed Plan Change 49 – Detailed Relief 
Submitter Name: Guildford Timber Company Ltd 
 

Chapter / Sub-part Specific provision / matter Position Reason for submission Decisions requested / relief sought  

Planning maps Proposed Rezoning of 
Silverstream Spur 

Amend As set out in the general summary of GTC’s submission, the 
proposed variation:  

• is not sufficiently enabling of a roading connection 
and associated servicing between Kiln Street and 
the Southern Growth Area;  

• does not provide for the efficient integration of 
infrastructure with land use development; 

• reduces the efficacy of the District Plan as relates to 
Council’s statutory obligations to provide sufficient 
development capacity under the National Policy 
Statement for Urban Development. 

 
 
 

Amend the proposed zoning of the Silverstream Spur 
as follows: 
 
1) Retain the General Residential Zone over that portion 

of the land subject to that zoning in the Operative Plan. 
 

2) Accept the proposed rezoning of that portion of the 
land zoned Rural Hills in the operative Plan to Natural 
Open Space zone, provided that appropriate policies 
and rules are included in the variation to efficiently and 
effectively enable construction and operation of a new 
collector road and associated services between Kiln 
Street and the Southern Growth Area, including 
associated earthworks and vegetation clearance. 

 

NB - Alternative zoning options may also be 
appropriate.  
 
3) Consequentially delete the spatial notation labelled 

UH070 as shown on the proposed rezoning map. 

 

Natural Open Space Zone 
Chapter 

Proposed Policy NOSZ-P6 Support in part GTC supports the intent of proposed Policy P6 to enable a 
new transport corridor and other infrastructure within the 
Spur; however, these proposed facilities would have wider 
functions and benefits that should be reflected in the 
policy. 
 
Namely, a new collector road would enable the 
construction of substantial new community water supply 
assets to the overall benefit of the City’s resilience and 
service levels.  
 
A new roading connection will also facilitate enhancements 
to the safe, efficient function of the transport network. In 
particular, it will afford a safer route for the transport of 
materials from retiring forestry plantations, away from 
more constrained parts of the network. 
 
Facilitating the retirement of plantation forestry in the 
Southern Growth area and removal of pines on the Spur 
will also enable native bush regeneration programmes to 

Amend proposed Policy NOSZ-P6 as follows (or 
similar): 
 
Enable infrastructure including a transport corridor within the 

Silverstream Spur (Pt Sec 1 SO 34755, Parcel ID: 3875189) at an 

appropriate scale, design, and location to: 

 

1. provide for a range of passive recreation opportunities; and 

2. support for the development of the Southern Growth Area, 

including the construction and operation of new community 

water infrastructure; 

3. service residential development within the Spur; 

4. facilitate the revegetation of retired plantation forestry with 

appropriate native species. 
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Chapter / Sub-part Specific provision / matter Position Reason for submission Decisions requested / relief sought  

be advanced more expeditiously and extensively.  
 

Natural Open Space Chapter Proposed Policy NOSZ-P7 Delete As discussed in the general summary of GTC’s submission: 

• this policy is more appropriate to be introduced by 
way of comprehensive plan change relating to 
significant natural areas across the city; 

• Council’s evidence base does not support the Spur 
(or part of the Spur) being identified as a significant 
natural area, nor has such an area been accurately 
identified in the variation document; and 

• the policy does not clarify how it is intended to be 
applied in conjunction with the policy direction in 
the Ecosystems and Indigenous Biodiversity chapter 
in the operative District Plan, or indeed justify its 
necessity given that existing direction in the Plan.   

Delete proposed Policy NOSZ-P7 

Natural Open Space Chapter Proposed Rule NOSZ-R15 Amend While GTC supports – in principle – the use of a controlled 
activity rule to implement the enabling direction of 
proposed Policy NOSZ-P6, the drafting of rule NOSZ-R15 as 
notified lacks sufficient clarity and efficacy. GTC considers 
that amendments are required to address the following: 

• subject to Council confirming the area comprising 
the ‘identified’ significant natural area on the Spur, 
it is understood from the section 32 report that the 
area spans the width of the land – if that is the 
case, compliance with the controlled activity 
standards under proposed NOSZ-S4 is not possible 
and the enabling direction of NOSZ-P6 will not be 
implemented, let alone in an efficient or effective 
manner; 

• matter of control c) relating to road alignment, 
location and design duplicates matters that would 
otherwise be considered within Council’s discretion 
under Rule TP-R3 in the operative District Plan – 
GTC supports the controlled activity pathway under 
the proposed rule, but a corresponding cross 
reference is required within the Transport Chapter 
to avoid duplication and enhance the efficient 
implementation of proposed Policy NOSZ-P6; 

• similar to the point above, matter of control d) 
duplicates the role of rules for network utility 
infrastructure under the Network Utility Chapter, 
and exclusionary clauses are required to remove 
this duplication; 

• matter of control e) relating to “earthworks” 
similarly duplicates the regulatory function of 

Amend proposed Rule NOSZ-R15, and make 
consequential amendments to the Network Utility, 
Earthworks, Transport & Parking, Ecosystems & 
Indigenous Biodiversity, and General Residential 
Chapters to address the matters summarised in the 
reasons for the submission immediately to the left, 
including: 
 
1) amend the wording of the rule description as 
follows (or similar): 
 

Road and associated network utility 
infrastructure, including any associated 
earthworks and vegetation clearance storage 
tanks or reservoirs on the Silverstream Spur 
Natural Area (PT Sect 1 SO 34755, Parcel ID: 
3875189)   

 
2) delete clause a) requiring compliance with 
proposed standard NOSZ-S4. 
 
3) amend clauses b), c) and e) to establish a more 
objective basis for assessment at consent stage in 
relation to landscaping, road alignment location & 
design, earthworks and associated vegetation 
clearance. 
 
4) delete clauses f), g) and h). 
 
5) consequentially amend the Network Utility, 
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Chapter / Sub-part Specific provision / matter Position Reason for submission Decisions requested / relief sought  

corresponding rules in the Earthworks Chapter, 
which should be avoided for the sake of efficiency 
and clarity; 

• matter of control f) refers to ‘any special amenity 
feature’ – it is unclear what this matter refers to as 
no such features have been identified, and in the 
absence of sufficient clarity in that regard, the 
efficacy of the controlled activity rule is 
compromised; 

• pursuant to s108(10) of the RMA, the inclusion of 
matter of control g) is not authorised under the 
financial contributions provisions set out under the 
Development Contributions Chapter of the 
Operative Plan unless the new services are vested 
in association with a subdivision proposal – Rule 
DC-2 does not require financial contributions for 
the creation of new network utilities or services 
themselves, but to provide for such facilities where 
associated with subdivision and other 
development; 

• matter h) should be deleted in light of GTC’s 
submission regarding the Council’s identification of 
significant natural areas on the Spur; and 

• there is general lack of specificity in the drafting of 
matters of control – efficient use of the controlled 
activity status will be enhanced by providing clearer 
matters 

 

Earthworks, Transport & Parking, Ecosystems & 
Indigenous Biodiversity Chapters to exclude activities 
subject to proposed Rule NOSZ-R15 from 
corresponding provisions in those chapters. 
 
6) Make any further consequential amendments to 
the General Residential Zone necessary to cross refer 
to, or duplicate proposed Rule NOSZ-R15 as relates to 
the portion of the Spur sought to be retained in 
General Residential Zone by this submission.  
 
NB – alternative drafting solutions may be appropriate 
for the purposes of affecting this relief. 

Natural Open Space Chapter  Proposed Rule NOSZ-R15 Delete As discussed in the general summary of GTC’s submission: 

• Council’s evidence base does not support the Spur 
(or part of the Spur) being identified as a significant 
natural area, nor has such an area been accurately 
identified in the variation document; and 

• the rule does not clarify how it is intended to be 
applied in conjunction with the rules in the 
Ecosystems and Indigenous Biodiversity chapter in 
the operative District Plan, or indeed justify its 
necessity given that existing regulatory approach in 
the Plan    

Delete proposed Rule NOSZ-R22 

Natural Open Space Chapter  Proposed Standard NOSZ-S4 Delete As discussed in the general summary of GTC’s submission: 

• the proposed road design clauses (1-4) are 
unnecessary, and unjustified in the Council’s 
Section 32 Report – such matters can be addressed 
through matters of control on the new road  

• Council’s evidence base does not support the Spur 

Delete proposed standard NOSZ-S4 
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Chapter / Sub-part Specific provision / matter Position Reason for submission Decisions requested / relief sought  

(or part of the Spur) being identified as a natural 
area, nor has such an area been accurately 
identified in the variation document 

• clause 5 under the standard is untenable – that 
roading and earthworks are subject to this control 
and no other network utility infrastructure enabled 
under proposed Rule R15 is  
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

• Rezone the Silvers tream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Res idential Cons ervation 
Zone to Natural Open Space. 

• Protect identified s ignificant natura l areas  on the Silvers tream Spur from development. 

• Enable s ite-s pecific provis ions  for infras tructure, including a trans port corridor. 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

1. I support rezoning the Spur to Natural Open Space.

2. I support protecting the significant natural areas on the Spur from development.

3. I do not support site-specific provisions including a transport corridor.

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

1. Rezoning the Spur to Natural Open Space.

2. Protecting the significant natural areas on the spur from development.

3. Withdraw any intention to establish a transport corridor.

(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

X 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case 

I do not wish to make a joint case 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 
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Date: 4 November 2022_____________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
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PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
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Details of submission

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:

USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

My submission is that:

PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARY THE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION. CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE THE SPECIFIC  
PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTS MADE, GIVING REASONS. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish  
to be heard in support of your  
submission (tick appropriate box ):

  I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

  I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make  
a joint case at the hearing if others make a  
similar submission (tick appropriate box ):

  I do wish to make a joint case.

  I do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE DATE

Rezoning of the Silver stream Spur

The Silverstream Spur should remain as a reserved as decided by previous council members. No roads,

devolipment or infrastructure should be introduced to this area of land. It should remaiin as a reserve

and natural habitat for wildlife

To remove the provision of a road on any part of the Silverstream Spur

For the Silverstream Spur to remain as previously intended as a reserve and zoned as natural open space

04.11.2022



D Garland just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the
responses below.

Name of submitter:

D Garland

Postal address of submitter:

13 Cezanne Grove, Rolleston, 7614

Email address:

deeargee@hotmail.com

Telephone number:

02041294464

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

Enable site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor.

My submission is that:

The intent for the acquisition of the Silverstream Spur by the Council in the beginning, was
for the Spur to be left as a natural space reserve, an intent which has yet to be formally
followed through with my the Council. The council is to be applauded for finally making
further steps towards achieving the original vision by zoning as Natural Open Space, and
protecting Significant Natural Areas of the Spur from development. However the proposal
to Enable Site Specific Provisions for Infrastructure including a Transport Corridor, is in
contradiction to the above aims and original vision, and I oppose this provision fully.
There is no evidence that a transport corridor through the Spur is necessary, and the
Developers who hold land which potentially might be developed adjacent to the spur have
other, potentially better, access options to their land than across the Spur. The Spur itself is
of importance as is, both in ecological terms and in terms of being a reserve for public
enjoyment. Public access to the Spur is not necessary via this road, nor via a road at all -
walking tracks are sufficient, and logging of trees has occurred so far successfully without
a road either. A transport corridor devalues the Spur as a Public Reserve for no reason that
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can be justified in the interest of the Public. Aside from devaluing the Spur, the transport
corridor has potential ecological impacts that would affect the Spur and surrounding area,
with no mitigation able to fully overcome these impacts. I oppose the Provision to Enable
site specific provisions for infrastructure including a transport corridor, and urge the
Council to delete this provision while proceeding to protect the Silverstream Spur as a
wholly intact Reserve, in line with the original vision of the Upper Hutt City Council and
the public who supported the purchase of the land in the first place.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

To remove the Provision to Enable site specific provisions for infrastructure including a
transport corridor wholly, and to preclude any possible transport corridors from being built
on the Silversteam Spur.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

I do not wish to make a joint case. 
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Sensitivity: General 

 

DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

 

Please refer to the attached submission. 

 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

 

Please refer to the attached submission 

 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

 

Please refer to the attached submission 

 

 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission X 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case X 

I do not wish to make a joint case  

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 

 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 
Date: _______4 November 2022_________________________ 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 



 

 

 

Sensitivity: General 

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

 



From: Simon Edmonds
To: UHCC Planning
Subject: Plan Change 49 - Open Spaces - Variation 1 Submission
Date: Friday, 4 November 2022 4:26:49 pm
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3.-current-and-proposed-zoning-of-the-silverstream-spur-map.pdf
Council Report Re Purchase of Mangaroa Spur.pdf
variation-1-to-pc49-form-5.docx

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces – Variation 1
 

1. As a volunteer member of Silver Stream Railway Incorporated, I have been involved in the SSR responses
and consultation processes in regard to the future of the Spur land since 2014.

 

2. This involvement has included responding to proposals by UHCC to sell portions of the Spur for residential
development, issues resulting from the abandoned UHCC pine tree plantation project affecting SSR as a
neighbour, land swap proposals for the Spur land owned by UHCC with other land owned by Guildford Timber
Company, an UHCC focus group on the proposed Southern Growth Area and most recently the exclusion and
now inclusion of the Spur within the Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces - Variation 1 proposed Plan Change.
Documents such as the attached council report on the purchase of Mangaroa Spur identify that the same
basic ideas put forward for the future of the Spur in 1989, have not significantly changed over time to 2022.

 
3. Looking back over the past eight years of my involvement, one of the significant themes has been the lack of

influence the elected representatives of the Upper Hutt City Council appear to have had on these processes.
Generally the non-elected management roles within the council organisation seem to have been guiding this
process with a somewhat obscure direction or purpose. There have obviously been offers to UHCC from the
private sector to purchase the Spur land for the objective of development and profit. Thankfully these have not
been accepted by UHCC which has allowed the Spur to remain in an undeveloped state and therefore now be
considered for inclusion as an Open Space in the District Plan for both people and ecology to benefit from.
This latest opportunity for the Spur is probably most in alignment with the wishes of both past and current
citizens of Upper Hutt for this gateway between Lower Hutt and Upper Hutt.

 
4. Recent actions by UHCC to commence the removal of pine trees from the Spur land near Reynolds Bach

Drive are to be applauded. The work completed by a considerate and skilled contractor to remove the pine
trees while protecting the existing native trees has shown what can be done and what a future for the Spur
land could look like over time. The valuable ecology has been preserved and new regeneration of the
vegetation, with some assistance from motivated volunteers, can now occur.

 
5. The most recent ecological assessment of the Spur commissioned by UHCC has confirmed the anecdotal

evidence put forward by various conservation interest groups that there are areas of regenerating native bush
on the Spur that can be classed as Significant Natural Areas. These are not small areas of high value
regrowth, and the advice received from conservation professionals is that the entirety of the Spur land as a
single undivided parcel with a favourable plan shape and minimum area meets the definition of a successful
conservation area likely to support a growing populations of flora and fauna.

 
6. From the SSR perspective, the retention of the Spur in a natural state would provide the buffer for an

operating heritage railway to make sense of the original railway form and appearance for our visitors. It also
minimises the fire risk from the operation of steam locomotives and avoids reverse sensitivity effects from
smoke and noise. Most importantly the retention of the Spur in a natural state will not alter the stream flow
intensity and volume that crosses the railway alignment.

 
7. In summary, I am in agreement with the Plan Change 49 Variation 1 proposal to rezone the Silverstream Spur

as Natural Open Space. This part of the proposed changes is important and is supported by myself and on
behalf of SSR. It seeks to change the zoning of the entire Spur land from its current Rural Hill, and Residential
Conservation zoning to Natural Open Space. This could be a first step of a later separate designation as a
reserve under the Reserves Act 1977. The Natural Open Space Zone allows for a range of recreational
activities to be undertaken on the land and as the historic documents show was UHCC’s intention for the land
when purchased using reserve fund money, and in later moves to rezone and designate the land as a
reserve.  

 
8. I do not agree with the unnecessary and unilateral proposals by UHCC to include specific provisions within

the open Space designation for the Spur for infrastructure including a transport corridor. This part of the
proposal seeks to allow a road/infrastructure corridor to be constructed anywhere on the Spur, with no
restriction on the area it takes up, only restricting the width and gradient of the road. I oppose this part of the
proposal and on behalf of SSR. Such destruction of the Spur does not fit with the underlying Natural Open
Space Zoning (which explains why special provisions are being proposed by UHCC to enable it) and would
result in severely limiting the ecological function of the Spur, as well as storm water and land disturbance
issues for SSR at the bottom of the Spur. While the road may require a resource consent if it were to pass
through the SNA areas on the Spur, it may be possible for the road to go ahead on the Spur with no further
consultation. The construction of this road/infrastructure corridor is not “critical” to the development of the
Southern Growth Area as is made out, the developers have several other feasible options for this corridor,
without requiring any land on the Spur to be used. Neither is it critical for the road to be constructed to allow
for recreational access to the Spur, other local reserves do not have roads through the middle to allow public
access.

mailto:simon.edmonds@beca.com
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		SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5)

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN: VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 49– SILVERSTREAM SPUR

		





[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]                  

		File Number:  351/12-051

Submission Number:

(for office use only)





To:  Upper Hutt City Council



Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan



Submissions can be:



Delivered to:	HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt

Posted to:	Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 

Faxed to:	(04) 528 2652

Emailed to:	planning@uhcc.govt.nz 



		The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm













PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR

CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

		Name of submitter

		Simon Edmonds



		Postal address of submitter

		17 Whiorau Grove; Lowry Bay; Lower Hutt 5013



		Agent acting for

submitter (if applicable)

		



		Address for service

(if different from above)

		



		Contact phone / email

		Telephone:0274 923 580

		Email:simon.edmonds@beca.com



		I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission

(Please tick one)

		NO

		X

		Only answer this question if you ticked YES:



I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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



		

		

		

		











DETAILS OF SUBMISSION

		The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows:



Please refer to the attached submission.





(Please use additional sheets if necessary)



		My submission is that:



Please refer to the attached submission





(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary)



		I seek the following decision from the local authority:



Please refer to the attached submission







(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary)



		Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission (Tick appropriate box)

		I do wish to be heard in support of my submission

		X



		

		I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission

		



		Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick appropriate box)

		I do wish to make a joint case

		X



		

		I do not wish to make a joint case

		





SIGNATURE AND DATE

		

[image: ]



____________________________________________________________________________________________

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission



Date: _______4 November 2022_________________________

(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means)



Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms. 



PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter.
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9. Although some additional protection may be offered to the areas identified in the proposed Plan Change as
Significant Natural Areas on the Spur from development,  It is important to note that ‘transport corridor’ and
‘infrastructure’ are not included in the definition of ‘development’ and could therefore be carried out within the
SNA areas if the provisions for the road/infrastructure are included in the approved plan change. I support the
protection of these SNA areas but I don’t consider that “protection from development” is adequate if it does
not preclude works in these areas carried out as infrastructure or transport corridors.

 

 
 
I am seeking the following actions and decisions from Upper Hutt City Council in respect of the proposed Plan

Change 49 - Open Spaces – Variation 1

 
 

Zone the entire Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO34755 as Natural Open Space with no exceptions or

exclusions to this zoning on any part of the land area;

 

Remove any and all provisions for a road/transport and/or network utility infrastructure corridor on any part of

the Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO34755.

 

At the conclusion of the Plan Change 49 process, Upper Hutt City Council commence the process to

designate the entire Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO34755 as a Reserve in accordance with the process

outlined in the Reserves Act 1977, with the result being that the entire Spur becomes a reserve in perpetuity.

 

Review and correct errors and short comings with the Significant Natural Areas identified in Appendix 3 figure

5 of the PC49 Section 32 report and undertake to ensure all of these area are incorporated in to the

Silverstream Spur Significant Natural Area overlay. The definition of the extents of current SNA areas on the

Spur should not limit the areas so tightly to preclude adjacent areas that are currently transitioning to this

ecological classification. It is now clear that regeneration is occurring rapidly and the boundaries of the SNA

areas are generally expanding over time from inside the gullies and over the remaining Spur topography.

 

To formally put together a group of interested parties to oversee a future for the Spur that is sympathetic to

its neighbours and allows the Spur to continue to mature into an outstanding ecological asset for Upper Hutt.

 

 
The maps below extracted from the June 2022 Wildland Consultant Ecologists report showing the extent of

Significant Natural Areas identified. Note that the map shown in Figure 5 does not include the further area to the

north east of the area prescribed with a white border that was identified in the Wildland report from the 2022 site

visit. Refer to the Figure 2 Map copied below showing the Area 1 which I consider must be included in the extent of

SNA’s on the Spur as it does join into the other SNA areas currently. I have provided an annotated map showing the

combined SNA area I would like the council to adopt.  

 



 

 
 

Simon Edmonds
 

 
 

 
NOTICE: This email, if it relates to a specific contract, is sent on behalf of the Beca company which
entered into the contract. Please contact the sender if you are unsure of the contracting Beca company or



visit our web page http://www.beca.com for further information on the Beca Group. If this email relates
to a specific contract, by responding you agree that, regardless of its terms, this email and the response
by you will be a valid communication for the purposes of that contract, and may bind the parties
accordingly. This e-mail together with any attachments is confidential, may be subject to legal privilege
and applicable privacy laws, and may contain proprietary information, including information protected
by copyright. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not copy, use or disclose this e-mail; please
notify us immediately by return e-mail and then delete this e-mail.
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DGT just made a submission Variation 1 - Submission Form (FORM 5) with the responses
below.

Name of submitter:

David Grant-Taylor

Postal address of submitter:

14 Collingwood Street, Waterloo

Agent acting for submitter (if applicable):

N/A

Address for service (if different from above)

14 Collingwood Street, Waterloo

Email address:

davidfentongt@outlook.com

Telephone number:

0225003473

Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?

No 

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to
are as follows:

1 Redefining a limited portion of the spur to Natural Open Space. 2 Protect significant
natural areas from development 3 Making (unspecified) site specific provisions for
infrastructure including transport corridors 4 Acess fpr a range of recreation, conservation
and customary purposes as well as access to the Sothern Growth Area.

My submission is that:

1 The initial purchse of the area was from the reserve fund, Proposals to use the rea for

Submission 87



housing have temporarilly abated but the porposal is now to take the area out of reserve
and rezone as Natural open Space with two separate portions identified as Significant
natural areas. The significant natural areas should be contiguous to maintain integrity of
the flow ow natural biota. Reports previousl provided to the council are in error in their
detail on the biota actross the spur and indicate that at the very least the Significant natural
areas should be conitguous and much larger. Better would be to define the area as a reserve
with only walking access. All the area is ignificant. It forms a natural break between
Lower and Upper Hutt, and a portion of the corridor between Western and eastern sides of
the valley and beyond in both ways. Site specific infrastructure is not specific at all. It is
completely unspecified, and fulfilment of the=is clause allows anything at all. Whatever
happens this must be defined before it is an acceptable component of the proposal. Access
for a range of recreation...etc...as well as access to the Southern Growth Area appeatrs to
be an attempt to provide a road to an as yet unspecified development. Most developers
have to pay for their own roading access, and to provide a route across one of the last
possibilities for provision of green space seemsto run contrary to the conduct of most
developments

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

1 Define the entire spur as green reserve 2 Ensure that the entire spur is defined as a
reserve, or at the very least ensure that the significant natural area is both contiguous and
much larger based on accurate surveys of biota. 3 Remove provision for roading 4 Remove
Provision for access to the Southern Growth Area.

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support of your submission:

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission:

No Answer
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4 November 2022 

To: Upper Hutt City Council: Submission on Plan Change 49 Open Space, Variation 1 Silverstream 
Spur 

Name of submitter: Silver Stream Railway Incorporated 

Address: Reynolds Bach Drive, Stokes Valley, Stokes Valley, Lower Hutt 5019. 

Attention: Jason Durry 

Phone: 0221560874 

Email: gm@silverstreamrailway.org.nz 

Silver Stream Railway Submission on: Plan Change 49 Open Space, Variation 1 Silverstream 
Spur 

Background. 

Silver Stream Railway Incorporated (SSR) is a registered charity operated by volunteers, preserving 

rolling stock and infrastructure from New Zealand’s vast railway history, with operation of a heritage 

railway for the community being one of the society’s public interfaces and the primary means of 

raising funds for this preservation effort. 

The society was founded in 1956, registered as an incorporated society in 1967 and has occupied the 

land in Silverstream since 1974, when preservation railway activities including operations were 

commenced on the site. This land is a section of the formation of the original route of the Wellington 

to Wairarapa railway built in 1874/5 which was closed in 1954 and subsequently reinstated as a 

railway and developed by society volunteers over the last 48 years. 

The railway greatly contributes to the City of Upper Hutt and the Wellington Region being the only 

heritage type railway operating in a historic setting, attracting visitors from all over the world by 

providing an experience not possible anywhere else in the region. The combination of many 

components of historic heritage including rolling stock, original track formation with culverts and 

concrete work from pre 1900, buildings and structures including a rebuilt signal gantry that was a 

feature of the original line all combine to make the railway a longstanding drawcard for Upper Hutt. 

The railway shares its main boundary with land known as the Silverstream Spur (Pt Sec 1 SO34755) 

purchased by Upper Hutt City Council in 1990. SSR has serious concerns over its future viability 

should the Spur be utilised for housing which would be made much easier and more likely to occur 

with the provisions for a roading/infrastructure corridor proposed as part of Plan Change 49 

Variation 1. This proposal is the latest in a long line that SSR volunteers have had to dedicate 

significant resource to oppose over the last 8 years. Our research into the Spur has revealed a 

mailto:gm@silverstreamrailway.org.nz


plethora of documentation from UHCC and other sources establishing the original intent and 

method of purchase for the Spur, subsequent errors and omissions, and a number of questionable 

decisions made leading up to this variation. This material will be outlined in the details of submission 

which will be presented along with a Petition signed by 2,505 people calling on the Spur to be set 

aside as a reserve. 

 Details of Submission 

This submission relates to the proposals outlined in Upper Hutt City Council Plan Change 49 
Variation 1 Silverstream Spur. 

1. Upper Hutt City Council (UHCC) recently notified a variation to the Open Space Plan Change
49 (PC49V1) as the Spur was originally deemed out of scope in the original round of PC49
consultation carried out in September 2021.

2. Silver Stream Railway Incorporated (SSR) along with 10 other individuals and organisations
submitted to this original consultation contending that the Spur should be included in PC49
for a wide number of reasons. SSR’s submission was focused on the evidence that had been
gathered up to that time, that UHCC had originally intended for the Spur to become a
reserve or open space area, had purchased the land using funds for this purpose, and that it
should be included in the PC49 consultation and zoned in accordance with those original
intentions.

3. At the time of the PC49 consultation in September 2021 the Spur was tied up with the
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) signed in March 2016 between Guildford Timber
Company (GTC) and UHCC. There was no opportunity for public participation in any of the
decision making by council at any point prior to or during the term of the MOU.

4. As part of its submission, SSR presented a petition titled ‘Protecting the Silverstream Spur
for Future Generations’, asking UHCC to “formally set the Spur aside as a reserve as it
originally intended, so it can become an ecological and recreational area that can be enjoyed
both now and by future generations”. At the time of the initial presentation to UHCC as part
of the PC49 consultation, the petition had gained 2,420 signatures and a diverse range of
comments from all over the world. This petition has continued to gain signatures and the
total now stands at 2,505 signatures of support and is presented with this submission. A new
petition has been started in 2022 which is focused on some of the specific proposals made in
this variation in particular disallowing the provisions for a road/infrastructure corridor, with
almost 550 signatures so far. This petition will be presented as part of SSR’s Further
Submission on this variation.

5. SSR made a Further Submission during the consultation phase of PC49 in support of its
Submission. This revealed further details about UHCC’s purchase of the land, and a
subsequent zoning change which was stated by UHCC staff to be an error that would be
corrected. The Further Submission also detailed SSR’s opposition to the proposed
road/infrastructure corridor that was at that time being offered to GTC after the
abandonment of the MOU.



6. 48 other Further Submissions on PC49 were received by UHCC, a number being made in
support of SSR’s Submission. At least six other Further Submissions in addition to the two
original submissions were opposed to a road/infrastructure corridor on the Spur.

7. This submission to Variation 1 is separated into subsections dealing with the issues relating
to this proposed plan change being:

 Analysis of the Section 32 Report

 History of UHCC’s actions in relation to the Silverstream Spur

 Effects on Silver Stream Railway and its operations if this proposed plan change were
to proceed in its current form and in future enabled a road/infrastructure corridor
and residential develop to occur on the Spur.

Section 32 report Analysis 

8. The Section 32 report produced to support the proposed variation is incomplete,
contradictory and in places poorly researched, making general statements without any basis
of fact.

9. Section 6.0.2 Factor 3 states: “The Silverstream Spur is currently publicly owned but is not

utilised by the public due to having no public access. This lack of access also means the

forestry on the Silverstream Spur has been difficult to manage effectively.”

10. Information obtained from UHCC files shows in specific detail that in 2001 UHCC chose to

abandon any further management of their forestry project as a result of risk associated with

liability and insurance in case of a fire occurring on the Spur and/or spreading to

neighbouring land and due to poor financial viability of the operation brought about by the

lack of an experienced forest partner. A lack of access was not mentioned at all in the report,

or in any report on the forestry operation on the Spur, as access for harvesting and

maintenance was provided via Reynolds Bach Drive as outlined in the resource consent

granted at the beginning of the project.

11. Detailed research was undertaken by UHCC staff seeking a solution to the liability and risk

that was attached to managing a commercial forestry block, which culminated in a report

that was commissioned in October 2001 entitled “Future of Silverstream Forestry” It

contained a number of options for the future of the Spur with the recommendation being

that the Forestry operation be discontinued and “That in light of the original rationale for

purchasing the Spur, a Variation to the District Plan be undertaken to rezone the land as

“Open Space” and that it be managed as a reserve, with public access as of right”. This

report was adopted at a Council Policy Committee Meeting on the 5th of December 2001 and

was approved by full Council on the 12th of December 2001.

12. Section 1.1.1 and 3.1.3 both state: “A further submission also sought the provision of a road

corridor through the Silverstream Spur to access the SGA.” and “One further submission

sought that provision is made for a road corridor through the Silverstream Spur site to allow

access to the SGA.”



13. The ‘Further Submission’ process does not allow new provisions to be introduced into a

proposed Plan Change; further submissions may only either support or oppose an existing

submission. Additionally, Section1.1.5 confirms this by stating “However, due to changes

that can be made to a notified plan change being limited by the scope of submissions

received (not further submission as they cannot alter the scope by introducing new

provisions) and the original purpose of the proposed plan, a variation is required”.

14. As the original purpose of the proposed plan change was to identify and alter the zoning of

land as one of three types of Open Space Zones, then the introduction of specific provisions

to enable the construction of a road/infrastructure corridor to neighbouring privately owned

land on proposed Open Space zoned land should not have been included by UHCC planners

in this plan change. There was no consultation by UHCC with the community on whether

provision for a road /infrastructure corridor should be made on council owned land for a

proposed SGA. The Variation 1 to PC49 should only address the inclusion of the Spur in the

Open Space Plan Change.

15. While UHCC planning staff on numerous occasions including during council meetings have

stated that no Submissions specifically opposed a road on the Spur, our research has shown

that 2 Submissions and at least 7 Further Submissions including SSR’s own Further

Submission specifically objected to a road on the Spur. SSR’s Further Submission stating

“Silver Stream Railway is pleased that progress is being made on the retention of the Spur as

a public space, but remain strongly opposed to the severing of the Spur in half for the

construction of a 25,000m2 road and infrastructure corridor.” It is not possible therefore for

planning staff to have no knowledge of objections to a road/infrastructure corridor as has

been stated.

16. The Further Submission that is reported to have sought the provision of a

road/infrastructure corridor, only points to the UHCC website showing that “Council officers

will continue to meet with GTC to continue planning for the future development of the

Southern Growth Area and development of a road/infrastructure corridor across the

Silverstream Spur as part of Council’s responsibility to plan for growth”. This appears to

indicate it was not the Further Submission that sought the provision, it was whatever private

internal dealings between UHCC staff and GTC that sought to include the provisions in this

Variation, as these provisions had already been decided before Further Submissions were

called for from the public. This adds an air of pre-determination to this variation.

17. Factor 7 Type of Effects states the proposal “would reduce development opportunities”

which is incorrect as the site specific provisions being introduced seek to enable

development opportunities within the infrastructure corridor specifically. It also states

“would not have significant adverse effects on neighbouring properties, is likely to have

significant positive effects for the neighbours”. This view point completely disregards SSR

position as a neighbour whom as a result of these provisions will have to cope with a

significant increase in storm water flows that construction of a road could bring to the

railway, with the gullies for a majority of the land area of the Spur draining runoff that

passes through the railway premises during the journey to the Hutt River. This extra run off

would cause damage to the railway’s infrastructure that was not designed for such a massive

increase in flow that a road/infrastructure corridor will contribute to the catchment.



18. The report stresses in a number of sections that the Spur is critical and of strategic

importance to allowing access to the SGA/GTC land, whereas SSR understands there are a

number of other options available to GTC to access their land that do not require the Spur,

and that UHCC have never explored these other access options.

19. During the Land Use Strategy Silverstream/Pinehaven Focus Group sessions in 2016 the

Director of GTC when asked about connections with other roads in the area the director

stated “Also may also be connections into smaller roads where the GTC property connects.”

And when asked about the Spur specifically “: Without the Spur would you proceed?”  GTC

response was: “Decision made around strategic objectives. Want to benefit Upper Hutt, so

yes.” SSR consider that allowing an access road/infrastructure corridor on the Spur is

certainly not critical to the development of the SGA, especially when the director of GTC has

stated that without the Spur development of the GTC land would still proceed.

History of UHCC’s actions in relation to the Silverstream Spur 

20. UHCC first became interested in the Spur in 1976 during a Hutt County Council District
Scheme Review, when it was proposed to rezone the Spur to allow for the construction of a
road, and houses on the land, which at that stage was held for disposal by various
government departments.

21. UHCC quickly objected to the Scheme Review Provisions, writing in its submission it objected
to the proposed zoning of Special Residential on the Spur, as it is an important visual
element in the green belt separating the two urban areas of Upper and Lower Hutt. UHCC
sought relief by “rezoning of the Spur from special residential to town belt with a
designation of recreation reserve if appropriate”

22. In September 1978 UHCC wrote a cross objection in support of its earlier objection
reiterating the importance of the Spur in its undeveloped form together with neighbouring
Keith George Memorial Park, concluding that the Spur “constitutes such an important visual
amenity feature and it should be designated as a Scenic Reserve in the district scheme.

23. By 1984 the zoning had been changed as per UHCC’s objection and became part of the Town
Belt Zone.

24. A 1987 Land Use development appraisal commissioned by the Heretaunga Pinehaven
District Community Council (HPDCC) likely kick started the purchase of the Spur by UHCC.
The report outlined land opportunities in the Silverstream area and included details on its
availability for purchase at the time.

25. In August 1987 negotiations got underway between the HPDCC and Landcorp who were
tasked with disposing of the Spur. Various valuations were completed and after the local
government amalgamations took place in the late 1980’s the land was approved for
purchase by UHCC in December 1989 with the transaction being completed in March 1990.



26. The memo put forward to the Policy meeting on the 28th of November 1989 states that the
purchase will be funded from the Councils reserve fund. UHCC held a Reserve Contributions
Fund in its Special Funds to run the purchase of land to be held as a Reserve.

27. The purchase of the Spur using these funds is consistent with the reasons stated in the
correspondence between HPDCC and Landcorp, the property valuations and the intent
specified in the Memo to the Policy meeting. The single line in this memo about residential
development was theoretical, this statement can not be considered as justification for
proposing to sell/swap the land decades later. The option to sell part of the land was
mentioned in a confidential note to this memo “as yet un-investigated and evaluated” and
was mentioned as a way to recoup some of the outlay for the land. Until 2007 when the land
was being readied for sale to GTC seemingly without any official authorisation or
consultation this option had not been previously considered.

28. Reserve Funds were held by UHCC in accordance with the Local Government Amendment
Act 1978 Sections 284-292.

29. UHCC had its own Reserves Policy consistent with the requirements outlined in the above
Act.

30. Section 288 of the Act gives stipulations as to how money collected from reserve
contributions shall be applied through sub section 2 stating “For the purchase of land to be
held as public reserves, subject to the Reserves Act 1977, in the locality in which the land
included in the scheme plan is situated and for the improvement and development as
reserves of the land so purchased” The use of the Reserve Fund to purchase the land is
further shown to be correct when reviewing the UHCC Annual Report Year Ended 31 March
1990. Page 10 Showing income and expenditure from the Housing and Property Fund. An
amount is shown under “land purchase” of $52,235. The agreed purchase price for the Spur
was $59,000 with a $5900 deposit being paid after the meeting on the 28th of November.
GST was 12.5% leaving the balance for the Spur being $52,235. The Housing and Property
budget was the most appropriate area to purchase the land, being a piece of property with
no special designation, such as a reserve meaning it would not be contained in the Parks and
Reserves budget. This $52,235 was receipted in from the Special Funds shown on Page 17.
Reserve Fund Contributions being the most logical source from the special fund balances
listed, and aligning with the memos stating the purchase price is to be met from the Reserve
Fund.

31. When purchased and as a direct result of the submissions made by UHCC in 1976 and 1978
the Spur was zoned Town Belt, but with changes to planning laws in the early 1990’s such
zonings were no longer recognised under the new laws introduced. UHCC publicly notified
its District Scheme Review #4 on the 24th of September 1991 in the Upper Hutt Leader. A
Proposed Planning Map in that review (Map No. 2) showed around half of the Spur had been
changed to Rural Hill zoning (the updated equivalent for Town Belt) and the other half of the
Spur changed to Residential Conservation.

32. After Submissions had formally closed UHCC received a fax from a neighbouring property
owner on the 21 February 1992 pointing out that the Residential Conservation zone on his
land was also shown incorrectly on the Spur land and asked that the fax be accepted as a
late submission to the review.



33. UHCC’s City Planner responded to this fax and acknowledged that the Residential
Conservation zoning on the Spur was an error and that it would be corrected.

34. The City Planner then wrote a memo to the Mayor, Chief Executive and City Solicitor stating
“Two errors were found on Zoning Map 2 by Mr Warwick Wyatt i) The ex: Hutt County
Green Belt area bounded yellow on the attached map should be designated (R7) Scenic
Reserve and not Residential Conservation.”

35. The City Solicitor notified the Summary of Submissions to the Upper Hutt Leader in a letter
on the 3rd of March 1992 with the summary containing the list of map corrections UHCC had
found and included UHCC’s submission stating “The Upper Hutt City Council seeks the
following alterations: Correct Map 2 as follows: a) change zoning of land on northern side of
Kiln Street from Residential Conservation to Rural B (restricted) and record its designation as
R7 (Scenic Reserve)”.The only residential conservation land to the north of Kiln Street shown
on Map 2 is the eastern end of the  Silverstream Spur

36. The City Solicitor’s above letter was published in full in the Upper Hutt Leader on 10
March1992 (8), being the Council’s summary of public objections and submissions on the
District Scheme Review No.4. The statement about correcting the zoning of the Spur to Rural
B (Restricted) and recording the designation of  “R7 Scenic Reserve” is on p36 of this edition
of the Leader

37. SSR has been unable to locate any evidence as to why this correction was not followed up
and enacted, however with the identity of the land clear as shown on the highlighted map,
and being the only parcel zoned residential conservation to the north of Kiln Street shown
on Map 2, the act of not correcting this error may have been malicious, or caused by
incompetent council staff, rather than any formal decision made that the correction
proposed was actually not required or was not an error. The level of documentation found in
relation to the error, shows that there would be a paper trail were it overturned by correct
legal process.

38. UHCC then commenced a project to turn the Spur into a commercial forest, with a resource
consent application being made to its self in January 1994.

39. The application was put to the Judicial Committee in March 1994 along with submissions
received from 5 parties including SSR. The railway submitted that it had concerns over the
disturbance of the steep slopes above the railway during planting and harvesting, and
concerns around increased fire risk.

40. Throughout the report mention is made of the intrinsic visual nature of the Spur, Public
access and recreation potential (that made no mention of requiring a road/infrastructure
corridor to allow this potential to be realised) native planting around the perimeter of the
site, protection of areas already established in native vegetation, access to the project from
Reynolds Bach Drive, future use of the site ensuring continuance of the landscape and
amenity values by the site reverting to native vegetation after harvesting, and the reasons



why the site should be used for alternative uses other than housing as requested by another 
submitter, incidentally a wholly owned subsidiary of GTC. The report also states “one of the 
reasons, if not the main one, for the lands purchase from the Crown was to achieve the aim 
of completing the backdrop to Silverstream-Pinehaven.”  

41. There was a choice to undertake this project at least cost to UHCC with Prisoners from
Rimutaka beginning in April 1994 to clear and plant 3.5ha by July 1994. A lack of experience
and will to actually do the work resulted in only 17.5ha completed by August 1996. Tenders
were call to try and expedite the process and the winning tender only achieved a further
0.8ha before the contractor abandoned the work. The Upper Hutt Employment Trust then
completed the work in September 1997.Some maintenance of the plantings was undertaken
until September 1998 before this work was also abandoned. Some effort was made to
reinvigorate the project in 1999 but after this the project was effectively given up on.

42. As outlined in submission point 10 and 11, a report was prepared in 2001 the end result
being that the following motion was approved by a full council meeting in December 2001
“That in light of the original rationale for purchasing the Spur, a Variation to the District Plan
be undertaken to rezone the land as “Open Space” and that it be managed as a reserve, with
public access as of right”.

43. As a result of this decision the National Rural Fire Officer was notified by letter on the 20th of
December 2001 that the reasons behind the decision to discontinue the forestry operation
were, “That the land on which the trees had been planted, was originally purchased to
preserve the green approach to the City, and that felling the forest would have an adverse
impact on the visual amenity of the area” The letter goes on to say that “Over time public
tracks will be developed and it is likely that these will form part of an integrated walkway
network. A detailed reserve management plan will now be prepared and steps taken to
progress the District Plan Variation next year.”

44. The National Rural Fire Authority replied to this letter confirming that “publishing this
intention through the approval of the District Plan Variation by rezoning the land as Open
Space and managing the land as a reserve with public assess will further confirm this change
of status”

45. A further report entitled “Silverstream Forestry and City Environmental Enhancement was
put together by UHCC staff in May 2002. It mentions “the enhancement of the Silverstream
Spur Reserve should proceed in accordance with the Management Plan when it is approved”

46. This was followed up with a further report in August 2002 entitled “Silverstream Spur
Reserve and City Environmental Enhancement  “stating that if the pine removal project by
Upper Hutt Forest and Bird could be completed at no cost to Council then it may proceed
immediately”.

47. Some work on the eastern end of the Spur was completed, the pine trees were felled and
the area allowed to regenerate into the native vegetation flourishing in this area today.



48. In July 2005 a memo was sent to the Parks and Reserves Manager from the Horticultural
Officer outlining the value and options for removal of regenerating pines from 9.8ha of the
“Silverstream Spur Reserve” Accompanied by a map showing the areas and recommended a
report be commissioned about the feasibility of removing these areas of pines and the areas
be regenerated to native cover through a mix of planting and natural regeneration.

49. Forest and Bird Upper Hutt (F&BUH) relinquished their agreement with UHCC via a letter
October 2007 which stated the project had become “too big for our volunteer members to
complete”. The Parks and Reserves Manager having advised F&BUH that UHCC “would deal
with the problem from here on”.

50. This letter was replied to in February 2008 indicating there was no time frame in mind for
that removal work to be done.

51. Meanwhile in early 2007 there was work going on behind the scenes to enable the Spur
Land to be sold in full to Guildford Timber Company. This work involved various consultants,
lawyers, and internal emails between UHCC staff and investigations show that this work was
carried out with no consultation of the public and the community would have had no idea
this work was taking place. F&BUH had no knowledge of this work when they relinquished
the contract, however the Parks and Reserves Manager was centrally involved with the sale
process and at no time mentioned it to F&BUH members.

52. In July 2007 GTC presented UHCC a signed sale and purchase agreement to UHCC offering
$1,674,000.00 for the land in full. This followed valuations and other reports made to and
paid for by UHCC.

53. Other “Developer Agreements” were drafted essentially gifting the use of the land to GTC,
although these appeared to not have been signed, but were prepared at significant cost to
UHCC.

54. By now all talk of the Spur being purchased as a reserve had been disregarded, and seem to
have been possibly intentionally forgotten. As the next stage of disposing of the Spur came
when the land was proposed for sale as one of a number of UHCC owned land parcels to
assist paying for new sports fields as part of the 2014 annual plan consultation. This time the
public had an opportunity to submit on this plan which SSR did in May 2014, being one of 17
Submissions opposing the sale of the Spur land specifically.

55. An “Assessment of Concerns Raised” Study attempted to down play the concerns raised
against sale of the “Silverstream Spur Reserve Land” indicating that the reserve history of
the Spur was once again being recognised by UHCC after years of being forgotten.

56. Other attempts were made by SSR to engage with UHCC on this matter at the time were
rejected UHCC indicated no proposals had been made for the Spur. However behind the
scenes further reports had been commissioned looking at housing yields, roading and
infrastructure designs and the commissioning of a so called “Ecological Assessment”



57. UHCC then entered into the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with GTC, also involving
no public consultation.

58. Matters that arose that also took place during the MOU period include

 Included the Spur as part of the “Southern Growth Area” as part of the Land Use
Strategy despite many submissions in opposition.

 The Spur was not recognised as a reserve in the Open Space Strategy. This was after
the draft consultation material included the “Silverstream Spur Reserve”, however
this was removed and it replaced with “Land subject to land swap MoU with
Guildford Timber Company” in the finished strategy despite many submissions in
favour of utilising the Spur for Open Space Uses.

 Included the Spur in the Southern Growth Area in Wellington Regional Growth
Framework documents, despite opposition from the community.

 Applied for Infrastructure Acceleration Fund finance from Kaianga Ora for the
construction of a Road/Infrastructure Corridor on the Spur, despite community
opposition. This application was considered as a key reason why no opportunity for
this PC49 Variation to exclude the road/infrastructure provisions was presented as
UHCC had already supported such provisions in the application.

Effects on Silver Stream Railway and its operations if this proposed plan change were to proceed 
in its current form and later enabled residential develop to occur on the Spur. 

59. SSR is a nationally important tourism attraction and is an important community and strategic

asset for Upper Hutt City.

60. Recognition of the importance of SSR to the Upper Hutt region is in part by the zoning of the
land titles making up the site as Special Activity and the provision for railway museum and
ancillary facilities as permitted activities within the District Plan.

61. SSR consider that the proposed site specific provisions to allow the construction of a
road/infrastructure corridor would lead to enablement residential development in the
future on the Spur and in turn undermine the ability to continue to operate Silver Stream
Railway and would therefore lead to the demise of the facility.

62. The major issues for Silver Stream Railway arising from development of the Spur for a
road/infrastructure corridor, residential development,  even in part are: The loss of the
iconic landscape backdrop of the Spur as a green space that is part of the  Heritage Railway
character of SSR and the entrance of Upper Hutt; The reverse sensitivity effects of
prodigious amounts of wood, coal and oil smoke from steam locomotives and the noise of
steam whistles and trains on the amenity of any future residential areas; the enhanced risk
profile for the consequences of any fire on the Spur caused by the railway operation or
associated activities by SSR and the issues with obtaining insurance for this risk and the
influence of changes to the storm water catchments from the Spur that discharge across the
railway alignment.



63. SSR consider that the construction of a road/infrastructure corridor on the UHCC owned
Spur would result in preferential environmental, recreational and financial benefits for GTC,
at the expense of and the loss of existing similar environmental, recreational and community
benefits currently enjoyed by other residents of Upper Hutt and by SSR  and our
collaboration partners on land adjacent the Spur.

64. The UHCC commissioned Boffa Miskell ecological assessment of the Spur land has neglected
the contribution of the current Spur vegetation cover to provide a habitat for native birds
and other fauna.  The location of the Spur and its connection to more significant areas of
native vegetation within the area mean means native birds and fauna utilise the Spur as part
of a common habitat.  Consideration of ecological values for the combined land area should
be the basis of any ecological assessment rather than considering them as separate areas as
was done in the assessment. In addition this assessment is basic and is now out of date by
quite a significant margin, and cannot be relied upon to paint an accurate picture of the
state of the ecology of the Spur in 2022.

65. It is inevitable that any future residential development on areas that have been defined as
suitable by both UHCC and GTC enabled by the construction of a road/infrastructure
corridor would result in complaints from new residents about smoke discharge SSR consider
it a realistic concern that complaints would force UHC to take action that would result in a
restriction of SSR activities.  Complaints and consequential restrictions could occur
regardless of any existing use rights and having in place reverse sensitivity covenants
removing rights of owners to complain as UHCC has statutory responsibilities to respond to
such complaints.

66. Insurability – Silver Stream Railway rely on their own Public Liability Insurance policy cover
that is required to allow operation of the railway with the ever present risk of fire and other
risks associated with the operation of a railway.  As with most insurance, the ongoing ability
to first obtain any kind of cover and then at what premium cost requires frequent
assessments and changes of insurer.  Any material change to the risk profile of a heritage
railway such as Silver Stream Railway such as would result from adjacent residential
development or the location of infrastructure in close proximity to the railways activities will
place more pressure on the insurability of operating the railway.

67. The nature of the Silver Stream Railway activities is such that there is an ongoing fire risk for
the vegetation along the northern flanks of the Spur.  The most recent fire in 2012
demonstrated the spread of fire up the slopes that can occur almost reaching the ridge line
in this case.  Development including that of a road/infrastructure corridor on the Spur would
be at risk from fires and instead of the insurance risk being for vacant land it would be
property and future enabled development of residential property.

68. The submitters consider that the likely effects of any development including a
road/infrastructure corridor on the Spur will be a reduction in the absorption of rainfall
within the catchments with changes to the extent of vegetation cover and the concentration
of flows. The issue for Silver Stream Railway is both peak flow rates and any increase in the
total quantity or duration of storm water flows from catchments affecting the railway from
the construction of large paved areas such as a road and the removal of vegetation to cater
for network utility infrastructure.  The present construction of the railway formation still
reflects the type of construction used when it was built 140 years ago with an economical
narrow formation cut into the face of the Spur and end tipped into Hulls Creek.  Culvert
pipes cross the formation to discharge concentrated water flows from gullies on the spur
below the railway to Hulls Creek.    The formation the railway is built on is prone to slope



instability when it becomes saturated.  This could be materially affected by any increase in 
total flow volumes from the catchments occurring over longer periods.  The instability of the 
weathered greywacke rock faces above the railway are also prone to increased instability 
with greater amounts of saturation occurring.  All of these effects on storm water discharges 
are likely to occur with development of any type. Therefore Silver Stream Railway consider 
that any development within any of the catchments discharging across the railway premises 
along the flanks of the spur should not be permitted. 

Summary 

 Silver Stream Railway has researched and identified significant evidence from council’s
own records that shows the Spur was purchased using Reserve Fund finance. SSR
consider that the proposed use of the Spur land purchased using Reserve funds for the
provision of a road/infrastructure corridor for a potential future private housing
development is inconsistent with the intent that the land was purchased for and the
source of funding used for the purchase.

 There have been specific events since 1990, documented in council records, where
UHCC decided against either selling or importantly “developing” the land as the current
administration at each time were reminded that the original intent of purchasing was to
protect the Spur for the future on behalf of the citizens of Upper Hutt. These decisions
were made at a time when climate change threats and the prevention of habitat
destruction were not considered as critical to society as they are in 2022.

 Since 2007 a number of proposals to purchase, sell, swap, or utilise the Spur have been
made by UHCC with no opportunity provided to the community to submit to the council
on these matters, which have often been done in secret, or public excluded portions of
Council meetings. This is not a good example of how local government should engage
with the citizens it represents and has destroyed trust of the public in UHCC.

 Any objections raised by submitters during this period to proposals to sell, swap or
utilise the Spur for development have been dismissed by UHCC as being not relevant, or
rebutted as there being no proposals for the Spur being considered by Council. Our
findings indicate this is factually inaccurate and the Spur and its use to access the
SGA/GTC land have been allowed to become entwined in council policy with no
opportunity prior to this variation for the public to have its say on this policy decision
and direction.

 The provisions of PC49 V1 to allow the construction of a road infrastructure corridor on
land that is otherwise being set aside as natural open space are without precedent in NZ
district planning documents. This would set a very concerning precedent example for
other open space land held on behalf of the citizens of any town or city in New Zealand.

 The rezoning to natural Open Space and protection of identified SNA’s on the Spur fit
with UHCC’s published sustainability strategy goals being:

 1: Council will be a carbon neutral organisation by 2035, 

  2: We will prioritise protecting and enhancing our natural environment, 



  4: Our community will be resilient, adaptable and inclusive, 

 5: Upper Hutt City Council will be a leader in the community on sustainability issues, 

 7: Our community will be engaged and informed on sustainability issues, 

 8: We will encourage low carbon transport. 

However the provisions to allow for the construction of a road infrastructure corridor on 
the Spur for the proposed Southern Growth Area are in direct contravention to these 
same sustainability objectives. Attempting in PC49 V1 to justify the construction of a 
road to allow for recreational access is particularly removed from the principals of this 
strategy on carbon neutrality, protecting and enhancing our natural environment and 
encouraging low carbon transport. 

 No attempt has been made in PC49 V1 to explore alternatives for accessing the
proposed SGA/GTC land other than via the Spur. Defining alternative access routes and
evaluating these alternatives would be standard practice to establish a preferred option
for an issue such as this. GTC have, and are continuing to explore possibilities for access
to their land through further land acquisitions and have stated the SGA development is
able to go ahead without the use of the Spur for access.

 SSR opinion is that we are not reassured that the proposed site-specific provisions of
PC49 V1 to enable construction of a road infrastructure corridor will mean that the areas
of the Spur not included in the corridor will remain as a natural Open Space in
perpetuity. History has shown that despite the protection of the Spur being a recurring
key Council policy, this can just as quickly be forgotten and all memory of it hidden from
view if it does not suit the agenda of the current council administration.

 Public access to the Spur is not limited by the lack of a road/infrastructure corridor.
Public access has been encouraged onto the land previously by council, and since then
access opportunities to the site have not changed. An appropriate enhancement of the
current access for recreation use could be a loop walking track or similar with minimal
loss or degradation of the natural habitat. The attempt to justify the construction of a
road to a neighbouring property as being required for recreational access is misleading.
The recent pine tree removal on an area of the Spur by forestry contractors has shown
once again that permanent road access is not required for the removal of this pest
species.

 UHCC’s own reporting and research into the history of their ownership of the Spur as
documented in PC49 V1 could be described as “woefully inadequate”. What has been
clear is the strongly biased proposals put forward by UHCC toward sacrificing a
community asset for future development and/or meeting the needs of a neighbouring
private land owner rather than that of the community that it owns and manages the
land on behalf of. This is reinforced by the minute amount of information that is shown
on the UHCC website.

 The one positive outcome for the Spur from the past decade of wrangling over its future
through various proposals and consultation periods has been time and nature quietly
getting on with regenerating the Spur into an important ecological and visual amenity
for the community. The recognition of SNA’s and streams on the Spur and the



commencement of the removal of pine trees and the replanting in natives of areas along 
the Spur boundary provide a clear indication of the right future for this land. 

Relief Sought 

 Zone the entire Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO34755 as Natural Open Space;

 Remove any and all provisions for a road/transport and/or network utility infrastructure
corridor on any part of the Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO34755.

 At the conclusion of the Plan Change 49 process undertake to designate the entire
Silverstream Spur Pt Sec 1 SO34755 as a Reserve in accordance with the process outlined in
the Reserves Act 1977, with the result being that the entire Spur becomes a reserve in
perpetuity.

 Correct errors and short comings with the Significant Natural Areas identified in Appendix 3
figure 5 of the PC49 Section 32 report and undertake to ensure all of these area are
incorporated in to the Silverstream Spur Significant Natural Area overlay.

 Introduce a Special Amenity Landscape overlay on the entire site as the Spur meets the
definition by being distinctive, widely recognised and highly valued where part of the site
are dominated by natural components and part is an exceptional landscape areas that has
been modified by human activity. The Spur also has a number of shared and recognised
values.

 Formally put together a stewardship group of interested parties to oversee a future for the
Spur that is sympathetic to its neighbours and allows the Spur to continue to mature into an
outstanding ecological asset for Upper Hutt. One condition of this group would be that any
involvement must be on the basis of having no commercial interest in the Spur or desire for
potential financial gain from the site.



Name City StatePostal Code Country Signed On

Jason Durry New Zealand 11/03/2021

Caleb Scott Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Darryl Longstaffe Wellington 6022 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Alastair Maciver Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Philip Drummond Wellington New Zealand 11/03/2021

Tommy Mortimer Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Theodore Drager Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Sean Heenan Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Dion McKenna Paraparaumu 5254 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Jennifer Durry Hastings 4120 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Erika Scott Napier New Zealand 11/03/2021

Mike Hartle Porirua 5024 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Jack Still Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Lynley Meek Hastings New Zealand 11/03/2021

Rhys Lloyd Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Steve Weir Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Bryce Chisnall Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Donna Hooper Christchurch New Zealand 11/03/2021

Myles Manihera Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Craig Utting Wellington New Zealand 11/03/2021

John Durry Hastings 4120 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Michael Leefe Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

William Stringer Christchurch New Zealand 11/03/2021

kieran chisnall Hastings 4120 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Lindsay Benbrook Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Brenda Healey Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Andie Neal Te Kauwhata New Zealand 11/03/2021

Doug Johnston Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Blair Jordan Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Alex Chapman Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Dianne White Cromwell 9310 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Ryan Gibbs Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Ollie Duncan Blenheim New Zealand 11/03/2021

Michael Bailey Invercargill New Zealand 11/03/2021

Sam Knight Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Daniel Garland Adelaide 5038 Australia 11/03/2021

Kieran Ebbett Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

geoff tookey Raglan New Zealand 11/03/2021

Kevin Prince Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Matthew Maxwell Te Kuiti New Zealand 11/03/2021

Willem Doodeman-Beamsley Whanganui 4500 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Kieran Davidson Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Russell Newport Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Gregory Pask Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Matthew Newport Kinloch New Zealand 11/03/2021

Carl Downes Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Kevin Boyd New Zealand 11/03/2021

Tyler Boyd Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Alan Roi Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 11/03/2021



Brendon Lee Haumoana New Zealand 11/03/2021

Sam Mordey Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Hannah Keily Mission Beach 4852 Australia 11/03/2021

Shelley Lincoln Sydney 2000 Australia 11/03/2021

Murray Wilson National Park Village New Zealand 11/03/2021

Finn O’Regan Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Jack Dennehy-Coles Auckland New Zealand 11/03/2021

Liam Puklowski Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

charley davidson Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 11/03/2021

James Gobbe Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Quentin Roper Hastings 4120 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Trish Oldridge Hastings 4120 New Zealand 11/03/2021

David Maciulaitis Auckland New Zealand 11/03/2021

Fraser Robertson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

George King Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 11/03/2021

John Wyndham-Jones Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Jonah Keily Mission Beach 4852 Australia 11/03/2021

Craig McSkimming Lower Hutt New Zealand 11/03/2021

James Claridge New Plymouth 4342 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Courtney Kilner Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Lisa Licini 6751 Australia 11/03/2021

JoN ReeveS Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Richard Senington Pukekohe New Zealand 11/03/2021

Liam Storey Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Tristan Smiley Dannevirke 4930 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Peter Dent Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Brett Heavey Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Helen Gadsby Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Kevin Absalom Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Alan Kemp Pahiatua New Zealand 11/03/2021

Stefan Hadfield Hamilton 3216 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Shannan Stafford-Hyde Palmerston North New Zealand 11/03/2021

Phillip Webby Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Michael Kemp Sydney 2226 Australia 11/03/2021

Elizabeth King Invercargill 9810 New Zealand 11/03/2021

John Nimmo Sydney 2000 Australia 11/03/2021

Taylor Harper Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Hamish Jackson Wellington 6037 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Lynn Edser Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Steffan Ross Greymouth 7840 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Alexander Sewell Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

A B Melbourne 3000 Australia 11/03/2021

Anthony McIntyre Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Les Downey Brisbane 4114 Australia 11/03/2021

Michael Adams Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Craig Tatley Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Terry Mellsop Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

John Nimmo Elizabeth Bay, Sydney 2011 Australia 11/03/2021

Dustin Waldron Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Robert Mottram Wanganui New Zealand 11/03/2021



Nadine Ebbett Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Michael Shearer Auckland New Zealand 11/03/2021

Brian Dunlop Christchurch New Zealand 11/03/2021

Peter McQuarters Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Alec Birch Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Fergus Moffat Melbourne 3003 Australia 11/03/2021

Katelin Hardgrave Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Nick Stoneman Christchurch New Zealand 11/03/2021

William Hall Christchurch 8041 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Elle Wishart Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

matt turner Matamata New Zealand 11/03/2021

Jacinda Ardern Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Emily Rolls Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/03/2021

colin Pickthall feilding New Zealand 11/03/2021

Sandra Jordan Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/03/2021

Tracey Hardgrave Stokes Valley New Zealand 12/03/2021

aaron bacon Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

Alec Hardgrave Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Stefan van Vliet Ashburton 7700 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Allan Shadfar Melbourne 3001 Australia 12/03/2021

Alexander Symons Montréal New Zealand 12/03/2021

Catie Stead New Zealand 12/03/2021

Grace Tait Napier 4110 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Roy Marshall Sydney 2001 Australia 12/03/2021

Hayden Hardgrave Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Melanie Wood 6064 Australia 12/03/2021

Linda Malcolm Auckland New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ben McLean Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

Robyn Taylor Waimarama New Zealand 12/03/2021

Janice Hayward London KT6 6NE UK 12/03/2021

Michael Wood Palmerston north New Zealand 12/03/2021

Alexander Browne Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Val Hardgrave Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Paul Sanderson Taupo 3110 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Steve Russell Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Richard Satherley Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Patrick Eid Illawong 2234 Australia 12/03/2021

kathrynne grundy Perth 6372 Australia 12/03/2021

Steve Porter Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Tony Weston Invercargill 9812 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kim Hunter Napier 4112 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Steven Baker Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jamie Tane Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Les Thurgood Woodend 3442 Australia 12/03/2021

George Powrie Tauranga New Zealand 12/03/2021

Karina Bridges Newcastle 2305 Australia 12/03/2021

christopher brens 3216 Australia 12/03/2021

Loretta Saltalamacchia Melbourne 3073 Australia 12/03/2021

Jeran Petersen-Clarke Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Francis Bruce Gavin Auckland New Zealand 12/03/2021



Scotty Rankin Auckland, New Zealand New Zealand 12/03/2021

Danny Cains Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kramer Pierce Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Rhys Cornor Dargaville New Zealand 12/03/2021

Joshua Lowe Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Howard Phillips Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Michael Gibbs New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ben Salt Wellington 6011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ewan Pound Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Alfred Lepou Paraparaumu 5032 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Edward Law Porirua 5024 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Taliska Crispin Berri S.A 5343 Australia 12/03/2021

Lawrence Boul Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ross Tremain Invercargill 9810 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Nathan Scrafton Brisbane 4000 Australia 12/03/2021

Alex Betteridge Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Carl Ewart Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Don Miller Picton 7281 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jeysun Kilic Sydney 2000 Australia 12/03/2021

Richard Adams New Plymouth 4342 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Matthew Betesta Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Wendy Fenton Melbourne 3008 Australia 12/03/2021

Gordon Forrester Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Nick Moylan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Samantha Mason Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Mike Kilsby Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jason Oliver Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Zane Gracie Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Philip Riley Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 12/03/2021

michael herd Harrow Englandha1 1qr UK 12/03/2021

Clinton Frater Brisbane 4001 Australia 12/03/2021

Stephen Hildreth Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Steve Donovan Napier 4110 New Zealand 12/03/2021

James Eunson Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Paul Jeffery South Dunedin 9012 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Allen Anderson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Wayne Bardsley Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Robert webber Hamilton New Zealand 12/03/2021

Julian Evans Milton 8053 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Andrew Salter Levin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Patrick Mulligan Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Lincoln McCann 3978 Australia 12/03/2021

Hans Paaymans Wellington 6149 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Linda Jackson Sydney 2001 Australia 12/03/2021

Rob jowitt Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

shane murray Dunedin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jaymz Theunissen Rotorua 3010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

kenneth ferris nelson . New Zealand 12/03/2021

Helen Ferris Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Harry Watson Eastbourne BN21 UK 12/03/2021



Andrew Tabak Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Debra Dragonheart Brisbane 4000 Australia 12/03/2021

Richard White Melbourne 3001 Australia 12/03/2021

Sonia Ryrie Wellington 6023 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Peter Dix Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Robert Nowak Poland 12/03/2021

Justin Dwyer Ben Lomond 2365 Australia 12/03/2021

Gen Poole 2902 Australia 12/03/2021

Leon James Timaru New Zealand 12/03/2021

Bruce Sharp Wellington 6035 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ollie Keesing Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Gerard Moat Napier 4110 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Royce Flynn Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jason Cooper Christchurch 8023 New Zealand 12/03/2021

victoria jones Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 12/03/2021

bob(robert) padlie auckland 1026 New Zealand 12/03/2021

casey mclatchie Upper Hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

Neville Tobin Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ralph Sheppard Palmerston North 4412 New Zealand 12/03/2021

aj wright Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Sam Somers Khandallah 5571 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Alex Dent Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Stephen Drummond Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

John Field Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

George Deans New Plymouth 4310 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Cally Evans Wellington 6011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jacob Borich Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Erin Crosbie Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Casey Nightingale goldsbury Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Josh Wikaira Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Max Evans Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Elly Neilsen 2088 Australia 12/03/2021

Tobias Nobelen Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Julia Roche Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Anna Kingi Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Gitte Larsen Hedehusene 2640 Denmark 12/03/2021

Sabrina Singleton wellington 5018 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Elizabeth Buick Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Brigette Campbell Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Matt Allen New Zealand 12/03/2021

Richard Everson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Mark Yates Porirua 5024 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kevin McGrath Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ben Davidge Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Larne Whitter Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Cher Dawson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kent Osborne Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Thomas Baker Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Tim Bowron Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Tim Boyd Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021



Doug Wheeler Auckland New Zealand 12/03/2021

Natasha Reuben Kellyville 2155 Australia 12/03/2021

Peter Little Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Chris Clark Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Sharon Clark Upper Hutt, Wellington, New Zealand New Zealand 12/03/2021

Estella Kiernan Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Paul Carter Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Donna Dixon Auckland New Zealand 12/03/2021

jason davis upper hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ryon Sinvkair Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Liz Grant Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

phillip grassi 4655 Australia 12/03/2021

Lloyd Busletta Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Shannon Maher Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Francie Pye Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Dannielle King Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

david kruiniger Welling New Zealand 12/03/2021

Lloyd Dyer Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Serah Sutherland Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Nicole Martin Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Louis Allais Nelson New Zealand 12/03/2021

Annalies Kruiniger Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Miles Coverdale Levin 5510 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Mike Mallett Faringdon SN7 UK 12/03/2021

Edward Leach Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Mark Stack Napier New Zealand 12/03/2021

Daniel Gendall Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Phillip King Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Samuel Ross Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Mike Burke Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Melinda Wakley Sydney 2000 Australia 12/03/2021

Mairead Conway Mairangi Bay 754 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Natalie Radbuscha Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

George Goldsmith Maungaturoto 588 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Robyn Hammond dunedin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Rob Riley Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Bryce Prender Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Peter Darian-Varzeliotis Elmwood N0G1S0 Canada 12/03/2021

Kerry Gray Porirua 5026 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ayla Zalunardo Griffith 2680 Australia 12/03/2021

Tony Brens Melbourne 3001 Australia 12/03/2021

Richard Whitehead Melbourne 3001 Australia 12/03/2021

Ian Johnstone Dunedin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Dean Rhodes Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Troy Hucks Adelaide 5001 Australia 12/03/2021

Neville Wilkinson 2153 Australia 12/03/2021

Melissa Stewart Hastings New Zealand 12/03/2021

Matthew Kelly Millendon 6056 Australia 12/03/2021

Anthony Hinton Colchester CO1 UK 12/03/2021

Sophie-Mae Price Holder 2611 Australia 12/03/2021



Daniel Thomas Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Chantele Hickson Baulkham Hills 2153 Australia 12/03/2021

Fran Miller Bellingen 2454 Australia 12/03/2021

Phillip Mackenzie Adelaide 5021 Australia 12/03/2021

David Farrimond 4501 Australia 12/03/2021

Lee Stevens Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Simon Kutzer Para Hills 5096 Australia 12/03/2021

Alice Conza Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Andrew Gibson Waikato New Zealand 12/03/2021

REJOICE AMBOGE Perth 6148 Australia 12/03/2021

Jeremy Thomas Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Gerard Biggans Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

anthony may Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Laura Turner Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

Christopher Hentschel Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

Debby Schoenmaeckers Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Gemma Lees Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Suzanne Flynn Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

glenn davis upper hutt 5018 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Matt Hutchinson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Chelcie Dillon Lower Hutt 5019 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Deb Halligan Lower Hutt 5019 New Zealand 12/03/2021

peter kentish Paraparaumu 5032 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Scott Burrows Ashburton 7700 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Shannon Buchanan Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kerrian Haraki Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kane Nicholson Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Andrew Loach Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Grant Crawford Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jayden Gault Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Hollie Richardson wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Tristan Meulenbroeks Palmerston North 4412 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Mike Tobin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Angela Free upper hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

Julie Wallace-Cooley Woolston 8241 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ben Calcott Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

megan bentley 4217 Australia 12/03/2021

Lyne Kruiniger Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Wayne Richarddon 4157 Australia 12/03/2021

Tricia Freeman masterton New Zealand 12/03/2021

Cole Freeman Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Charles Eggen Springfield Oregon 97477 US 12/03/2021

Glen Anthony Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Fiona Bayliss Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Melissa Huntsman Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Simpson David Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Gerald Dignan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Khambia Clarkson Marshalltown 50158 Australia 12/03/2021

Graeme Joyes Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Aaron Hannah Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021



Alamaine McGregor Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Colin South Upper Hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

Craig Tobin Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Lindsay Challis Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

Bray Hunter Otaki New Zealand 12/03/2021

Michael Lynch Dunedin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Don Spicer Westport New Zealand 12/03/2021

Sally George Thorneside 4158 Australia 12/03/2021

Brett Lilley Whakatane New Zealand 12/03/2021

Leah Jenkins Hamilton New Zealand 12/03/2021

Jake Preston Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Bill Fordham Harrington Park 2567 Australia 12/03/2021

Lachie Hewitt Amberley 7481 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Cvetka Petrovski Adelaide 5001 Australia 12/03/2021

Charisa Lockley Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Glynn Babington Lower Hutt 5010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Raewyn Connolly Hamilton New Zealand 12/03/2021

Steve Martin Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kevin Brewer Hastings New Zealand 12/03/2021

Andy Langford Dunedin Dunedin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Karen Turner Auckland New Zealand 12/03/2021

Patricia Moebus 3049 Australia 12/03/2021

Gordon Bartram Christchurch 8024 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Pam Wernert Athlone, Vic 3818 Australia 12/03/2021

James Davison wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Maurice Fenton Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

chris dodd goombungee 4354 Australia 12/03/2021

Erwin Szakacs Melbourne 3160 Australia 12/03/2021

Duncan McIntyre Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/03/2021

anthony downs Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021

Paul Schofield Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Victoria Nation Upper Hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

Fiona Nobelen Wellington 5010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Robert Jelas Levin 5510 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Lois Fitzgerald Lower Hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

Ben Duncan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Sean Basham Melbourne 2000 Australia 12/03/2021

Brian Devonshire Palmerston North 1025 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Stuart Minifie Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Denis Cains Upper Hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

Elizabeth Beesley Hastings 4120 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Wayne Batty Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Adam Johnson Wanganui 4500 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Dylan Mounter Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Kayla Mounter Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Benj Gulliford Sydney 2001 Australia 12/03/2021

Jim Clarke Wellington 6149 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Mark Dakin Dunedin New Zealand 12/03/2021

Andy Davy Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

David Mills Melbourne 3004 Australia 12/03/2021



Josephine Brown mmmmmmm 0 Australia 12/03/2021

Graeme Devonshire Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Emma Guy Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021

Lance Kennedy 2130 Australia 12/03/2021

Ray Mcintyre Christchurch 7775 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Lyall Dawe Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

Brittany Stannard Brisbane 4001 Australia 12/03/2021

Peter Mcgregor Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/03/2021

NIALL ROBERTSON Auckland New Zealand 12/03/2021

Brian Smith Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Nick Toulmin Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

Hayden Greenwood Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Mary Beth Taylor Upper Hutt New Zealand 13/03/2021

Bronte Laffin-Vines Melbourne 3072 Australia 13/03/2021

Adele Patrick Dunedin New Zealand 13/03/2021

Peter Wolsey Upper Hutt New Zealand 13/03/2021

Tigerlily Hayward 2196 Australia 13/03/2021

Peter bashall Timaru 7910 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Peter Jez Ballarat 3051 Australia 13/03/2021

George Taylor Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Tony Waugh casey 3977 Australia 13/03/2021

John Taylor 2077 Australia 13/03/2021

Christopher Randal Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

John Salter Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Brian Howard Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

Nick Major Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Paul Murphy Brisbane 89176 Australia 13/03/2021

pat hoffmann stokes valley New Zealand 13/03/2021

tex townend Hobart 7000 Australia 13/03/2021

Ian Price Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Terence Delaney Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jen Rogers Blenheim 7201 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Wendy McLay Dunedin New Zealand 13/03/2021

Andrew McGlashan 3134 Australia 13/03/2021

Kaala Howard Brisbane 4207 Australia 13/03/2021

barrettowe@gmail.com BarrettAuckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Charlie Burke New Zealand 13/03/2021

Julie Martin Frederic 54837-8918 Australia 13/03/2021

Joshua Simpson Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 13/03/2021

David Tattersall Whangarei New Zealand 13/03/2021

Roger Eade Christchurch 8083 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Tamsyn Martin Auckland New Zealand 13/03/2021

Donald Gosselin Geraldine 7930 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Graeme Reilly Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jeffrey Urquhart Charters Towers 4820 Australia 13/03/2021

beryl johnson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Owen Smith invercargill New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jeet Pratap Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jane Mcnicol Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Marilyn Mabon Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 13/03/2021



Brent Mclean Lower Hutt 5010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Susan McGregor Paisey Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Judy Schneider 2132 Australia 13/03/2021

sally baker Masterton 5810 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Alan Wallace Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Keith Morris Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Ella Harris Auckland New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jonathan Bayliss Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Clayton Booker Matamata 3400 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Ray Blackley Hamilton New Zealand 13/03/2021

Cole Barker Hamilton New Zealand 13/03/2021

Riki Simeti Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Janee Coffin Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Amanda Trafford Brisbane 4001 Australia 13/03/2021

Miranda Snowden Frankston 3199 Australia 13/03/2021

Anita Martell Lower Hutt New Zealand 13/03/2021

Duane Novis Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Andrew Wilson Christchurch New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jasper West Dunedin 9024 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Christine Clarkson Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jack Stanton Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

rob mcnicol Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Keith Clark Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

glaxy gold Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Kk 359 Auckland New Zealand 13/03/2021

Erin Thorne Christchurch New Zealand 13/03/2021

Roy Houthuijzen Gisborne New Zealand 13/03/2021

Miriam Palmer Tauranga New Zealand 13/03/2021

Juan Sebastian Gonzalez RojasAuckland New Zealand 13/03/2021

Nick wilson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Cherry Johnson Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

Cameron Taylor Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Lee Timms Australia 13/03/2021

Natasha Jackson Christchurch New Zealand 13/03/2021

Mel Richardson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Mike Mexted Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Cherie Kelly 6056 Australia 13/03/2021

Elizabeth Conlan Andergrove Queensland 4740 Australia 13/03/2021

Peter Taylor Sydney 1001 Australia 13/03/2021

Sherie Seymour Australia 13/03/2021

Tj Anderson Broome 6725 Australia 13/03/2021

Yasoda FORSTER Sydney 2063 Australia 13/03/2021

Darrell Foote Adelaide 5033 Australia 13/03/2021

Murray Renton Dunedin New Zealand 13/03/2021

Keira Gibsone Perth 6122 Australia 13/03/2021

Ian Denholm Kirwee New Zealand 13/03/2021

Tim Watson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Robyn Pouw Invercargill 5018 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jackie Mckenna Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Janine Gray Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021



Iain Collingwood Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Sharon Ritchie Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Chantelle Waite Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Scott Waite Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jo Dunshea Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Trent Morrell Palmerston North New Zealand 13/03/2021

Mike Duston Porirua New Zealand 13/03/2021

Ann-Marie Radcliffe Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 13/03/2021

James Willson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Joe Choy Dunedin New Zealand 13/03/2021

Leanna Hughes Hamilton New Zealand 13/03/2021

Paul Baird Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Natalie Richardson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Shannon Walsh 6230 Australia 13/03/2021

Donald Walters Waipawa 5782 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Peter Honeyman Feildind New Zealand 13/03/2021

Cameron Sang Lower Hutt New Zealand 13/03/2021

Tamsin Warburton Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Heidi Wruck Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

Mark Davidson Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

Christian Ticehurst Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Hana Straight Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Tim Wheat 612 UK 13/03/2021

Barry Pulford Hastings 4120 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Casey De Veau Hammondville 2170 Australia 13/03/2021

marnie todd Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Jason West Sydney 2153 Australia 13/03/2021

John Pemberton Matamata New Zealand 13/03/2021

Ilona Ganich Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

A Wadsworth Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Ben Hollis Masterton 5810 New Zealand 13/03/2021

Numreo Ellockta sydney 2234 Australia 13/03/2021

Shona Richardson New Zealand 13/03/2021

Emma Thorne Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

Neha Singh Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

Reuben Morison Dunedin New Zealand 13/03/2021

Xandy Quigao Adelaide 5098 Australia 13/03/2021

Nathan Santo Melbourne 3001 Australia 14/03/2021

Andrea Gray Nelson New Zealand 14/03/2021

Janene Homan Eketahuna New Zealand 14/03/2021

Maria Makhoul Asquith 2077 Australia 14/03/2021

Dawn Livesey Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

ree maceda North Melbourne 3051 Australia 14/03/2021

Carol Ta'ala 2232 Australia 14/03/2021

Aaryan Popli Sydney 2145 Australia 14/03/2021

Matthew Morison Kaiapoi New Zealand 14/03/2021

Te Firmin Waikanae, New Zealand New Zealand 14/03/2021

Jared Le Roy De Saint Rene Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

helen drinoczky Glen Waverley 3150 Australia 14/03/2021

Marcel Abels Blenheim 7201 New Zealand 14/03/2021



Son Jons Sydney 4000 Australia 14/03/2021

Sarah Hutchison Lower Hutt New Zealand 14/03/2021

Camille Hanrahan-Tan Ashbury 2193 Australia 14/03/2021

Stephen Bonham Australia 14/03/2021

David Griffin Melbourne 3199 Australia 14/03/2021

Rose Papworth Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Aimee Harriss 4503 Australia 14/03/2021

Joanne Campione Tweed Heads 2485 Australia 14/03/2021

marcus le seelleur Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Amanda Alcock Adelaide 5022 Australia 14/03/2021

Tracey Stratmore Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Lynette McElligott Sydney 2000 Australia 14/03/2021

Martin Watts St.Marys 2760 Australia 14/03/2021

Ambrose Capon Sydney 2000 Australia 14/03/2021

Karl Hewlett Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Clive Davis Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Kerry Thompson Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Max McCahy Australia 14/03/2021

Barbara Black Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Talei Aldiss Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

al ju cairns 4870 Australia 14/03/2021

Ghost Rhoades Australia 14/03/2021

Kaylee Repka Scoresby 3179 Australia 14/03/2021

Ryan Melling Melbourne 3000 Australia 14/03/2021

Jacob Halliburton Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Marie Ruru Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Kerry Neubecker 2519 Australia 14/03/2021

Jane Kearney Southport 4215 Australia 14/03/2021

Val Burr Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Ian Greenwood Lower Hutt 19355 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Letitia Bird Mallanganee 2469 Australia 14/03/2021

anthony henderson Sydney 1001 Australia 14/03/2021

F.L. Ross Melbourne 3199 Australia 14/03/2021

Mark Beams Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

KIBROM DEMEWOZ Sydney 2000 Australia 14/03/2021

Rose Humphrey Brisbane 4053 Australia 14/03/2021

Jacqueline Wilson Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Alan Thompson Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Amy Walkey Wellington 6022 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Natasha Colbourne Upper Hutt 6642 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Josh Walkey Wellington 6022 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Anthony Clayton Mascot 2020 Australia 14/03/2021

Rochelle Mccarty New Zealand 14/03/2021

Frank WALKEY Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Angela Jelaca Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Lincoln Nuttall Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Steve Watts Brisbane 4019 Australia 14/03/2021

Ngakaari Morehu Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Peter Healy Perth 6001 Australia 14/03/2021

Frank van der Veen Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021



Stephanie Quigley Drouin 3818 Australia 14/03/2021

Dr Caitilin de Berigny Wall Sydney 2008 Australia 14/03/2021

Chris hilleard Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Emma Hilleard Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Sian Jarrett Wellington New Zealand 14/03/2021

Nel Addison Wagga Wagga 2650 Australia 14/03/2021

smiley face Toorak 3142 Australia 14/03/2021

Richard Morton Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Daryl Peek Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

karen hilleard Upper Hutt New Zealand 14/03/2021

grass the lad Nelson New Zealand 14/03/2021

Ben Higgs Perth 6001 Australia 14/03/2021

shrimpy pp Sydney 2000 Australia 14/03/2021

Tarah Reade Melbourne 3752 Australia 14/03/2021

Maddison Schild 5095 Australia 14/03/2021

Andrew Hale 3690 Australia 14/03/2021

James Russo Australia 14/03/2021

David Grajfoner Capel Sound. 3940 Australia 14/03/2021

Kevin Ching Rangiora New Zealand 14/03/2021

Sophie Grant Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

chris coles Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Maya L Highland Park New Zealand 14/03/2021

K J Australia 14/03/2021

patricia davis Rosebud 3939 Australia 14/03/2021

Johann Perera Sydney 2001 Australia 14/03/2021

Adam Quadrio Perth 6000 Australia 14/03/2021

Liz Hutchings Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Anna Burrowes Wellington New Zealand 14/03/2021

Kelly Thompson 6056 Australia 14/03/2021

Amanda Dormer Hastings 4120 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Katherine Ransom Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Judith Taylor Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Henrik Dorbeck Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Alice Latham Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

ang t Oamaru 9400 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Chris Soames Matamata New Zealand 14/03/2021

Vicki McCabe Lower Hutt New Zealand 14/03/2021

Chantha Mao Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Mark Powell Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Lorraine Paterson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Manosh Mani Auckland New Zealand 14/03/2021

Sarah Marshall Napier 4112 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Jacob Stuart Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

naomi wolfe Melbourne 7325 Australia 14/03/2021

Brian Armstrong Christchurch 7024 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Sophie Barton Upper Hutt New Zealand 14/03/2021

Andrew Hitchcock Hobart 7000 Australia 14/03/2021

Les Everson Wellington New Zealand 14/03/2021

Jeremy Hawkins Auckland New Zealand 14/03/2021

Teinia Wharehinga Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021



Chris Mcnicol Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Karen McCarthy Auckland New Zealand 14/03/2021

athole keiller upperhutt New Zealand 14/03/2021

Julian Warren Auckland New Zealand 14/03/2021

Nicola White Lower Hutt New Zealand 14/03/2021

jenna woolford Brisbane 4001 Australia 14/03/2021

Donna jindalee4@bigpond.com BloomfieldMelbourne 3205 Australia 14/03/2021

Isaac Martins Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Tanya Phung Australia 14/03/2021

Erik Christensen Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Lyn Gannon Currumbin 4223 Australia 14/03/2021

Max Christensen Wellington 6035 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Ash Main Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Lesley Pryke Laurieton 2443 Australia 14/03/2021

Nicki wilson Lower Hutt, Wellington, New Zealand New Zealand 14/03/2021

Abyan Khalif Sydney 1001 Australia 14/03/2021

Myk Farmer Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 14/03/2021

dan monaghan Whangarei 173 New Zealand 14/03/2021

April Leckie Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Julian Neuhaus Kirrawee 2232 Australia 14/03/2021

cindy Hou 4000 Australia 14/03/2021

Lianne Barker 4157 Australia 14/03/2021

Robert Cross Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Chris Sullivan Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Di Ward Brisbane 4020 Australia 14/03/2021

Stefanie Ruckpaul Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Gloria Lord Gooseberry Hill 6076 Australia 14/03/2021

Leisha Craske Ellenbrook 6069 Australia 14/03/2021

Amrittha Krishnan Australia 14/03/2021

Toni Kelly Molong 2866 Australia 14/03/2021

Chauntelle White Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Dene Maxwell Wellington 6011 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Jack Martins Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/03/2021

Callum Upton Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/03/2021

paris de Malmanche FEILDING New Zealand 15/03/2021

Thuvarahan Chandran Melbourne 3128 Australia 15/03/2021

dan nesbitt Te Aroha New Zealand 15/03/2021

Diana Gail Lucas Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Hayley Narbey Peppermint Grove beach 6271 Australia 15/03/2021

Veenita Vido Five Dock 2046 Australia 15/03/2021

Finlay Attridge Brisbane 4006 Australia 15/03/2021

Katherine McIntosh Sydney 2021 Australia 15/03/2021

Wayne Smith Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Ewan Cornor Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Harper Frost Melbourne 3001 Australia 15/03/2021

Charlotte mae Collins Christchurch New Zealand 15/03/2021

Gavin Mackay Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Elke Eckhard Bedford Park 5042 Australia 15/03/2021

Peter Thompson Sydney 2000 Australia 15/03/2021

Linda Bexon Sunrise Beach 4567 Australia 15/03/2021



george butters upper hutt New Zealand 15/03/2021

tanya mayled port hedland 6721 Australia 15/03/2021

Malcolm Reynolds 2604 Australia 15/03/2021

Bruce Miller New Zealand 15/03/2021

Kevin To 2000 Australia 15/03/2021

fea geb frankston 3199 Australia 15/03/2021

Lianna P brisbane 4021 Australia 15/03/2021

Actual Trash Kew East 3102 Australia 15/03/2021

Ashwini Rajesh Maddington 6109 Australia 15/03/2021

Hugo Knight Sydney 2000 Australia 15/03/2021

Amelia Clarke melbourne 3058 Australia 15/03/2021

Mark Lazarus 4556 Australia 15/03/2021

Clare Woodford Wellington New Zealand 15/03/2021

hannah den elzen Melbourne 3001 Australia 15/03/2021

Valentina Timu Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021

Aidan Sazanov Brookdale 6112 Australia 15/03/2021

Roger Metcalfe Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Blade Tua Australia 15/03/2021

Riley Ball New Zealand 15/03/2021

Kayo Mackay Whanganui 4500 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Debbie Harrison Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Michele Amiott Gold Coast 4215 Australia 15/03/2021

Ruth McMahon Brisbane 4076 Australia 15/03/2021

Delphine Wharehinga Lower Hutt 5014 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Brooke Henderson Christchurch New Zealand 15/03/2021

Sarah Sedman Modbury 5092 Australia 15/03/2021

James Pedrocchi 5006 Australia 15/03/2021

Cherie Anderson Perth 6001 Australia 15/03/2021

Fay Rohrlach 5087 Australia 15/03/2021

Jessica G Melbourne 3630 Australia 15/03/2021

Sam Hauser New Zealand 15/03/2021

Lyn Brownjohn 5560 Australia 15/03/2021

Ewan Dewar Perth 6008 Australia 15/03/2021

Ruby Grant Noosaville 4566 Australia 15/03/2021

Cerys Lewis Melbourne 3084 Australia 15/03/2021

Taisha Barton Auburn 2144 Australia 15/03/2021

Kerrie Hughes Maiden Gully 3551 Australia 15/03/2021

Ally W Sydney 2153 Australia 15/03/2021

Karen Stent Te Awamutu 3800 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Patricia Clayton Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Andrew Griffin Alphington 3078 Australia 15/03/2021

Jessica Guo Sydney 2000 Australia 15/03/2021

Nicole Bushop Melbourne 3000 Australia 15/03/2021

Enders Enders 4055 Australia 15/03/2021

Priya Ramlu Oran Park 2570 Australia 15/03/2021

Mysa Al Mosman 2088 Australia 15/03/2021

Jesse Pickering Maribyrnong 3032 Australia 15/03/2021

kate collamar Perth 6000 Australia 15/03/2021

Stephen Zvillis 7030 Australia 15/03/2021

Mariam Daniel Craigieburn 3064 Australia 15/03/2021



Jenni Hjorth Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Louise Sinclair Waiuku 2123 New Zealand 15/03/2021

David Brown Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Sharna Bailey Adelaide 5001 Australia 15/03/2021

Brittany Mackman Wellington New Zealand 15/03/2021

Ben Bignell Mountain Creek 4557 Australia 15/03/2021

Kevin Marsden Melbourne 3931 Australia 15/03/2021

Tilly Kleine Deters Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 15/03/2021

sharyn Horn Lower Hutt New Zealand 15/03/2021

Gina Aitken Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Kelly Barker Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Alice Ho Port Macquarie 2444 Australia 15/03/2021

Christine Lawrence Porirua 5022 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Sharee Mitchell 2440 Australia 15/03/2021

Adrie Kruiniger Wellington 6011 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Nigel Hogg Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Vito Virzi 4132 Australia 15/03/2021

Sue Eckworth Levin 5510 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Chloe Charlton Narellan 2567 Australia 15/03/2021

Lorraine Ward Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Emily Wood Curlewis 3234 Australia 15/03/2021

Gabriel Martins Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Melissa Donald Brisbane 4000 Australia 15/03/2021

Grace B Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Malia Flasza Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 15/03/2021

arye chauvier Brisbane 4000 Australia 15/03/2021

Jason D Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Luke Whatford Lower Hutt 5014 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Zerue Welu Melbourne 3020 Australia 15/03/2021

john whittaker lower hutt New Zealand 15/03/2021

Holli Bruning Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021

Beth Korner Brisbane 4000 Australia 15/03/2021

Amelia Hooper Brisbane 4001 Australia 15/03/2021

Paul Lobodin 4506 Australia 15/03/2021

Merran Fleming Porirua 5026 New Zealand 15/03/2021

John Cleland Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Scott Aitken Hamilton 4140 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Tyler Ruxton 2450 Australia 15/03/2021

Robert Cochrane Wanganui New Zealand 15/03/2021

Hanis Arief Adelaide 5008 Australia 15/03/2021

Sa KAIO-TIETIE Catherine Field 2557 Australia 15/03/2021

Dene Halverson Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Adya Welsh Melbourne 3934 Australia 15/03/2021

Muhammad Shaheer Attiq Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Adelle Newman Perth 6000 Australia 15/03/2021

Anthony Krawczyk 2565 Australia 15/03/2021

Charlotte Edgar Macleod 3085 Australia 15/03/2021

Allan Neilson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

stecen loberas Coolbinia 6050 Australia 15/03/2021

Mia Cullinan Malvern 3144 Australia 15/03/2021



Steve Warwick 6714 Australia 15/03/2021

Liz Teal Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Charlotte Roos Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Zoe Liu Linden Park 5065 Australia 15/03/2021

Larissa Clune 6057 Australia 15/03/2021

Arbab Akram Perth 6000 Australia 15/03/2021

starrlia colley Mount Low 4818 Australia 15/03/2021

shrika anand Australia 15/03/2021

Zoe Eckhoff Queenstown New Zealand 15/03/2021

Hannah Smith Brisbane 4001 Australia 15/03/2021

hugh Guo Brisbane 4122 Australia 15/03/2021

Julie Jackson Burleigh 4220 Australia 15/03/2021

Ashton Correia Perth 6001 Australia 15/03/2021

Gabby Harrington Annandale 2038 Australia 15/03/2021

Isobel Wrochna Geelong 3223 Australia 15/03/2021

Sophie Paterson 3122 Australia 15/03/2021

Sara Goers Sydney 2000 Australia 15/03/2021

John Hualngo Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Helen Terrilon Helena Valley 6056 Australia 15/03/2021

J Gasq Melbourne 3000 Australia 15/03/2021

Alisha velijanovski Caroline Springs 3023 Australia 15/03/2021

Kaung Set Luu Sandringham 3191 Australia 15/03/2021

Julian Tangaere London EC2V UK 15/03/2021

Maddison Boucher Newcastle Australia 15/03/2021

Andris Martins Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Lorraine Barter Southampton SO15 2FY UK 15/03/2021

Marianne Pretorius Tauranga New Zealand New Zealand 15/03/2021

Robert Peters Melbourne 3802 Australia 15/03/2021

Jasmine Burns Maitland 2322 Australia 15/03/2021

Sune Hume Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Anna Scott Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Trudy Rankin Porirua 5024 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Jenny Smith Sydney 84662 Australia 15/03/2021

Natalie Baker Camp Hill 4152 Australia 15/03/2021

Oli Rice Richmond 3121 Australia 15/03/2021

Craig Aitken Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Andrew Watt Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Glenn Aitken Male EnglandSW6 6AJ UK 15/03/2021

John Clark New Zealand 15/03/2021

Scott Fitzgerald Auckland 1148 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Anne Aspinall Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021

Marty Melville Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Bede Phillips Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021

Garth Cook Auckland 1148 New Zealand 15/03/2021

April Dent Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Lisa Perkins 4655 Australia 15/03/2021

Clare Zwaan Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021

Tui Ngatai Auckland 1148 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Glenis Waterworth Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/03/2021

Sandra Ludlam Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/03/2021



Toni Darling Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021

Veronica Poutama Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021

Joshua Hjorth Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Evan Freshwater Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Connor Hafoka Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Ali McCawe Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Dominic Baron Wellington New Zealand 16/03/2021

Nathan Tarr Saratoga 2251 Australia 16/03/2021

Natalie Caetano Gungahlin 2912 Australia 16/03/2021

Graham Singer Auckland 626 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Patrick Daniels Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Gwen Dunlop Geelong 3220 Australia 16/03/2021

Susan Wallace 3717 New Zealand 16/03/2021

kathleen dolingo 2528 Australia 16/03/2021

Jon Holweg Gold Coast 4213 Australia 16/03/2021

Trent Mitchell Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Daniel Chelvanathan Brisbane 4000 Australia 16/03/2021

Jocelyn McCawe Upper Hutt New Zealand 16/03/2021

W O Adelaide 5000 Australia 16/03/2021

Kyle Skiffington Tauranga 3116 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Bob Taylor Gwelup 6018 Australia 16/03/2021

Angela Cathro Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

immy t Auckland New Zealand 16/03/2021

Anette Lillholm Melbourne 3000 Australia 16/03/2021

Paul Hammond Gladstone 4680 Australia 16/03/2021

Sandy Venter 6255 Australia 16/03/2021

Charlotte Eliasen Warkworth New Zealand 16/03/2021

Bengt Davidsson 4124 Australia 16/03/2021

barbara mahle 3163 Australia 16/03/2021

Max Bentley Caversham 6055 Australia 16/03/2021

Holly Gupwell Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Nikki Ruru Junee 2663 Australia 16/03/2021

Jose Roberto Agostinho Sydney 2001 Australia 16/03/2021

Mia Dodson Auckland 1150 New Zealand 16/03/2021

matt m 2450 Australia 16/03/2021

Eta Sega 2518 Australia 16/03/2021

Laura Dobson Melbourne 3004 Australia 16/03/2021

Alicia Walker Paralowie 5108 Australia 16/03/2021

Dwane Lee Broadmeadows 3047 Australia 16/03/2021

Isla Jackson Auckland 1148 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Alison Bogdanowicz Adelaide 5000 Australia 16/03/2021

Todd Gando Sydney 2000 Australia 16/03/2021

heifa zeki Melbourne 3750 Australia 16/03/2021

Bianca Baum Perth 6163 Australia 16/03/2021

Dawn D Paraparaumu 5032 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Maeve McNulty Sydney 2000 Australia 16/03/2021

Mia Peautagitama Bendigo 3551 Australia 16/03/2021

bellashae clark Brisbane 4000 Australia 16/03/2021

emma horton Sydney 2565 Australia 16/03/2021

Teriina Mcallister Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/03/2021



Lise Manley Tauranga New Zealand 16/03/2021

Robyn Millar Port Melbourne 3207 Australia 16/03/2021

Nina Grant Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Nicholas Fisk Adelaide 5001 Australia 16/03/2021

Santos Tamang Sydney 2035 Australia 16/03/2021

Bill Carroll Ballarat 3356 Australia 16/03/2021

Maynard Scott Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Craig Kendrick Auckland New Zealand 16/03/2021

Alison Macleod Sydney 2001 Australia 16/03/2021

Hamish Stratmore Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

KITTY PORTER 3767 Australia 16/03/2021

michael christianson limerick Ireland 16/03/2021

Martin Wilk Melbourne 3000 Australia 16/03/2021

Jared O'Connor Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Tina Shepherd Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Claire Doughty Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

richard cleghorn Auckland New Zealand 16/03/2021

laura begley rotorua 3020 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Steve Cooke Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Chris Barker Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Darryl Ward Paraparaumu 5032 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Nicola Duncan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

suzi penny Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Harry Ogle Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Adriano Regano Brisbane 4054 Australia 16/03/2021

Kate Shepherd Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Lillian Pak Lower Hutt, New Zealand & Edmonton, Canada5011 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Kylee Walker Upper Hutt New Zealand 16/03/2021

Tom Mcalpine Dunedin New Zealand 16/03/2021

Georgia Sutton Auckland New Zealand 16/03/2021

Victoria Tupara Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Stephen Shepherd Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Kerry Whittaker Napier 4112 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Helen Chapman Lower Hutt New Zealand 16/03/2021

Karen Andrews New Zealand 16/03/2021

Duncan Stuart Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 16/03/2021

robin halse Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Aungsutorn Suwannoi Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/03/2021

Kelly Irving Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/03/2021

James-cameron Powell Wellington New Zealand 16/03/2021

Tracey Toth Auckland New Zealand 16/03/2021

William Flynn Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Ian Prior Auckland New Zealand 17/03/2021

Trina Nicholls Hastings New Zealand 17/03/2021

Tracy Crompton Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Jaden Renault-Pollard Auckland 1010 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Eva Mitcalfe Chch New Zealand 17/03/2021

justine jones Upper Hutt New Zealand 17/03/2021

Bill King Nelson 7020 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Mary Obrien Porirua 5024 New Zealand 17/03/2021



ellexis go Auckland New Zealand 17/03/2021

Jocelyn Crompton Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Annalese Wu Auckland 1060 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Melodie Cross Auckland New Zealand 17/03/2021

Bruce Alchin Hamilton New Zealand 17/03/2021

Peter Broederlow Wellington 6021 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Krishla Beckham Wellington 6021 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Joe Haydock Auckland 1010 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Gwenn Rivoallan-Jones Wellington 75015 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Raquel de Malmanche Hastings 4122 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Yuko Oshika Wellington 55000 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Carey Simpson Auckland 1150 New Zealand 17/03/2021

Karen Woledge Morrinsville New Zealand 17/03/2021

mia rennie hi New Zealand 18/03/2021

Trevor Richardson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 18/03/2021

86 3942 Melrose Park 5039 Australia 18/03/2021

Emma Sticker Albury 2640 Australia 18/03/2021

Ben Ackland Upper hutt New Zealand 18/03/2021

Sandra Kenny Wellington 6021 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Usha Malappa Sydney 2761 Australia 18/03/2021

Jasmine Fuller Forest lake 4078 Australia 18/03/2021

Therese Matrenza Moonee Ponds 3039 Australia 18/03/2021

Ethan Wsy Clifton springs 3222 Australia 18/03/2021

Matthew Beckers Wellington New Zealand 18/03/2021

violet miles Australia 18/03/2021

Heidi Barnett 2340 Australia 18/03/2021

Neil Donovan Beecroft 2119 Australia 18/03/2021

Jonathan Board Silverstream New Zealand 18/03/2021

Wendy Hudson Perth 6000 Australia 18/03/2021

Nigel Capenhurst Crows Nest 2065 Australia 18/03/2021

Adeel Harun Sydney 2000 Australia 18/03/2021

Janice Salisbury BOAT HARBOUR 7321 Australia 18/03/2021

Helen Fox Perth 6000 Australia 18/03/2021

Fiona Salmon Melbourne 3066 Australia 18/03/2021

Johnson Zhang Melbourne 3000 Australia 18/03/2021

Bat WATEGO Ashgrove 4060 Australia 18/03/2021

Melanie Naglic 2171 Australia 18/03/2021

misa misa Australia 18/03/2021

Sue Thompson 3102 Australia 18/03/2021

Patricia March Rockhampton 4702 Australia 18/03/2021

Sebastian Spiess North Narrabeen 2101 Australia 18/03/2021

Michael Semmler Bellingen 2251 Australia 18/03/2021

Elise Fowler Coorparoo 4151 Australia 18/03/2021

Denise Emmerson Newcastle 2308 Australia 18/03/2021

Susan C Melbourne 3000 Australia 18/03/2021

Jake Harward Adelaide 5109 Australia 18/03/2021

shannon horne Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Sharlene Singh Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

morgan stone Launceston 7250 Australia 18/03/2021

Gregory Wolfe Monash 2904 Australia 18/03/2021



Alana King Melbourne 3156 Australia 18/03/2021

John Goddard Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Rod Lewin Aspendale 3195 Australia 18/03/2021

Eleonor Osvath Perth 6000 Australia 18/03/2021

Charli Walter Ballarat 3350 Australia 18/03/2021

Rian Sheridan Albion 3020 Australia 18/03/2021

kara waites 3636 Australia 18/03/2021

Isabella Street Perth 6000 Australia 18/03/2021

Adrian McLean 2036 Australia 18/03/2021

Shân W Adelaide 5068 Australia 18/03/2021

Declan Campbell Noarlunga Downs 5168 Australia 18/03/2021

Caroline Wilkinson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 18/03/2021

David Smith 2443 Australia 18/03/2021

Lovez Muffin Hastings 4120 New Zealand 18/03/2021

marjorie pacaldo cairns 4000 Australia 18/03/2021

Lynda Deeks Kew 2439 Australia 18/03/2021

Jade Kovacevic Seaford 5169 Australia 18/03/2021

Shaun Cryan Goldie 4218 Australia 18/03/2021

Charlotte Wilks Silverstream CT1 1YS New Zealand 18/03/2021

Oscar Morrison Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Tiare Ineleo Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

nina thurnell Te Puke 3119 New Zealand 18/03/2021

ANITA MCCOOL South Wairarapa New Zealand 18/03/2021

Holly Crowe Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Tina Moetara Napier New Zealand 18/03/2021

Ella Sutton New Zealand 18/03/2021

Angelique Grindlay Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Holly Newton Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

dick cheese Christchurch New Zealand 18/03/2021

Tanishaa Patel Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Amaar Khan Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Lucy Morgan Christchurch New Zealand 18/03/2021

Matt Bowden Auckland 1148 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Chris Leppard Norwich NR2 UK 18/03/2021

kyla novella Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

luci baker Warkworth New Zealand 18/03/2021

Matthew Furness Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Sophia Maud Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Bernadette Shortland. Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Willow Barrack Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

kate hill auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Ella Jamison Auckland 1148 New Zealand 18/03/2021

ruby wilford Auckland New Zealand 18/03/2021

Holly Otimi Auckland 1148 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Maraku Reweti-Gotty Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Miya Tangiora Hamilton New Zealand 18/03/2021

Fuka Falakiseni Auckland 2010 New Zealand 18/03/2021

Alisha Cairns New Zealand 18/03/2021

danni mander Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Sapphire Cadman Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/03/2021



Katie Duffy Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Anshika Lata Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 19/03/2021

Tracey Ayson Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Christopher Sime New Zealand 19/03/2021

Francience Kayla Ubando Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/03/2021

Genesis Nadruku Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Chantel Maree Eddy Karori New Zealand 19/03/2021

Meeke-Leigh Bezuidenhout Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/03/2021

Ashley Gurr Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Unus Annus Auckland 1150 New Zealand 19/03/2021

Izzie Williams Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Jonathan Bailey Christchurch New Zealand 19/03/2021

Elizabeth Szarka Red Hill 3937 Australia 19/03/2021

Chris Cowman Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 19/03/2021

Serene Stewert Cambridge 3432 New Zealand 19/03/2021

yameena zaidi Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Phil Kirkland Stocksfield EnglandNE437NG UK 19/03/2021

Rebecca Moors Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Jairna Harris Christchurch New Zealand 19/03/2021

Alex Alastoy Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 19/03/2021

harrison kingan Christchurch New Zealand 19/03/2021

Tara Southern 6109 Australia 19/03/2021

keira conboy Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/03/2021

Mtv Unplugged Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/03/2021

Apurva Anandakrishnan Auckland New Zealand 19/03/2021

Joey McDonald Christchurch New Zealand 19/03/2021

Jennifer Fisher Sydney 2000 Australia 20/03/2021

Adelle Nancekivell Wellington New Zealand 20/03/2021

Jessica Yao Auckland 1010 New Zealand 20/03/2021

Dusty-lee Ford Brisbane 4000 Australia 20/03/2021

Carter Travis Brisbane 4000 Australia 20/03/2021

Mez Ford Melbourne 3121 Australia 20/03/2021

Amy Anderson Maroochydore 4558 Australia 20/03/2021

Hannah Doecke Hervey Bay 4655 Australia 20/03/2021

Christopher McGrath 4173 Australia 20/03/2021

Campbell Dawson 4031 Australia 20/03/2021

Pieter Evert Brisbane 4170 Australia 20/03/2021

Joanne Ckis Lakemba 2195 Australia 20/03/2021

Elisabeth Kantor Brisbane 4000 Australia 20/03/2021

Savannah Thill-Turke Sydney 2000 Australia 20/03/2021

Tiffany Hogan Randwick 2031 Australia 20/03/2021

Xiaoyu Fan Auckland New Zealand 20/03/2021

Carolyn Birch Perth 6001 Australia 20/03/2021

Alycia Addie Rangiora 7440 New Zealand 20/03/2021

Jess Quayle Auckland New Zealand 20/03/2021

Bumwhole Jackson Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 20/03/2021

ava rongo Whangarei New Zealand 20/03/2021

Vaibhav Ekambaram Wellington 6021 New Zealand 20/03/2021

John Hamilton Wellington 6021 New Zealand 20/03/2021

Nick Evans Morgan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 20/03/2021



Judith Hiri Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 20/03/2021

Raghav Srinivasan New Zealand 20/03/2021

Erica Akuhata Auckland New Zealand 21/03/2021

John Riley Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Dulcie Riley Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/03/2021

John Skilton Napier 4110 New Zealand 21/03/2021

tara olding 4211 Australia 21/03/2021

Manu mason Panga Auckland 1148 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Sara Lennon Wellington New Zealand 21/03/2021

Jorden Worsnop Napier 4144 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Cadia Annandale Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Chris Brinkmann Gisborne 4010 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Michael Sione Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Michael King Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Dave Kent Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Scott Shadbolt Amberley New Zealand 21/03/2021

Gillian McComb Australia 21/03/2021

Ghalya Al jaber Auckland 1010 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Peter Amarasinghe Christchurch New Zealand 21/03/2021

Erin Callaghan Sydney 2000 Australia 21/03/2021

Jade Goggins Brunswick East 3057 Australia 21/03/2021

Jason Littlewood 2487 Australia 21/03/2021

Gabriele Van Gerven 4128 Australia 21/03/2021

Robert Burns Wellington 6012 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Jessica Hansford Brisbane 4000 Australia 21/03/2021

your dom Perth 6001 Australia 21/03/2021

Madeleine Chomlak 3125 Australia 21/03/2021

James Moon Marcoola 4564 Australia 21/03/2021

Toni-Marie Jennings 2528 Australia 21/03/2021

Mike Mcilraith Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Leanne Bennett Richmond 3121 Australia 21/03/2021

Aida Az 2913 Australia 21/03/2021

Charlotte Dawson Drouin 3818 Australia 21/03/2021

Nigel & Bev Holmes Wollongong 2527 Australia 21/03/2021

Ira Longo 3187 Australia 21/03/2021

james plunkett 2113 Australia 21/03/2021

Johanna Zolg 4370 Australia 21/03/2021

quoc88@live.com.au Ly Belrose 2085 Australia 21/03/2021

Brian Li Brisbane 4122 Australia 21/03/2021

Darcie Condon Lowood 4000 Australia 21/03/2021

Ahmad Odat Girraween 2145 Australia 21/03/2021

Josephine Snowden 4510 Australia 21/03/2021

Marlon Boustead Endeavour Hills 3802 Australia 21/03/2021

Rachael Dewis Adelaide 5000 Australia 21/03/2021

Emma Quan 2232 Australia 21/03/2021

Judith Rae 3030 Australia 21/03/2021

Tainya Collins Brisbane 4506 Australia 21/03/2021

Lauren Chandler Blacktown 2148 Australia 21/03/2021

Nicki Lee Adelaide 5072 Australia 21/03/2021

Maree Sulter Mount White NSW Australia 21/03/2021



Bianca Gillett Geelong 3220 Australia 21/03/2021

Peter James Waterloo 2017 Australia 21/03/2021

Natalia Meek Hamilton New Zealand 21/03/2021

Lorraine Binnington Byron Bay 2481 Australia 21/03/2021

Abigail Desta Melbourne 3000 Australia 21/03/2021

Saxon Bowles West End 4101 Australia 21/03/2021

Ruby Hdjehd Invercargill New Zealand 21/03/2021

Colin Batch Cairns 4870 Australia 21/03/2021

Dana Filipovic Northcote 3070 Australia 21/03/2021

Ruth Boniface Melbourne 3004 Australia 21/03/2021

Mackenzie Thomson Maitland 2320 Australia 21/03/2021

Gabbrielle Manguerra Townsville 4815 Australia 21/03/2021

Karen Dwyer 4122 Australia 21/03/2021

Lance Shearer Auckland 1148 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Hannah Beinke 5096 Australia 21/03/2021

Annie Jacobs Gold coast 4224 Australia 21/03/2021

Amelia D Adelaide 5001 Australia 21/03/2021

Lachlan Perry Adelaide 5000 Australia 21/03/2021

Alyssa Phelan Nowra 2540 Australia 21/03/2021

Kim Griscti 2784 Australia 21/03/2021

Katelin McCarthy Mildura 3500 Australia 21/03/2021

Margaret Crawford Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Su Johnson 4160 Australia 21/03/2021

Abood Naaman Sydney 2000 Australia 21/03/2021

Jenny Francis 3196 Australia 21/03/2021

Olivia Lee Ryde 2112 Australia 21/03/2021

Adam Hoare Kiama 2533 Australia 21/03/2021

Betti Wille 2480 Australia 21/03/2021

Jenny Allan Heathcotr 3523 Australia 21/03/2021

Chelsea Smith 4128 Australia 21/03/2021

Monty Ryan EVANDALE 5069 Australia 21/03/2021

Amelia ristic Melbourne 3020 Australia 21/03/2021

henry steele Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/03/2021

Shayna Wiese Victor Harbor 5211 Australia 21/03/2021

Alfred Winkelmeier 2228 Australia 21/03/2021

Kristie Mcbride Sydney 2001 Australia 21/03/2021

Matt Grieves Rockhampton 4702 Australia 21/03/2021

Jacques Brun Pointe-du-Chêne E4P-4Z9 Australia 21/03/2021

Renae Whittaker Palmwoods 4555 Australia 21/03/2021

London Green Coffs Harbour 2450 Australia 21/03/2021

sarah davis Sydney 2176 Australia 21/03/2021

kylie thurlow kirwan 4817 Australia 21/03/2021

Natalie Billings Cheltenham 3192 Australia 21/03/2021

Leo Fountain Hobart 7053 Australia 22/03/2021

Ike Fisher Brisbane 4000 Australia 22/03/2021

Maddison Eastell Brisbane 4000 Australia 22/03/2021

Alexis Dover Brisbane 4000 Australia 22/03/2021

Zahli Davies Brisbane 4164 Australia 22/03/2021

Lucy Finch Australia 22/03/2021

Kerrie Marler Highgate Hill 4101 Australia 22/03/2021



carolyn knight 3081 Australia 22/03/2021

Emily Gaelic Robina 4226 Australia 22/03/2021

sharna travers Brisbane 4055 Australia 22/03/2021

Robert Mitchell Atherton 4883 Australia 22/03/2021

Farah Sheikh Rooty Hill 2766 Australia 22/03/2021

Isabelle Thompson Saint Marys 2760 Australia 22/03/2021

Ryan Maniago Rooty hill 2766 Australia 22/03/2021

Sophie Shephard Dalby 4405 Australia 22/03/2021

Jason Bond Cannon Hill 4170 Australia 22/03/2021

Jonathan Church Wellington 6021 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Vandana jennifer Puli Melbourne 3000 Australia 22/03/2021

Chrystal Gervacio Sydney 2761 Australia 22/03/2021

Siena Wynne Sydney 2000 Australia 22/03/2021

Damian Philipsen Wellington 6021 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Patricia Booth Melbourne 3178 Australia 22/03/2021

Alexander Thorning Nicholls 2913 Australia 22/03/2021

Debra Rosicky 2480 Australia 22/03/2021

Jasmine Greenwood Wyndhamvale 3024 Australia 22/03/2021

Judy Betteley Walkerston 4751 Australia 22/03/2021

Michelle Crawford Invercargill 9810 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Lyn McHugh Wellington 6011 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Shanza Khan Auckland 1148 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Barbara Hay Wellington 6022 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Kimmi Draper New Zealand 22/03/2021

Simone' Geldenhuys New Zealand 22/03/2021

Lorraine Driskel Wellington New Zealand 22/03/2021

Neville draper Porirua 5024 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Ashley Maxwell Nelson New Zealand 22/03/2021

Vae Vaa Wellington 6021 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Esme Daniel Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Mandy Worsley Wellington 6021 New Zealand 22/03/2021

Helen Brignole Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Andrew Shingleton Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Callum Worsley Wellington 6021 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Kimberley Campbell Wellington 6021 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Lucy Smith Hamilton New Zealand 23/03/2021

Jamie Smith Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 23/03/2021

hugh jass Auckland 1010 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Karen Morehu Wellington 6021 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Bev Cochrane Paraparaumu New Zealand 23/03/2021

Dave Brett Porirua New Zealand 23/03/2021

Jenny Engelbrecht Porirua 5024 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Graeme Calder Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Pebble Spaghetti Auckland New Zealand 23/03/2021

Karen Barrow Tokoroa New Zealand 23/03/2021

Dean Le Panania 2213 Australia 23/03/2021

Kelly Boylan Forest Grove Oregon 97116 US 23/03/2021

Raewyn Baldwin Auckland New Zealand 23/03/2021

John-Paul Holden Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Mike Kinsella Auckland New Zealand 23/03/2021



Stephen Xu Christchurch New Zealand 23/03/2021

jean chen Auckland New Zealand 23/03/2021

Puneet Kaur Auckland New Zealand 23/03/2021

Russ Drewry Wellington 6021 New Zealand 23/03/2021

bree casey Auckland 1148 New Zealand 23/03/2021

Aaron Jonassen Auckland 1010 New Zealand 23/03/2021

isaac hudson Wellington New Zealand 23/03/2021

Robert Marsh Wellington 6021 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Luke Elliott Wellington 6021 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Haz Newbury Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Georgina Wallace Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Felix Rudkin Christchurch 8023 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Caroline Paulsen Dunedin 9054 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Kevin Watts Blenheim 600 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Lusi Heath Wellington New Zealand 24/03/2021

Andrew HAWORTH Whangarei 112 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Angus Webby Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Natasha Cairns Thames New Zealand 24/03/2021

James McFarlane Auckland 1010 New Zealand 24/03/2021

veronica white Auckland New Zealand 24/03/2021

David Thompson Auckland 1010 New Zealand 24/03/2021

Sophie cook Palmerston north New Zealand 24/03/2021

Emma-rose Frampton Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 25/03/2021

Eugene Blankenbyl Auckland 1148 New Zealand 25/03/2021

Anastasiia Zaitceva Auckland 1150 New Zealand 25/03/2021

Naaman McClintock Auckland New Zealand 25/03/2021

Jaxkie Hazelhurst Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 25/03/2021

Nikki Liu Auckland New Zealand 25/03/2021

lanying chen Whangarei 110 New Zealand 25/03/2021

Satnam Randhawa Auckland New Zealand 25/03/2021

Noel Genova Auckland 1010 New Zealand 25/03/2021

JINYU cao Christchurch New Zealand 25/03/2021

Kirtish Karlekar Wellington 6021 New Zealand 25/03/2021

Vikas Shokeen New Zealand 25/03/2021

Anna Liu Auckland 1010 New Zealand 25/03/2021

DAN LI wellington New Zealand 25/03/2021

Jeremy Clayton Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 25/03/2021

Ravi Stuart Auckland New Zealand 26/03/2021

Meiling Shang Auckland New Zealand 26/03/2021

Rayleigh Xu Auckland 1010 New Zealand 26/03/2021

Zac Kingi Auckland New Zealand 26/03/2021

Emma Butcher Auckland New Zealand 27/03/2021

John McKechnie Dover CT16 UK 27/03/2021

charles matu Auckland 1148 New Zealand 27/03/2021

Sumit Thind Auckland New Zealand 27/03/2021

Avpreet Bal Blenheim New Zealand 27/03/2021

Peter McCarthy Wellington 6021 New Zealand 28/03/2021

monique webster Auckland 1010 New Zealand 28/03/2021

Judy Triplow Bentleigh East 3165 Australia 28/03/2021

Hunter Norfolk Hamilton New Zealand 28/03/2021



Leon Crosby Salamander Bay 2317 Australia 28/03/2021

Kevin Harper Auckland New Zealand 28/03/2021

will drysdale Karrinyup 6018 Australia 28/03/2021

Elke Eckhard 5162 Australia 28/03/2021

Eliza Dennis Geraldton 6570 Australia 28/03/2021

Lexye Anne La-Spad Dianella 6059 Australia 28/03/2021

Amalia Stevenson Hastings 4120 New Zealand 28/03/2021

Ruby Rose Auckland 1148 New Zealand 28/03/2021

Jess Davis Wellington 6021 New Zealand 28/03/2021

Amelia Hutton New Plymouth New Zealand 28/03/2021

Joseph Downer Auckland 1010 New Zealand 28/03/2021

Ema Tairakena Rotorua New Zealand 29/03/2021

Simon Wall Wellington 6021 New Zealand 29/03/2021

Kaelin McRoberts Hamilton New Zealand 29/03/2021

Kellz Dixon waikato New Zealand 30/03/2021

ty tube roblox Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 30/03/2021

Amanda Stott Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 30/03/2021

Georgia Marsh Stokes Valley 5019 New Zealand 30/03/2021

Emily Thorn Wellington 6021 New Zealand 31/03/2021

Annette Richards Wellington 6021 New Zealand 31/03/2021

Rachael Llewell Rotorua 3010 New Zealand 31/03/2021

Charlie Mariano New Zealand 31/03/2021

Cathy Bentley Auckland 1150 New Zealand 31/03/2021

Amy Schulz Wellington, Wellington, New Zealand New Zealand 1/04/2021

Kane Montgomery Wellington 6021 New Zealand 1/04/2021

Krissy N Wellington 6021 New Zealand 1/04/2021

Eugene Lee Wellington 6021 New Zealand 1/04/2021

Ali Vb Yarraville 3013 Australia 1/04/2021

Michelle Thomas New Zealand 1/04/2021

Peter Carpenter Melbourne 3977 Australia 1/04/2021

Shannon — Brisbane 4000 Australia 1/04/2021

Rebecca Bell adelaide 5095 Australia 1/04/2021

zeffi Home 3176 Australia 1/04/2021

baba bo Ascot Vale 3032 Australia 1/04/2021

Shelley Neill 3163 Australia 1/04/2021

Sandra Reynolds 4211 Australia 1/04/2021

Finnin Robb 2617 Australia 1/04/2021

Codie Campbell (Leonard) Orange 2800 Australia 1/04/2021

Felicity Farmer Pakenham 3810 Australia 1/04/2021

Paul Heywood BELMONT 3216 Australia 1/04/2021

Jacob Polanske Harrismith 6361 Australia 1/04/2021

Lonny Schwiersch Maroochydore 4558 Australia 1/04/2021

ryan foster 4558 Australia 1/04/2021

Donna Noakes 5162 Australia 1/04/2021

byron richards Roselands 2196 Australia 1/04/2021

Luke Brand Australia 5114 Australia 1/04/2021

Katherine Parlane Palmerston North New Zealand 1/04/2021

Jason moorby 3156 Australia 1/04/2021

Abel Bennett Sydney Australia 1/04/2021

Gopalan Raveendran Blacktown 2148 Australia 1/04/2021



Katina Baker 2229 Australia 1/04/2021

Vonika Kumar 4213 Australia 1/04/2021

dayle w 3977 Australia 1/04/2021

Loris Kingcott Ryde 2112 Australia 1/04/2021

Bianca Su Perth 6110 Australia 1/04/2021

Sarah LoGiudice Sydney 2000 Australia 1/04/2021

Amanda Mellican Perth 6000 Australia 1/04/2021

Klara Tjerkstra Perth 6111 Australia 1/04/2021

Jack Rose Northcote 3070 Australia 1/04/2021

Fleur Navarro Sydney 2000 Australia 1/04/2021

Adam Hall 2464 Australia 2/04/2021

Deepak Merchant 3029 Australia 2/04/2021

Dominic Burns New Zealand 2/04/2021

renae thomas Wanganui New Zealand 2/04/2021

tama fenton Auckland New Zealand 2/04/2021

Anthony McMahon Auckland 1148 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Jason Krivan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Rachel Krican Wellington 6021 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Nick Krivan Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Rob Birnie Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Christine Fildes Auckland 1148 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Vaughan Baylis Wellington 6021 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Susan Harder Auckland 2012 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Graham Yarrall Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Alan Krivan Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 3/04/2021

Jessica Hammelburg Auckland New Zealand 3/04/2021

Jazzy Coutts Auckland New Zealand 3/04/2021

Rob Nelson Auckland 1010 New Zealand 4/04/2021

Lexus Nuku Wellington 6021 New Zealand 4/04/2021

Brooke Hall Auckland 1010 New Zealand 4/04/2021

Amy Thwaites Auckland 1148 New Zealand 5/04/2021

Moray Thwaites Hillcrest 3610 South Africa 5/04/2021

Amandeep Kaur Tauranga 3112 New Zealand 5/04/2021

Megan Wright New Plymouth 4312 New Zealand 5/04/2021

Kerry Nicholson Auckland 1148 New Zealand 5/04/2021

phil hawkes Wellington 6021 New Zealand 5/04/2021

Alan Ni Nelson New Zealand 5/04/2021

Scott Mitchell Upper Hutt New Zealand 6/04/2021

Anne Dempsey Dunedin 9011 New Zealand 6/04/2021

Isaac Murray Wellington New Zealand 6/04/2021

Elsa Piq. Wellington 6022 New Zealand 6/04/2021

Tanya Karpenko Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/04/2021

Michael Mason Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 7/04/2021

Hariata Kopu Rotorua New Zealand 7/04/2021

Taylor Wilkins Wellington 6021 New Zealand 7/04/2021

Chris Mckenzie Auckland New Zealand 7/04/2021

John Graham Christchurch New Zealand 8/04/2021

Larrisia Huriwai Auckland 1148 New Zealand 8/04/2021

Mana Wimutu Wellington 6021 New Zealand 8/04/2021

Pardeep Kaur Christchurch New Zealand 8/04/2021



Janene Marriott Feilding 4655 New Zealand 8/04/2021

Sara Barnes Mt Eden New Zealand 8/04/2021

Ngapera Tipuna Hamilton New Zealand 8/04/2021

Angela Ashe Auckland 1150 New Zealand 8/04/2021

krystal martin Auckland New Zealand 8/04/2021

Mina Smith Rotorua New Zealand 8/04/2021

Michelle Rata Auckland New Zealand 8/04/2021

Alex Henry Auckland 1023 New Zealand 8/04/2021

Waina Pairama New Zealand 8/04/2021

kurt anderson Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 8/04/2021

shaun whinn Wellington New Zealand 8/04/2021

Justin Van der werff Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 8/04/2021

sharon neal Tauranga 2110 New Zealand 9/04/2021

stephanie Uys Auckland New Zealand 9/04/2021

Myaah Kahu Tauranga New Zealand 9/04/2021

Keeley Andrews Christchurch New Zealand 9/04/2021

Richard Kelly Wellington 6021 New Zealand 9/04/2021

Christien Franich Auckland 612 New Zealand 10/04/2021

Jarred Stephens Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Timothy Warwick Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Michael Hobbs Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 11/04/2021

lisa leckie wellintonr New Zealand 11/04/2021

Lynnette Tonkin Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Yannick Devos Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

George Samuel Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Roger knight auckland New Zealand 11/04/2021

Beryl Kirk Mangaroa, Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021

Ronald Thomas Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

darren yuile Wellington New Zealand 11/04/2021

Ilavarasu Rajendran Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Stuart Wilson Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Gael Harper New Plymouth New Zealand 11/04/2021

George Bingham UPPER HUTT 4130 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Rachael Barber Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Lauren P Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Lynda Winnie Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021

Brendan Ganley Auckland 1148 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Ross Colebrooke Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Murray Thomas Dannevirke New Zealand 11/04/2021

Kaia Williams Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Jill Perriam Christchurch New Zealand 11/04/2021

Philip Leslie Lalor Park 2147 Australia 11/04/2021

Carla Mangubat Napier New Zealand 11/04/2021

kirsty clarke Christchurch 8041 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Petar Thomas East Lismore 2480 Australia 11/04/2021

Jewels Reti Ngaruawahia New Zealand 11/04/2021

James Henry Glen Waverley 3150 Australia 11/04/2021

Teresa Saunders Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021

Leo Fortunato Mount Waverley 3149 Australia 11/04/2021

Michelle Jelley Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021



CHRISTOPHER WOOD Brisbane 4000 Australia 11/04/2021

Chloe Davis 2575 Australia 11/04/2021

Brooke Adams Perth 6000 Australia 11/04/2021

Izzy Mathews 5143 Australia 11/04/2021

christine rotzel Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Andrea Fraser Wellington 6022 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Christine Pettengell Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021

Nick Holcroft Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Megan Holcroft Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Jamie Watts Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Phil Wansbrough Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Aaron Hawke Lower Hutt 5010 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Joshua Garrayy Auckland 1148 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Daniel Adaway Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Steve Findlay Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Margaret Williamson Wellington New Zealand 11/04/2021

Liz Lee Hamilton 3210 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Alain Nacario Porirua 5022 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Dean Cook Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Cain O'Brien Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Judith Balchin Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Andrea Scanlan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Mike McGrath Wellington 6035 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Wayne Stevens Wellington New Zealand 11/04/2021

Graham Hay Greymouth New Zealand 11/04/2021

Mark Stout Hamilton 3420 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Erena Daniels Auckland New Zealand 11/04/2021

John Oxlade Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Cleve Prescott Christchurch New Zealand 11/04/2021

Paul Wilkin Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Rachel Beattie Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Ingrid Kennedy Wellington 6011 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Allison Sivorarath Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Karyn O'leary Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Craig Strang Woodend 7604 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Mel Griffiths Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Debbie Bashaw Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Denvon Huang Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Michelle Black Westport New Zealand 11/04/2021

Rob England Porirua 5024 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Miles Cooper Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Kerry Scutt Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 11/04/2021

nathan barnes Oamaru New Zealand 11/04/2021

Milan Dulovic Wellington New Zealand 11/04/2021

Joyce Kapui Auckland New Zealand 11/04/2021

David Abell Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Deborah Taylor NewPlymouth New Zealand 11/04/2021

Frances Ransley Tauranga 3118 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Gail Lawrence Auckland New Zealand 11/04/2021

Russell Morgan Napier 4144 New Zealand 11/04/2021



Kimberlea Gartner Dunedin 9054 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Maddi Sism Perth 6001 Australia 11/04/2021

Fiona Scott Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021

John Robinson Belfast BT6 UK 11/04/2021

Hilary Gardiner Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Shane Stratford Napier 4144 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Kellie Jewell Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Jimmy Chopsticks Melbourne 3004 Australia 11/04/2021

Elle Pikos Doreen 3754 Australia 11/04/2021

Deveraux Jewell Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Roger Holdway 3943 Australia 11/04/2021

William Michael Broadmeadows 3047 Australia 11/04/2021

Paul Kubat 4567 Australia 11/04/2021

Anastasia Zitarosa Palm beach Sydney 2108 Australia 11/04/2021

Stephen Boullon Feilding 3330 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Daniel hayes 3058 Australia 11/04/2021

Kristen Harris Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Philip Twigge Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 11/04/2021

Sean Busuttil Melbourne Australia 12/04/2021

Alexanne Jobbins Pymble 2073 Australia 12/04/2021

Chris Whitby Morningside 4170 Australia 12/04/2021

nicole way Coolum Beach, Sunshine Coast 4573 Australia 12/04/2021

Brian Andersen Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Suneith Sukumar Melbourne 3805 Australia 12/04/2021

Lloyd Cross Whangarei New Zealand 12/04/2021

Paul Thomas Christchurch New Zealand 12/04/2021

Sally Lake 3138 Australia 12/04/2021

Pheobe Stewart Brisbane 4000 Australia 12/04/2021

Samantha Davies 4301 Australia 12/04/2021

David Webb Auckland 1148 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Fred Gear Christchurch 8022 New Zealand 12/04/2021

ashleigh hjorth Hamilton New Zealand 12/04/2021

Srry cant say Brisbane 4121 Australia 12/04/2021

Dennis Burton Lincoln 7608 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Stephanie Matthews Auckland New Zealand 12/04/2021

Richard Norton Auckland 1148 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Mary Pope Auckland 2024 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Georgia Ingleton Wellington 1150 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Allan McGhie Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Arthur Nicholas Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Bain Russell Tauranga New Zealand 12/04/2021

Lee Winkler Sydney 2000 Australia 12/04/2021

Thomas Wills Cook Islands 12/04/2021

Shayne Bruce 6330 Australia 12/04/2021

Carl Hayson Queenstown New Zealand 12/04/2021

Allan Clark 2478 Australia 12/04/2021

Tony Smith Buffalo New Zealand 12/04/2021

Brendan Kelly Beaconsfield 3807 Australia 12/04/2021

Jenna Kennedy Sydney 2001 Australia 12/04/2021

Juliette Keily Gymea Bay 2227 Australia 12/04/2021



Melissa Scott 3976 Australia 12/04/2021

Ben Sewell Christchurch 4310 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Brandon Korner 5166 Australia 12/04/2021

Malcolm Nabbs Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Donna Schiphorst Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 12/04/2021

mary ong Prestons 2170 Australia 12/04/2021

Neil Burt Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Jason Tomasi Wellington 6011 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Phil Brewer Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Cassandra Farah Sydney 2000 Australia 12/04/2021

Stu Williamson Wellington 2012 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Leonard Brown Surry Hills 2010 Australia 12/04/2021

Gabrysia Miziniak Australia 12/04/2021

Dylan Taylor Engadine 2233 Australia 12/04/2021

Ty Newman emerald 4720 Australia 12/04/2021

Steve O'Donoghue Tauranga New Zealand 12/04/2021

Richard McNair Te Puke New Zealand 12/04/2021

Darryl Aitken Greymouth 7805 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Narelle Upton Inala 4077 Australia 12/04/2021

Troy Hunt Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Jan Hooper Adelaide 5211 Australia 12/04/2021

Bettina Grau Ipswich 4563 Australia 12/04/2021

Lil M Lillian Rock 2480 Australia 12/04/2021

Dave Dixon Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Osbourne Rozas Auckland New Zealand 12/04/2021

Lynne Mclaughlan Wellington New Zealand 12/04/2021

Donna Leddy Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Josh Danao Townsville 4817 Australia 12/04/2021

Daniel O'Brien Adelaide 5000 Australia 12/04/2021

Charlie Barraclough Wellington New Zealand 12/04/2021

LemonsTo Yellows Australia 12/04/2021

Dave Walsh Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 12/04/2021

ling chen 2216 Australia 12/04/2021

Maddison O’Brien Australia 12/04/2021

Caroline Woollams Wellington 5019 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Gemma Dowd Melbourne 3001 Australia 12/04/2021

Georgia Piniros Picnic point 2213 Australia 12/04/2021

Kohen Taylor Peakhurst 2210 Australia 12/04/2021

Sam Currie Papamoa Beach 3118 New Zealand 12/04/2021

maya garcia Newcastle 2300 Australia 12/04/2021

Wyatt Lane Emerald 4000 Australia 12/04/2021

Stephanie May Upper Hutt123 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Michael Woodland Ballarat 3350 Australia 12/04/2021

Lili Christophers Adelaide 5001 Australia 12/04/2021

Gregg Adams Whanganui 4500 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Byron Newton Wellington New Zealand 12/04/2021

jason edwards Wellington New Zealand 12/04/2021

Yeah Nah 1234 Australia 12/04/2021

Jack Kerswill Wolverhampton WV5 8HH UK 12/04/2021

Carolanne O'Connor 6058 Australia 12/04/2021



Brent Delaney Lower Hutt New Zealand 12/04/2021

Ruby Voyzey Boat Harbour 2316 Australia 12/04/2021

Sarah Larnach Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

SILVER JOHNSON Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

David Burr Auckland 1148 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Bridget Burgoyne Melbourne 3000 Australia 12/04/2021

Lynette Hannan Riddells Creek, Victoria 3431 Australia 12/04/2021

Matt Wilson New Zealand 12/04/2021

Amber Curry Chipping Norton 2170 Australia 12/04/2021

Missy Walhalla Melbourne 3001 Australia 12/04/2021

Laura Allen Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Ayla Greenwell Sydney 2000 Australia 12/04/2021

Nicholas Peck Te Awamutu 3800 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Sarah Bailey 2262 Australia 12/04/2021

Steven Crundwell Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Amy Smith Coffs harbour 2450 Australia 12/04/2021

Charlie Fisher Sydney 2000 Australia 12/04/2021

Jackson Yan Sydney 2155 Australia 12/04/2021

Veronica Tran brisbane 4124 Australia 12/04/2021

Antony Everson Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Kane Ertas Adelaide 5001 Australia 12/04/2021

Bronté Turpin Mount Lawley 6050 Australia 12/04/2021

Lisa Clifford Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Alan Paton Moss Vale 2577 Australia 12/04/2021

jennifer brown 3918 Australia 12/04/2021

Olga Rudyk 3207 Australia 12/04/2021

Jobin Joseph Punchbowl 2196 Australia 12/04/2021

Lisa Grindlay Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Wendy Dugmore Perth 6000 Australia 12/04/2021

Silvia Braham Gold Coast QLD 4226 Australia 12/04/2021

Zahra Mohammadi Adelaide 5000 Australia 12/04/2021

Rene Bonn Melbourne 3000 Australia 12/04/2021

Teah Burrin Lower Hutt New Zealand 12/04/2021

Raema Inglis Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Stuart Capon Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/04/2021

grant bremner Whangarei New Zealand 12/04/2021

Emma Johns Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Dianne Musgrove Palmerston North 4414 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Mike Mckenzie Lower Hutt 5012 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Ross Cronin Cronin Whangarei 110 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Dave Carter Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Jayden Bartlett Napier 4144 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Allie Carroll Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Dale Coffey 6056 Australia 12/04/2021

Crix Rayner Brisbane 4000 Australia 12/04/2021

Hayden Climie Auckland 1148 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Carlos Gali Surfers Paradise 4217 Australia 12/04/2021

Joseph Kuan Sydney 2218 Australia 12/04/2021

Kane Munro Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Angel Fisher Sydney 2000 Australia 12/04/2021



Wayne Green Wellington 4737 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Jee Kim Sydney 2111 Australia 12/04/2021

Anna-Maria Fradelakis Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Ngaire Taute Merrylands 2160 Australia 12/04/2021

Carl Leenders Silverstream New Zealand 12/04/2021

A herrmann sydney 2000 Australia 12/04/2021

Anthea Huntly Wairua Bunbury 6230 Australia 12/04/2021

alisha snow Sydney 2000 Australia 12/04/2021

Katie Young Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Kyle Pohe Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/04/2021

Deanne Marie KIREKA Napier New Zealand 12/04/2021

Bodhi dey Kenthurst 2156 Australia 12/04/2021

Logan Haydon Wagga wagga 2000 Australia 12/04/2021

Craig Sandstrom 2112 Australia 12/04/2021

Chloe Clark Sydney Australia 12/04/2021

Tara Woods Cairns 4870 Australia 12/04/2021

Dallas Sowden Manningham 5086 Australia 12/04/2021

Rodney Parker Sydney 1001 Australia 12/04/2021

Tara Synnott 2230 Australia 12/04/2021

dakota witheridge Australia 12/04/2021

Tony Andrew 2145 Australia 13/04/2021

Ann Dowling 2299 Australia 13/04/2021

Sean Singleton Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021

Gordon Bagley Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Nina Barbo Melbourne 3000 Australia 13/04/2021

Anthony Bartsch Adelaide 5085 Australia 13/04/2021

Ian Piper Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021

ruby woodgate central coast 2110 Australia 13/04/2021

David Parsons Auckland New Zealand 13/04/2021

Dave Gaskin Hastings 4120 New Zealand 13/04/2021

John Conroy Melbourne 3095 Australia 13/04/2021

Raewyn Johns Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021

Harlan Summers Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Czelene Villanueva Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

sasha barr Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

kevin godwin Porirua 5010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Peter Gibson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Amanda Downie Buderim 4556 Australia 13/04/2021

Kenn Johnstone Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021

Ace Nguyen Perth 6050 Australia 13/04/2021

Sonia Szewczuk Cairns 4868 Australia 13/04/2021

doris yang New Zealand 13/04/2021

Sarah Entwistle Townsville 4810 Australia 13/04/2021

Bernardine Timmins 4107 Australia 13/04/2021

Tiffany Kolbert Pennant Hills 1715 Australia 13/04/2021

Xifeng Yuan Sydney 2212 Australia 13/04/2021

Andrew Hall Levin 5510 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Kylie Burling Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Dorian McAdam Lower Hutt 5010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Glynnys Allen Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021



Jason Armstrong Oberon 2787 Australia 13/04/2021

Grace Matthews Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

Pamela Rontzi Bankstown 2200 Australia 13/04/2021

Amelia Iannucci Pennant Hills 2120 Australia 13/04/2021

Alistaire Hall Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Yara Othman Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

Paul Le Roy Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Tania Budimir Cambridge Park 2747 Australia 13/04/2021

Owen Andrews Melbourne 3001 Australia 13/04/2021

Michael Kerry Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Graham Robb Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Gordon Hislop Wainuiomata 5014 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Bethany Wu Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

Maximus Morrison East Perth 6892 Australia 13/04/2021

Marcelle Daniels Kangaroo Flat 3555 Australia 13/04/2021

Theo Gordon Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Jasmin Taylor Ho 5165 Australia 13/04/2021

Obbae X Australia 13/04/2021

Shelley Manderson Beechboro 6063 Australia 13/04/2021

Ross placing 2262 Australia 13/04/2021

Katie Violic Perth 6001 Australia 13/04/2021

Geoff Sims Ellenbrook 6069 Australia 13/04/2021

Elena Anikeev Sydney 2763 Australia 13/04/2021

Saskia Heald Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Sasha Bundhoo Zetland 2017 Australia 13/04/2021

Lucy Slevison Melbourne 3146 Australia 13/04/2021

Caron Isaac 5019 Australia 13/04/2021

Harry Tear 2602 Australia 13/04/2021

Seth Bollenhagen Adelaide 5001 Australia 13/04/2021

Jahanzaib Ali Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

Sylvia Daniels Merrylands 2160 Australia 13/04/2021

Greg Guppy Australind 6233 Australia 13/04/2021

Peter Williams Wellington 6037 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Noeline Leary Gold Coast 4217 Australia 13/04/2021

Jasmine Mansfield Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Nick Brown Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Vincent Murphy Maroochydore 4558 Australia 13/04/2021

Daniela Koutlis Wallan 3756 Australia 13/04/2021

Ruby West. Australia 13/04/2021

Benjamin Peter Nigro Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021

Sanette Van Vollenstee Mount Maunganui New Zealand 13/04/2021

Paul Singleton Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Maria Sanchez Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

Jessica Samuels Bundaberg 4670 Australia 13/04/2021

David Treloar 5211 Australia 13/04/2021

Gabrielle Angeles Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Mark Bays Melbourne 3000 Australia 13/04/2021

Phanityy Uwu Lower Hutt New Zealand 13/04/2021

Keith Watt Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

allan Ritchie eNMORE 2042 Australia 13/04/2021



Jarrod Hudson Dunedin New Zealand 13/04/2021

feline briones Adelaide 5114 Australia 13/04/2021

Amanda Shrimpton Raymond Terrace 2324 Australia 13/04/2021

Justin Graham Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Sean Bates Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Callum Robertson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Rebecca Bennett Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Caroll smyth AUCKLAND New Zealand 13/04/2021

Blair Hughes Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Nicole Johnson Hamilton New Zealand 13/04/2021

Erwin Zurvas Sarina 4737 Australia 13/04/2021

Meisam Kahkeshan Perth 6000 Australia 13/04/2021

Georgia B Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Nina-Rae Saunders suffolk park 2481 Australia 13/04/2021

Samantha Bendall 2043 Australia 13/04/2021

Rene Saluz Auckland New Zealand 13/04/2021

flightsmith3@hotmail.com Colin SmithSaint Lucia 4067 Australia 13/04/2021

Jael Johnson Broome 6725 Australia 13/04/2021

Aaron McDonald Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Reg Barlow Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Leigh Williamson Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Vicki Cameron Couling Wellington 6012 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Teagen Thorburn 3340 Australia 13/04/2021

Dave Thomas Melton 3337 Australia 13/04/2021

Sophie Veitch Melbourne 3152 Australia 13/04/2021

Violet Sambrooks Brisbane 4006 Australia 13/04/2021

cassidy stephens boronia 3155 Australia 13/04/2021

Matthew Liddell Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021

Tiana Brown Wollongong 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

James Laughton Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Kiel Lobe Ewingsdale 2481 Australia 13/04/2021

Ella Rose Blacktown 2147 Australia 13/04/2021

Aria Kitchener Australia 13/04/2021

Celia Billing Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Kelly Kennedy Sydney 1001 Australia 13/04/2021

barry jessop masterton new zealand 5842 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Sophie Hart Australia 13/04/2021

Jenny Ginsberg Cottles Bridge 3099 Australia 13/04/2021

Tayla Warriner Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Sarah Murray 2000 Australia 13/04/2021

Alison Martin 2321 Australia 13/04/2021

kathryn mccallum Melbourne 3051 Australia 13/04/2021

John Kavanagh Banksia 2216 Australia 13/04/2021

Kathy Cvetkovski Perth 6001 Australia 13/04/2021

g lkjg Melbourne 3001 Australia 13/04/2021

Cristiana Ylagan Melbourne 3004 Australia 13/04/2021

amy likely Hamilton 4007 Australia 13/04/2021

Alison Laurie Paekakariki 5034 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Rupert Veitch 3185 Australia 13/04/2021

Allen Crise Melbourne Australia 13/04/2021



Deb Calligaro Bowen 4805 Australia 13/04/2021

Daniel Town Christchurch New Zealand 13/04/2021

Michelle Hart Auckland New Zealand 13/04/2021

Laurie Rose Sydney 2001 Australia 13/04/2021

Tim Harkness Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Elly Bursky Bondi 2026 Australia 13/04/2021

Karen Hardie Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021

phil martin Wellington, Wellington, New Zealand New Zealand 13/04/2021

Donna Wheeler 4165 Australia 13/04/2021

Iain Clague Auckland New Zealand 13/04/2021

Margaret Davis Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Timothy Zwart Wellington 6021 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Diane Hopkinson Auckland New Zealand 13/04/2021

Jessica Manning Coffs Harbour 2450 Australia 13/04/2021

Caitlin Grace Central Coast 2250 Australia 13/04/2021

Karen Old Whangarei 632 New Zealand 13/04/2021

Ella Veleba Liverpool 2170 Australia 13/04/2021

Alysia Sumanada Brunswick 3056 Australia 13/04/2021

Edward Manly Hassall Grove 2761 Australia 13/04/2021

Steve Mitchell Dural 2158 Australia 13/04/2021

Jarryd Sargent Melbourne 3136 Australia 13/04/2021

Lily Foster Melbourne 3190 Australia 13/04/2021

Hamish McGregor Wellington 6011 New Zealand 13/04/2021

evelyn cameron Adelaide 5001 Australia 13/04/2021

Bridget McC Brisbane 4000 Australia 13/04/2021

Olivia scott Melbourne 4001 Australia 14/04/2021

Deb Bird Auckland 1148 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Kira Sullivan Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Asriel Potter Coorparoo 4151 Australia 14/04/2021

Jess Chadburn 4216 Australia 14/04/2021

Hannah Anderson Auckland New Zealand 14/04/2021

Lucy Ma Sydney 2000 Australia 14/04/2021

Angela Goerling 6025 Australia 14/04/2021

Elizabeth Fong Melbourne 3000 Australia 14/04/2021

Jean Sydenham Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Susan McDonald Prahran 3181 Australia 14/04/2021

Angie Goodmil Melbourne 3000 Australia 14/04/2021

jane mcmillan Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Isabelle Powell East Maitland 2323 Australia 14/04/2021

Olivia Waardyk Rockhampton 4701 Australia 14/04/2021

Rianne Cristobal Perth 6001 Australia 14/04/2021

Isabelle Duro Brisbane 4001 Australia 14/04/2021

daniel mitchell Wellington New Zealand 14/04/2021

Kim Worth Redland Bay 4165 Australia 14/04/2021

Keira Lobegeiger Ipswich 4305 Australia 14/04/2021

Angela Aromin Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Shae Walsh Castle Cove 2069 Australia 14/04/2021

Jean Van Held Doncaster 3108 Australia 14/04/2021

Ebonie Turkilsen Bowen 4805 Australia 14/04/2021

emma savill 2481 Australia 14/04/2021



Bbjbv Bdbd Bbbb nbhg Australia 14/04/2021

Allen Travers Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

David Waters Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Sifu Wu Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Jennifer Lowe Hawthorne 4171 Australia 14/04/2021

Alyssa Nerney Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Michael Taylor Currumbin Valley 4003 Australia 14/04/2021

erin satherley Upper Hutt Christchurch New Zealand 14/04/2021

Sanjay Sircar 2602 Australia 14/04/2021

Stella Mason Sunbury 3429 Australia 14/04/2021

Darneet Chahil Melbourne 3000 Australia 14/04/2021

Connor Wilks Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/04/2021

ruby McIver Carlton 3053 Australia 14/04/2021

Peter Collins Adelaide 5241 Australia 14/04/2021

Jordee Newman Deer Park 3023 Australia 14/04/2021

Taryn Haynes Parklands 6180 Australia 14/04/2021

Jakob Inwood Mandurah 6210 Australia 14/04/2021

Olivier Quon-Legault Vancouver V5Y 2G5 Canada 14/04/2021

Mark Cunnington Capalaba 4157 Australia 14/04/2021

Sagar Pariyar Deepdene 3103 Australia 14/04/2021

Brent Sargeant Whanganui 4500 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Al Bealing New Zealand 14/04/2021

Nicholas Cull Waikanae Beach New Zealand 14/04/2021

Ruby Martel Sydney 2000 Australia 14/04/2021

Vicki Bealing Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Kirri Chandler Belmont 3216 Australia 14/04/2021

Jordan Grigg Mildura 3500 Australia 14/04/2021

Mark Else Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Tilly Herron Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Jaron McLeod Brisbane 4122 Australia 14/04/2021

Lucas Duong Palmerston North New Zealand 14/04/2021

Darryl Peterson Napier New Zealand 14/04/2021

Chris Hamilton Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Madeline Lam Melbourne 3001 Australia 14/04/2021

Jeff Ashby Peka Peka 3432 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Jemima Dundon Blackheath 2785 Australia 14/04/2021

Elizabeth Robinson 4066 Australia 14/04/2021

Leigh Eames 3862 Australia 14/04/2021

Chris Kas Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Luke Langford Perth 6065 Australia 14/04/2021

John Gore Auckland 1148 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Mike Biggans Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Shane Joyce Coorparoo 4151 Australia 14/04/2021

shani goldsbro Rosny Park 7009 Australia 14/04/2021

Amelia Hutchings Brisbane 4014 Australia 14/04/2021

Mark Dougan 6330 Australia 14/04/2021

Keira Lester Auckland New Zealand 14/04/2021

James Orme Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Sophie Haines-owen Wellington New Zealand 14/04/2021

Sarah Aldridge Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021



kristi mcierey 6210 Australia 14/04/2021

lisa bruce 4507 Australia 14/04/2021

roy adams upper hutt New Zealand 14/04/2021

Jingshi li Sydney 2000 Australia 14/04/2021

Rita Iuliano Tuross Head 2537 Australia 14/04/2021

Michelle Stewart Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Fairus Olana 5037 Australia 14/04/2021

caity shanks Christchurch New Zealand 14/04/2021

Hilary Williams Frankston 3199 Australia 14/04/2021

Zoe Jefferies Whangarei 112 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Helana Scott-Jones Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Muddassir Chowdhary Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Kelsey May Littlehampton 5250 Australia 14/04/2021

Levi Smith Lower Hutt 5014 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Oliver Robertson Durack 830 Australia 14/04/2021

Ottilie Nichols Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Lynda Mansell Wellington 6012 New Zealand 14/04/2021

lucy grevillea Sydney 2221 Australia 14/04/2021

Sue Austin 4031 Australia 14/04/2021

Shari Parker 4879 Australia 14/04/2021

lucy parker sunshine coast 4557 Australia 14/04/2021

Leanne Thornton Goulburn 2580 Australia 14/04/2021

Luke Scoot Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Sonia Mckee Park ridge south 4125 Australia 14/04/2021

Helen Grenfell 3555 Australia 14/04/2021

Victoria Vu Sydney 2000 Australia 14/04/2021

Daniela MacAulay 2095 Australia 14/04/2021

Nancy Peterson Kaitaia 410 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Michele Stewart Whangarei New Zealand 14/04/2021

Dave Marchant Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Kate Lannen Herston 4006 Australia 14/04/2021

Maddy Shaw perth Australia 14/04/2021

Charmaine Duggen 2500 Australia 14/04/2021

Fabian Oyola West End 4101 Australia 14/04/2021

Tia Willson Caboolture 4510 Australia 14/04/2021

Ewa Maria Krukowska Woodpark 2164 Australia 14/04/2021

Vassilios Lygiros Chicago Illinois 60643 US 14/04/2021

u/ EyeOfTheMemes Burwood 3125 Australia 14/04/2021

Bevan Jackson Perth 6001 Australia 14/04/2021

tony webster toowoomba 4350 Australia 14/04/2021

Jack White Sevin 2147 Australia 14/04/2021

John Knap Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Alfonso Tenorio Point Cook 3030 Australia 14/04/2021

shannon adams Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

sonya Smith Lower Hutt New Zealand 14/04/2021

George Plimmer Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Mell Sinnerton Mandurah 6210 Australia 14/04/2021

Kishore Simha Hamilton New Zealand 14/04/2021

Susan Slater Wellington New Zealand 14/04/2021

Rox Orange Dannevirke 4930 New Zealand 14/04/2021



Leighton Davies Wellington New Zealand 14/04/2021

Frank Slee Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Matilda Hawker Sydney 2000 Australia 14/04/2021

Ian Miller Auckland New Zealand 14/04/2021

Rob Mooar Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Leigh Hooper lower hutt New Zealand 14/04/2021

Peter Hawke Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Cat Dickens Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Phillip Dunn Brisbane Australia 14/04/2021

Fiona Fleming Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Geoff Hass Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/04/2021

Darren Weston Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Riley Petersen Brisbane 4061 Australia 14/04/2021

Lindsay Bray Dunedin New Zealand 14/04/2021

Jake Southey Auckland 1010 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Macgregor Haines 2017 Australia 14/04/2021

Helen Burfield-Mills Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Malcolm Bourke Farrer 2607 Australia 14/04/2021

Kelvin Napier Wellington 6021 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Alex Hockley Wellington New Zealand 14/04/2021

Lesley Millard 4005 Australia 14/04/2021

Graham Dredge Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Thamazine Edson Lower Hutt 5010 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Susan Ottesen Sydney 2000 Australia 14/04/2021

Julie Shanks Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/04/2021

caitlin oh Hamilton 4007 Australia 14/04/2021

Tina Harnett Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 14/04/2021

Mark Adams Rotorua New Zealand 14/04/2021

Simon Farac Auckland 1148 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Kayla burton Wellington New Zealand 15/04/2021

VIK sarakula Sans Souci 2219 Australia 15/04/2021

Dalemore Goodman New Plymouth 4310 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Chris Mcfie Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Alana Le Comte Wellington 6012 New Zealand 15/04/2021

lianne Boucher Auckland 1072 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Brent Phillips Wellington New Zealand 15/04/2021

Pam Butwell Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Lisa McGregor New Zealand 15/04/2021

George Hewitt Lower Hutt New Zealand 15/04/2021

Mark Whitehead Auckland 1010 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Roger Fawbert Auckland New Zealand 15/04/2021

Sharron Tassell lower hutt New Zealand 15/04/2021

Julie Cameron Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Ron Love Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Amanda trass palmerston New Zealand 15/04/2021

Aster London Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Sara Sahagian Christchurch 8042 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Charlie Mears Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Judi Kercher Palmerston North 3204 New Zealand 15/04/2021

Margaret Subritzky Upper Hutt New Zealand 16/04/2021



Angie Perez-cagara Auckland 1041 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Savanna lynch Palmerston North 4412 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Christine Bautista Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Ashley Lowe Christchurch New Zealand 16/04/2021

Timothy Bee Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Dennis Howe Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Stephen Mclay Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Caden Scott Auckland 1150 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Dylan Cee New Zealand 16/04/2021

Avril Booysen Auckland New Zealand 16/04/2021

Lily-Jean Meyrick Auckland 1024 New Zealand 16/04/2021

M C Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Jayda Lalloo Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Sabina Pregl Wellington New Zealand 16/04/2021

Lumo Sane Levin 5510 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Liam Mckinney Christchurch New Zealand 16/04/2021

Ashleigh Cummings Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/04/2021

Ella Nguyen Auckland New Zealand 17/04/2021

William Vaughan Christchurch New Zealand 17/04/2021

Cilia-Marie Po’e Auckland New Zealand 17/04/2021

Sam North Auckland New Zealand 17/04/2021

Debbie Bulla Perth 6082 Australia 17/04/2021

hayley milne Wellington New Zealand 17/04/2021

Marie Lizurek Tauranga New Zealand 17/04/2021

Mia Davis Auckland 1010 New Zealand 17/04/2021

Amber Baddeley Tauranga New Zealand 17/04/2021

CrazyComedyKid :) Christchurch New Zealand 17/04/2021

Crisie Clark Whangarei New Zealand 17/04/2021

Gus McMillan Auckland 1148 New Zealand 17/04/2021

Grace Stewart Christchurch 8042 New Zealand 17/04/2021

Emily Hickling Halswell New Zealand 17/04/2021

Gianna Thomson Hamilton New Zealand 17/04/2021

David Rothschild Lyneham 2602 Australia 17/04/2021

Josephine Lea Auckland New Zealand 17/04/2021

Peach Solayzia Christchurch New Zealand 17/04/2021

Charmaine Antigo Wellington New Zealand 17/04/2021

Amber Woolcock Lower Hutt New Zealand 17/04/2021

Scarlett Ritchie Auckland New Zealand 17/04/2021

chelsea mcintosh Havelock North 4130 New Zealand 17/04/2021

Ataahua Hohaia Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Harper Graham Tauranga New Zealand 18/04/2021

francesca sigal Wellington New Zealand 18/04/2021

Maddison Roscoe Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Ronan Harbott Palmerston North New Zealand 18/04/2021

jack guinibert Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Lena Faisal Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Alister Richardson Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Seren White Whakatane New Zealand 18/04/2021

Hanna Baldwin Wellington New Zealand 18/04/2021

Roger Whitmarsh Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/04/2021



Angela Nunez Christchurch New Zealand 18/04/2021

Clay Kokai Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Serisa Laloata Christchurch New Zealand 18/04/2021

Sidak Paul Hamilton New Zealand 18/04/2021

A Person Auckland New Zealand 18/04/2021

Cameron M Bell Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Kieta Marsters Rotorua New Zealand 18/04/2021

Carl Arnold Napier New Zealand 18/04/2021

Robert Hamilton Auckland 1010 New Zealand 18/04/2021

lucy howard Auckland New Zealand 18/04/2021

Toni Atkins auckland New Zealand 18/04/2021

Manpreet Singh Auckland New Zealand 18/04/2021

Anthony Gaskin New Zealand 18/04/2021

Avee Belhamine Hamilton 3214 New Zealand 18/04/2021

Fiona Brennan Putaruru New Zealand 19/04/2021

Jim McKelvie Dunedin New Zealand 19/04/2021

Conan Butler Auckland New Zealand 19/04/2021

Jessica Miller Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/04/2021

Margot Gnonlonfoun Richmond 3121 Australia 19/04/2021

Bianca Barrington Wellington New Zealand 19/04/2021

Jeong Whan Lee Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/04/2021

Jyoti Talekar Carlingford 2118 Australia 19/04/2021

Samuel Galpin Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/04/2021

Jessie McCulloch Sydney 2220 Australia 19/04/2021

stephen holmes Westmead 2145 Australia 19/04/2021

Julius Hamprecht Curl Curl 2096 Australia 19/04/2021

Tabitha McCrory Colyton 2760 Australia 19/04/2021

tilly murphy Coburg 3058 Australia 19/04/2021

Pat Flynnogan Balwyn North 3104 Australia 19/04/2021

Jamie Sellar Belfield 2191 Australia 19/04/2021

Olivia Sinclair Porirua 5026 New Zealand 19/04/2021

Marcus Brown New Plymouth New Zealand 19/04/2021

andrew AUCKLand Auckland New Zealand 19/04/2021

Yes Yes Auckland 1010 New Zealand 19/04/2021

Jupiter Kerr Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 19/04/2021

Kate Meadows Rangiora New Zealand 19/04/2021

Sarah Tesfay Auckland New Zealand 19/04/2021

Ella Kraft Whangarei New Zealand 19/04/2021

Evie McInteer Hastings New Zealand 19/04/2021

Nicole Gibson Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 19/04/2021

molly campbell christchurch New Zealand 19/04/2021

Heather Garside Christchurch 8023 New Zealand 19/04/2021

Andrew Pascall Wellington New Zealand 19/04/2021

Yara Shmisany Auckland New Zealand 19/04/2021

Sarah Parker Napier New Zealand 19/04/2021

Oisin Calder Nelson 7010 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Nate Jacomb Wellington 6021 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Bella Moran Christchurch New Zealand 20/04/2021

Miranda Harle Upper Hutt 5019 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Gwen Chaloner Auckland 1010 New Zealand 20/04/2021



Rochelle Dalziel Wellington 6037 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Amelia Grace Nelson 7045 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Charlie Moore Boronia 3155 Australia 20/04/2021

Emma Hyde New Zealand 20/04/2021

Nadia Leibowitz Brisbane 4000 Australia 20/04/2021

Howard Adams Dunedin New Zealand 20/04/2021

Joshua Van Rixel Auckland New Zealand 20/04/2021

Liam Murdoch Auckland 1010 New Zealand 20/04/2021

josh old New Zealand 20/04/2021

Geoff Wood Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Kennedy Currie Auckland New Zealand 20/04/2021

izzy kitty Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Amber Henry Wellington 6021 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Eater Miner Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 20/04/2021

Bev McIntyre Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/04/2021

lauren marlow Wellington 6021 New Zealand 21/04/2021

Jessica Sherwood Kawerau New Zealand 21/04/2021

Culture CHCHange New Zealand 21/04/2021

Ayesha l Looyestyn Christchurch New Zealand 21/04/2021

Shenali Thuring Auckland New Zealand 21/04/2021

Melissa Sayer Christchurch 8141 New Zealand 21/04/2021

Tania Takiaho Auckland New Zealand 21/04/2021

Grayson Stanway New Zealand 21/04/2021

Vanessa Tam Christchurch New Zealand 21/04/2021

Yasas Wijeratna Hamilton New Zealand 21/04/2021

Devon Atiga Kawakawa bay New Zealand 21/04/2021

Sam O’Carroll Christchurch New Zealand 22/04/2021

Craig Lovegrove Waitakere New Zealand 22/04/2021

Alexei Volkov Auckland New Zealand 22/04/2021

Cat West New Plymouth 4310 New Zealand 23/04/2021

Bonnie Lin Auckland New Zealand 23/04/2021

@pretzelniche on insta Oof New Zealand 23/04/2021

Warren Vance Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 23/04/2021

Jacob Wright Sydney 2000 Australia 23/04/2021

Zed Lui Melbourne 3000 Australia 23/04/2021

Emily Grant Hamilton New Zealand 23/04/2021

Olivia Shaw Brisbane 4300 Australia 23/04/2021

Tayce Brown Brisbane 4064 Australia 23/04/2021

Gail Rogers Papatoetoe 1003 New Zealand 23/04/2021

Justin Lucas North Gosford 2250 Australia 23/04/2021

Phil DEVITT 2120 Australia 23/04/2021

Emma Cunningham Emerald 3782 Australia 23/04/2021

Ian Thompson 2546 Australia 23/04/2021

Vasundhra Rathi Constitution Hill 2145 Australia 23/04/2021

Stuart Dow Maitland 2320 Australia 23/04/2021

JOHN RUSKIN Brisbane 4511 Australia 24/04/2021

Simon Plummer Auckland New Zealand 24/04/2021

Monica Haddad Sydney 2146 Australia 24/04/2021

Gaby hirst New Zealand 25/04/2021

Bob Allen Bouchette Canada 25/04/2021



carl frederiksom Wellington New Zealand 26/04/2021

Kiaya-Jayne Carson Hastings 4120 New Zealand 26/04/2021

Isabella Evans Winton New Zealand 26/04/2021

James Lancaster Christchurch New Zealand 26/04/2021

Ben Hollis Carterton 5791 New Zealand 26/04/2021

Ava rose Auckland New Zealand 27/04/2021

Emma Flett Hamilton New Zealand 27/04/2021

george baker wellington New Zealand 27/04/2021

Robyn Fendall Waitakere 604 New Zealand 27/04/2021

Ethan Loveridge Wellington 6021 New Zealand 28/04/2021

Dangelo Haimau Auckland 1010 New Zealand 29/04/2021

Shelley Dainton Gore New Zealand 29/04/2021

Jack Corbin Auckland 1010 New Zealand 29/04/2021

Molly Hjert Wellington New Zealand 29/04/2021

Katrina Khokhar Sunbury 3429 Australia 1/05/2021

Chris Read Wellington 6021 New Zealand 1/05/2021

Jeremy Gush Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 2/05/2021

Riba Greally Masterton 5810 New Zealand 10/05/2021

Vik Fern Wellington 6021 New Zealand 11/05/2021

Ros Wech Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 12/05/2021

John Spoth Melbourne 3000 Australia 13/05/2021

Alex Pahl Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/05/2021

Joshua Campbell Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/05/2021

Kieran Osullivan Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/05/2021

Terry Coxon Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 21/05/2021

Erin Laws Wellington 6021 New Zealand 22/05/2021

Andrew Verissimo Auckland 1011 New Zealand 25/05/2021

Joel Jackson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 27/05/2021

Yunke Cui Hamilton 3216 New Zealand 3/06/2021

Maya Blandford Browns Bay New Zealand 3/06/2021

Ngahuia Taukamo Auckland New Zealand 3/06/2021

Tegan Gross Horsham 3401 Australia 3/06/2021

kev stones 3135 Australia 3/06/2021

Addie R The Gap 4061 Australia 3/06/2021

Karen Miller 3555 Australia 3/06/2021

Elna Abdulwahab 3500 Australia 3/06/2021

delixae bakemi Melbourne 3001 Australia 3/06/2021

Sarbjit Bangar Melbourne 3000 Australia 3/06/2021

Tom Armstrong Carnes Hill 2171 Australia 3/06/2021

Connor Dixon Gold Coast 4209 Australia 3/06/2021

Diya Ebey Perth 6000 Australia 3/06/2021

Tiega Orr Bermagui 2546 Australia 3/06/2021

riley gillespie Cabramatta 2166 Australia 3/06/2021

Annalise Madaschi Sydney 2000 Australia 3/06/2021

Heidi Harrison Perth 6000 Australia 3/06/2021

Anastasia Triantafillopoulos Thornbury 3071 Australia 3/06/2021

Jessica Upton Kyogle 2145 Australia 3/06/2021

Margarita Ramfos Adelaide 5001 Australia 3/06/2021

Liam Carpenter Darwin 810 Australia 3/06/2021

Mike Parker Napier City 4144 New Zealand 3/06/2021



Jean Francis Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 3/06/2021

Serena Sandor 4211 Australia 3/06/2021

Dars Makowiecki 4217 Australia 3/06/2021

Harshjot Bindra Tarneit 3029 Australia 3/06/2021

Ayla Emmerson 3939 Australia 3/06/2021

Ty Honey Australia 3/06/2021

Liz Rob Glen Waverley 3150 Australia 3/06/2021

Daniel Butturini Brisbane 4000 Australia 3/06/2021

Lucas Theodorou Keysborough 3173 Australia 3/06/2021

Nicholas Conomos Sydney 2000 Australia 3/06/2021

Georgina Baker 4566 Australia 4/06/2021

Mark Fraser 2508 Australia 4/06/2021

Lena Preissler Brisbane 4000 Australia 4/06/2021

Kevin Brims Sydney 2000 Australia 4/06/2021

Rhys Cleland Slacks Creek 4127 Australia 4/06/2021

Darren Gs 3910 Australia 4/06/2021

Therese Fisher Brisbane 4061 Australia 5/06/2021

Kai Khaw Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

April Christie Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Vipanjot Kaur Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Brent Hopley Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Trish Tupangaia Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Emma Tupangaia Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Gregory Day Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Alex Beckett Wellington New Zealand 6/06/2021

Kim Gibbs Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Shirley Te Whaiti Napier 4110 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Terri Hape Wellington 6021 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Sienna Kasieli Auckland 1010 New Zealand 6/06/2021

Anne Smith Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 6/06/2021

adam read auckland New Zealand 9/06/2021

Steve Young Christchurch 8013 New Zealand 12/06/2021

Stephen Pritchard Wellington 6021 New Zealand 12/06/2021

Richard Hill Wellington 6022 New Zealand 13/06/2021

Taiese Iopu Australia 13/06/2021

Hester van der Straaten Albany 6330 Australia 13/06/2021

Aiden Wilson Auckland New Zealand 13/06/2021

Melannie Mcdonald Brisbane 4101 Australia 13/06/2021

Kolusion Lyndon Hamilton New Zealand 13/06/2021

Fazia Pearson Melbourne 3000 Australia 13/06/2021

Ashley-Jae Stowe Whangarei New Zealand 13/06/2021

Tamara Bailey Auckland New Zealand 13/06/2021

Andrew Dickison Christchurch New Zealand 13/06/2021

Adam Glover wellington 99709 New Zealand 15/06/2021

Tim Toulmin Upper Hutt 6037 New Zealand 15/06/2021

H W Auckland New Zealand 17/06/2021

Cory-Lee Van Ree-Keepa Naenae New Zealand 22/06/2021

Tanya Day Kurmond 2757 Australia 24/06/2021

Sarah Driffill Palmerston North New Zealand 24/06/2021

Emma Wimpory Auckland New Zealand 24/06/2021



Clancy Quirk Traralgon 3844 Australia 24/06/2021

veroniqa viernes Christchurch 8011 New Zealand 24/06/2021

emily hallman armidale 2350 Australia 24/06/2021

Taciana Pereira de Lima Eggleton New Zealand 24/06/2021

Judi Pullen Melbourne 3004 Australia 24/06/2021

Julia Hansen Whanganui New Zealand 24/06/2021

Duncan Appleton Upperhutt New Zealand 28/06/2021

Matthew Renner Sydney 2000 Australia 3/07/2021

Wikus Pretorius Lower Hutt New Zealand 4/07/2021

Moira Ross Wellington 0 New Zealand 7/07/2021

Betty Ross Wellington 6021 New Zealand 7/07/2021

Gtaeme Harlow Wellington 6021 New Zealand 7/07/2021

Nelly Rentta Wellington 6021 New Zealand 16/07/2021

Murray Thessman Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 21/07/2021

Aiden Swan Auckland New Zealand 21/07/2021

Hue Le Phan Melbourne 3025 Australia 21/07/2021

Sabine Julieka Danelon 555 22 2142 Australia 21/07/2021

Sairusi Momoedonu Sydney 2001 Australia 21/07/2021

David Jabbour Sydney 2000 Australia 21/07/2021

MIchael Henly Adelaide 5095 Australia 22/07/2021

Lorraine Bartlett Chiswick 3806 Australia 22/07/2021

Kasey Hoskins Thornbury 3071 Australia 22/07/2021

Chiara Mastra Australia 22/07/2021

Marek Turski-Szendzielarz Williamstown 3016 Australia 22/07/2021

Raymond T L Misinale 2173 Australia 22/07/2021

Matthew Brown 2209 Australia 22/07/2021

Sean Campbell sydney 2043 Australia 22/07/2021

Aradia Rose Australia 22/07/2021

Dawn Anderson Sydney 2000 Australia 22/07/2021

Bryan Lim Perth 6148 Australia 22/07/2021

Hayley Woolsey Brisbane 4121 Australia 22/07/2021

l y n lin Camberwell 3124 Australia 22/07/2021

Lucas Hetebry Sorell 7172 Australia 22/07/2021

DARIA HADLEY Guyra 2365 Australia 22/07/2021

hen hah sydney 2000 Australia 22/07/2021

Catriona Gath 6311 Australia 22/07/2021

Elisa Kendall Upwey 3158 Australia 22/07/2021

Merv Renton 5014 Australia 22/07/2021

Paul Maher 2319 Australia 22/07/2021

Karl D'Arcy-Wright Upper Hutt New Zealand 28/07/2021

Tamsyn Snowdon Hamilton New Zealand 28/07/2021

Tom Smith Hamilton 3210 New Zealand 29/07/2021

Russell Bidgood Melbourne 3001 Australia 29/07/2021

Samuel Tharratt Te Awamutu 1010 New Zealand 30/07/2021

Blake Jackson Wellington New Zealand 1/08/2021

Alexander Gordon Wellington New Zealand 4/08/2021

Logan Loye auckland New Zealand 12/08/2021

Ashleigh Ward 4209 Australia 15/08/2021

Erin Logan Sunshine Coast 4558 Australia 15/08/2021

Paul Appleby Randwick 2031 Australia 15/08/2021



Nyah Chittock Christchurch New Zealand 15/08/2021

Tara wrigley 2429 Australia 15/08/2021

James Pead Valley View, Adelaide, SA 5093 Australia 15/08/2021

Letitia Yates Ballarat 3350 Australia 15/08/2021

N A Shepparton 3630 Australia 15/08/2021

Jazmine Cameron 2481 Australia 15/08/2021

Yo Mamba Bateau Bay 2261 Australia 15/08/2021

David Billing Auckland New Zealand 15/08/2021

Margaret Papalois 301 Australia 15/08/2021

Nathan Crowe 3053 Australia 15/08/2021

Kayly Haigh 2420 Australia 15/08/2021

Brittney Cevec 3172 Australia 15/08/2021

Summer Donnelly Sydney 2000 Australia 15/08/2021

Shami Oshana Gladesville 2111 Australia 15/08/2021

Anthea Groessler Salisbury 4109 Australia 15/08/2021

Coco Peter Adelaide 5001 Australia 15/08/2021

Vania Martins Glenfield 2167 Australia 15/08/2021

Debby Willette Greencastle 46135 Australia 15/08/2021

Nakita Fearn Christchurch New Zealand 15/08/2021

Erin Baxter Sydney 2170 Australia 15/08/2021

Mary Howe Grovedale 3216 Australia 15/08/2021

Karen Mackey 2264 Australia 15/08/2021

Charlotte Duce Harrismith 6361 Australia 15/08/2021

Brady Gray Croydon 3136 Australia 15/08/2021

Elijah Manzini Sydney 2567 Australia 15/08/2021

Tony Braggins Wellington 6021 New Zealand 15/08/2021

Dani Pipilakis 3178 Australia 16/08/2021

Hayley Hales 2528 Australia 16/08/2021

Emily Nguyen Kilaben Bay 2283 Australia 16/08/2021

Sean Kusel Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/08/2021

Cameron Seay Lower Hutt 5042 New Zealand 16/08/2021

Kate Fermin Auckland 1010 New Zealand 16/08/2021

Philip Johnstone 2223 Australia 16/08/2021

Katie Girvan Upper Hutt New Zealand 21/08/2021

Dean Stewart Auckland New Zealand 11/09/2021

Heather B Melbourne Australia 11/09/2021

Steven Tubb Sale 3850 Australia 11/09/2021

Jules Vel Australia 11/09/2021

Helen Richardson Sydney 2000 Australia 11/09/2021

Linda Heagney New Zealand 11/09/2021

Jacob Griffith Penrith, NSW, Australia 2749 Australia 11/09/2021

Roxy Havard 2068 Australia 11/09/2021

Deborah Ryan Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/09/2021

Ritisha Mistry welligton New Zealand 11/09/2021

Kate Riddick Christchurch New Zealand 11/09/2021

John Woodall New Zealand 11/09/2021

David Woodall Christchurch 8041 New Zealand 11/09/2021

Heather Howard Lower Hutt 5010 New Zealand 12/09/2021

Graeme Lyon Lower Hutt New Zealand 12/09/2021

Graham Badger Woking EnglandGU21 UK 12/09/2021



Tony Ward Lower Hutt New Zealand 13/09/2021

Kavya Sanem New Zealand 13/09/2021

Miroslava Jurcik 2099 Australia 13/09/2021

Lyri Ter Auckland New Zealand 13/09/2021

Lincoln Manning Adelaide 5001 Australia 13/09/2021

Eva Beesley Alderley 4051 Australia 13/09/2021

Connor Chapman Colac 3250 Australia 13/09/2021

Charles Fitzpatrick Bendigo 3550 Australia 13/09/2021

Tania Ranoldo 3000 Australia 13/09/2021

Julie Zhu 2220 Australia 13/09/2021

Lucas Hitchin Newcastle 2300 Australia 13/09/2021

Brayden Younger MANDURAH 6210 Australia 13/09/2021

Cameron Fenech Clayton 3168 Australia 13/09/2021

Michelle Barton 2259 Australia 13/09/2021

Andrea Fern Perth 6000 Australia 13/09/2021

Larry Lo Hinchinbrook 2168 Australia 13/09/2021

Nicky Luo Auckland New Zealand 13/09/2021

Jasmeen Kaur Auckland New Zealand 13/09/2021

Bill Penney New Zealand 13/09/2021

Terence Abdon New Zealand 13/09/2021

Saniya Chaudhari Auckland New Zealand 13/09/2021

Laura Thompson New Zealand 13/09/2021

Dav Nicastro Melbourne 3000 Australia 13/09/2021

Courtney JJ 2251 Australia 13/09/2021

Dara Knezevic Adelaide 5033 Australia 13/09/2021

Gyan Kumar Rozelle 2039 Australia 13/09/2021

Adrian Stewart Wollongong 2517 Australia 13/09/2021

Kim G Sydney 2000 Australia 13/09/2021

ragna defreitas 4019 Australia 14/09/2021

Samia NADER Moorebank 1875 Australia 14/09/2021

Debra wright Hill Top 2575 Australia 14/09/2021

isobel williams Victoria 3977 Australia 14/09/2021

Katrina Fuller-Green Terrigal 2260 Australia 14/09/2021

Kirralee Moylan Belmore 2192 Australia 14/09/2021

Hairy Ding dong Ballarat 3350 Australia 14/09/2021

Tracey Ritchie Edensor Park 2176 Australia 14/09/2021

M Cowley Sydney 2745 Australia 14/09/2021

Jaiden Thornton Tatura 3206 Australia 14/09/2021

Amani Neate Perth 6001 Australia 14/09/2021

Chantelle Mowbray East Maitland 2323 Australia 14/09/2021

Craig Hesse Keysborough 3173 Australia 14/09/2021

Sarah Berelowitz Rose Bay 2029 Australia 14/09/2021

Jasmine Aboughattas Hawthorn 3122 Australia 14/09/2021

Jodi Phillips 2031 Australia 14/09/2021

Simone White 3103 Australia 14/09/2021

Sarah Badaruddin Jalil Kuala Lumpur 4878 Australia 14/09/2021

Angelee Fitzgibbons Sydney 2233 Australia 14/09/2021

Damien Burge 2905 Australia 14/09/2021

Polina Tokitsis Alexandria 1435 Australia 14/09/2021

M K Sans Souci 2219 Australia 14/09/2021



Ozlem Urludag Ropes Crossing 2760 Australia 14/09/2021

Margaret Lee Cranbrook 4814 Australia 14/09/2021

dylan manthorpe port lincoln 5606 Australia 14/09/2021

Elisha Davis Brisbane 4000 Australia 14/09/2021

Nick Valentini Melbourne 3004 Australia 14/09/2021

Lily Faull Adelaide 5159 Australia 14/09/2021

Dominique Radnai 2011 Australia 14/09/2021

Maria-Cristina E Kellyville 2155 Australia 14/09/2021

Donna Burns Preston 3072 Australia 14/09/2021

John Loureiro Australia 14/09/2021

Jasmine Soldado Sydney 2073 Australia 14/09/2021

Scott Bonham Elizabeth Vale 5112 Australia 14/09/2021

Jasmine Price Berowra 2081 Australia 14/09/2021

Jasmine Yoo Caversham 6055 Australia 14/09/2021

Royce Bennett Australia 14/09/2021

Sharif Khan Orange 2800 Australia 14/09/2021

Kerry Spoelma Peakhurst 2210 Australia 14/09/2021

Chloe Li Concord 2137 Australia 14/09/2021

Jack Field Wellington New Zealand 15/09/2021

Marvin Jones New Zealand 19/09/2021

Alison Lewis Auckland New Zealand 24/09/2021

Marie Groves Melbourne 3174 Australia 11/11/2021

Kathleen Haskell Auckland New Zealand 11/11/2021

Navdeep Singh New Zealand 11/11/2021

Sharon Humphrey Taranaki New Zealand 11/11/2021

SinghGagandeep Sanghagagan22@yahoo.comNew Plymouth New Zealand 11/11/2021

Jasmine Speechley Sydney 2046 Australia 11/11/2021

Elena Hantes Australia 11/11/2021

Kim geilman Perth 6112 Australia 11/11/2021

Georgia Moulton Balwyn North 3104 Australia 11/11/2021

Chloe Loader Merimbula 2548 Australia 11/11/2021

Robert Saini Eltham 3095 Australia 11/11/2021

Cam Pawson New Zealand 25/11/2021

Roxy Langeveldt Upper hutt New Zealand 5/02/2022

Fiona Woodhouse Upper hutt New Zealand 24/04/2022

Declan Ingram 2615 New Zealand 5/06/2022

Lucy Neville Wellington 6022 New Zealand 5/06/2022

Robyn Campbell lower hutt New Zealand 5/06/2022

john leahy upperhutt New Zealand 5/06/2022

Paul Reynolds Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 5/06/2022

Reid Hebden New Zealand 6/06/2022

Stacey Oliver Wellington New Zealand 6/06/2022

liam sullivan upper hutt New Zealand 18/06/2022

Michael Johnson New Zealand 19/06/2022

aNASTACIA kIRK Auckland New Zealand 19/06/2022

Sabin Perkins dunedin New Zealand 20/06/2022

Matthew Butler Wellington 6011 New Zealand 28/06/2022

Dave Kerse New Zealand 2/07/2022

Josh Lindsay New Zealand 3/07/2022

Denise Laing Lower Hutt New Zealand 3/07/2022



ICECOLD SomeDude Hoppers Crossing 3029 Australia 3/07/2022

Mickie Lynch Ipswich 4305 Australia 3/07/2022

Vicki Jones Ryde 2112 Australia 3/07/2022

Dianne Kerse New Zealand 4/07/2022

Jess newton New Zealand 4/07/2022

Lynley Johnson 5065 Australia 4/07/2022

heidi wilson New Zealand 4/07/2022

Frank Poprawa Sydney 2767 Australia 4/07/2022

Cuckin Funt Canberra 2600 Australia 4/07/2022

Athena Elizabeth Adelaide 5047 Australia 4/07/2022

Will Stringer Melbourne 3000 Australia 4/07/2022

Elyce Bates 2285 Australia 4/07/2022

Lili Pown Sydney 2000 Australia 4/07/2022

Joy Watters Pascoe Vale 3044 Australia 4/07/2022

Elsie Veronica Flor Canberra 2612 Australia 4/07/2022

Blake Robinson Auckland New Zealand 19/07/2022

Brad Lovejoy Richmond 3121 Australia 21/07/2022

emma smith Brisbane 4000 Australia 21/07/2022

Oliver Meade 2320 Australia 21/07/2022

stace bawden Brisbane 4580 Australia 21/07/2022

Phoenix Mcgann Melbourne 3000 Australia 21/07/2022

Leeroy Hart Burwood 2134 Australia 21/07/2022

Htar Khin Tempe 2044 Australia 21/07/2022

Alexander Naidos Melbourne 3000 Australia 21/07/2022

Darcy Omeara Perth 6015 Australia 21/07/2022

Raquel Henson 2154 Australia 21/07/2022

Diwen Yu Sydney 2141 Australia 21/07/2022

Sarah Abdah Melbourne 3000 Australia 21/07/2022

Aida Abdah Melbourne 3000 Australia 21/07/2022

Arthur Theodoropoulos 2206 Australia 21/07/2022

Kathleen Pace Perth 6112 Australia 21/07/2022

Michael Costello Sydney 2214 Australia 21/07/2022

Naoise Bower Australia 21/07/2022

Tony Zheng Hurstville 2220 Australia 21/07/2022

Belinda Smithers Canberra 2600 Australia 21/07/2022

Milena Stojcevska 3021 Australia 21/07/2022

The guy21 Hydarbeg Coodanup 6210 Australia 21/07/2022

Charlie K Adelaide 5137 Australia 21/07/2022

Peter Misich Wellington New Zealand 9/08/2022

Fiona Standen Wellington New Zealand 13/08/2022

Kendall Herbert Wellington New Zealand 15/09/2022

Neil Haverfieldl New Zealand 18/09/2022

Cagan Burrows New Zealand 18/09/2022

Christian Woods New Zealand 20/09/2022

Rob Harrison New Zealand 24/09/2022

Joe West New Zealand 2/10/2022

Sharon Parlane New Zealand 2/10/2022

Logan McLean Wellington 6021 New Zealand 2/10/2022

Stephen kemp Kogarah 2217 New Zealand 3/10/2022

Aden Holmes New Zealand 3/10/2022



Moiri Hika New Zealand 5/10/2022

Daniel West Wellington 6021 New Zealand 8/10/2022

Jacqui Derham New Zealand 13/10/2022

Shayne Fairbrother New Zealand 14/10/2022

Julie Cowan Wellington New Zealand 30/10/2022



Name City State Postal CodeCountry Date Comment
geoff tookey Raglan New Zealand 11/03/2021 "I am a volunteer on a local steam railway and know how important this is."
Kevin Boyd New Zealand 11/03/2021 "We do not want OUR HISTORY WIPED OUT."
Brendon Lee Haumoana New Zealand 11/03/2021 "For future generations to come"
Craig 
McSkimming Lower Hutt New Zealand 11/03/2021 "This railway is a part of our history and needs to be retained"
Shannan Stafford-
Hyde Palmerston North New Zealand 11/03/2021

"I'm utterly sick of these so called "developments" ruining amazing locations of interest 
and great kiwi icons!!!"

Elizabeth King Invercargill 9810 New Zealand 11/03/2021 "It needs to be protected for future generations to enjoy"

Les Downey Brisbane 4114 Australia 11/03/2021

"I'm appalled to think Council have so little consideration for such a vibrant recreational 
and tourist facility that is not a drain on ratepayers. Any excuses that it will not affect 
future viability of Silverstream Railway are not valid as other such promises have been 
shown to be. If Council thinks it such a great idea put the idea out to a referendum and 
prove it. Each time I have returned to NZ Silverstream Railway has been my only point of 
interest in the Hutt Valley"

Michael Shearer Auckland New Zealand 11/03/2021 "That is horrible, as a volunteer at another heritage railway, this needs to stop."
William Hall Christchurch 8041 New Zealand 11/03/2021 "It makes sense"
Jacinda Ardern Auckland 1010 New Zealand 11/03/2021 "Be Kind"
Paul Sanderson Taupo 3110 New Zealand 12/03/2021 "We need to save out heritage"
George Powrie Tauranga New Zealand 12/03/2021 "I can."
Scotty Rankin Auckland, New Zealand New Zealand 12/03/2021 "Heritage rail needs to be protected in any way it can."

Wayne Bardsley Dunedin 9059 New Zealand 12/03/2021
"I am Signing this Petition because am a believer in Saving Railways around New 
Zealand."

Robert webber Hamilton New Zealand 12/03/2021
"Save this resource for future generations.Then the railway can show case a slice of new 
zealand's past history."

kenneth ferris nelson . New Zealand 12/03/2021
"This is a great asset for the local area and the rest of New Zealand and must be 
protected for the future ."

Thomas Baker Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021
"It's a immersive piece of history that deserves to live on to show and teach new 
generations of how things used to be"

Chris Clark Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021 "We need to protect our heritage"

Sharon Clark Upper Hutt, Wellington, New ZealandNew Zealand 12/03/2021
"This is a part of Upper Hutt we should not let go, no development should be put in 
place"



Shannon Maher Upper Hutt 5018 New Zealand 12/03/2021

"I have loved the UH railway since I was a child, it's a shame to think all of the land near 
the tracks will be ruined with another overcrowded subdivision, like "Wallaceville Estate". 
Greenspaces in our city need protection."

Mike Burke Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021 "Keep this land free for SSR and as a public reserve for future generations."

Mike Tobin New Zealand 12/03/2021

"As a fellow railway enthusiast who fully understands the amount of hard work and effort
that goes into keeping these operations running, I totally do not support this land swap, 
and neither should anyone else."

Fiona Bayliss Wellington New Zealand 12/03/2021
"Leave our green areas within cities alone; make city living so much nicer. And don't 
threaten this heritage railway - it is our heritage, now and for future generations!"

Lindsay Challis Christchurch New Zealand 12/03/2021
"SSR is a wonderful asset and deserves to be able to grow, not be limited by idiots in 
councils."

Brett Lilley Whakatane New Zealand 12/03/2021
"Turning the reserve into housing will result in the Railway being closed as a result of new 
house owners objecting to its operation."

Raewyn Connolly Hamilton New Zealand 12/03/2021 "Raewyn Connolly"
Steve Martin Auckland 1010 New Zealand 12/03/2021 "We must protect our heritage from the blight of suburbanisation."

Gordon Bartram Christchurch 8024 New Zealand 12/03/2021
"The Railway is an established and valuable community resource.  Its future should not be 
threatened by this land swap.  This is entirely wrong by the Council."

Victoria Nation Upper Hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021
"We need to keep these great attractions for our future generations. Keep some land 
natural and not full of homes."

Denis Cains Upper Hutt New Zealand 12/03/2021

"I'm signing because too much land is being taken for housing where recreation is 
needed, Silverstream Railway is need for this & the people who put the time & effort into 
the project."

Mark Dakin Dunedin New Zealand 12/03/2021

"We need to save the history of New Zealand and areas where items of history are set for 
community to enjoy.These places have a significant value to the communities and people 
who operate them and this should be recognized!"

Kawe Roes Tāmaki Makaurau New Zealand 12/03/2021

"The SSR is one of a few heritage rail operators in New Zealand. It maybe small but the 
beautiful bush and historic equipment needs to be ensured there no threat to it exists. 
I've been there as a child and have taken my children there. Please Upper Hutt Council do 
the right this and look after this icon."

Christine Clarkson Lower Hutt 5011 New Zealand 13/03/2021 "Silver Stream Railway should stay as is!"
Jack Stanton Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021 "This seems very in democratic and short sighted of the Upper Hutt city council"



Jack Stanton Auckland 1010 New Zealand 13/03/2021 "This seems very undemocratic and short sighted of the Upper Hutt City Council"

Keith Clark Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021
"Im signing the petition because family worked on the railway, including the incline. And 
the swap seems like a bad deal for environmental and people reasons."

Murray Renton Dunedin New Zealand 13/03/2021 "Your a pack of nazi wankers  only worried about lining your own pockets."
Shannon Walsh 6230 Australia 13/03/2021 "Protect the silverstream Spur for future generations!"

Heidi Wruck Wellington New Zealand 13/03/2021

"I bring me children here regularly, if it's part of our activities for my train mad boys.   
There is no where else where I can safely take mu children to see how these amazing 
engines work The benefits and joy they bring to the community is invaluable; especially 
for those families with children with special needs, who are obsessed with the beauty of 
these is trains.The work, love and care that is put into the trains is phenomenonal and I'm 
certain that the friendships made, and community of support that surrounds those that 
are working on the SSR is invaluable. I think of my own elderly father (who doesn't live in 
this province) and how lonely he is without something to keep him active. The SSR 
provide the volunteers with a community of support which, as we all know, is infinitely 
valuable for mental health and especially elderly/retired men's mental health. Providing 
spaces for people to work and play together is crucial to building community, and if Covid 
has taught us anything, it's that friendships and c"

Barry Pulford Hastings 4120 New Zealand 13/03/2021 "This heritage railway must be protected. End of story!"
John Pemberton Matamata New Zealand 13/03/2021 "Why ruin something that is perfect already."

Janene Homan Eketahuna New Zealand 14/03/2021 "I believe these iconic rail journeys should be saved and protected for future generations"

Matthew Morison Kaiapoi New Zealand 14/03/2021

"As someone involved with other rail heritage organisations in the South Island, I strongly 
oppose this land swap. The opinions of a few new homeowners in this low density 
development could cause the closure of this iconic attraction that entertains 
entertainment to hundreds of thousands, and provides a social space for dozens of men, 
including retired men.The housing of 1 person per 100 square meters (average) in these 
subarban developments is doing far more harm than good. Invest in medium density infill 
developments rather than low density greenfield."



Matthew Morison Kaiapoi New Zealand 14/03/2021

"As someone involved with other rail heritage organisations in the South Island, I strongly 
oppose this land swap. The opinions of a few new homeowners in this low density 
development could cause the closure of this iconic attraction that entertainss thousands 
every year, and provides a social space for dozens of volunteers/members, including 
retired men.The housing of 1 person per 100 square meters (average) in these subarban 
developments is doing far more harm than good. Invest in medium density infill 
developments rather than low density greenfield"

Camille Hanrahan-
Tan Ashbury 2193 Australia 14/03/2021

"Every green space and community group is precious. We should be caring for and 
preserving these spaces now and always."

Val Burr Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 14/03/2021

"If this land was set aside as a reserve, so it should stay a reserve. Reserve status should 
definitely not occur without consultation with the local communities that stand to lose 
it's various benefits (ecology, recreation etc.)."

Natasha 
Colbourne Upper Hutt 6642 New Zealand 14/03/2021

"There are far better more ecologically friendly options than this. We need tobe offering 
more high density housing close to amenities. Not more over sized exclusive properties 
up hills!"

karen hilleard Upper Hutt New Zealand 14/03/2021

"This is a special area that many families enjoy, past, present and hopefully future.  My 
children visited and now my grandchildren enjoy going. Come on UHCC, leave it alone for 
future generations to enjoy."

Kevin Ching Rangiora New Zealand 14/03/2021 "we need to preserve this for future generations."

Vicki McCabe Lower Hutt New Zealand 14/03/2021
"If the original intention was the land should be set aside as a reserve the council surely 
have a moral obligation to fulfil that intention..."

Julian Warren Auckland New Zealand 14/03/2021 "It is a poor deal without consultation"

Stephen Zvillis 7030 Australia 15/03/2021
"Heritage railways need protection from Greens backed NIMBY campaigns, especially 
when the railway was there first."

Tilly Kleine Deters Tauranga 3110 New Zealand 15/03/2021
"It a heritage railway run by dedicated volunteers with beautiful unique scenery and 
wildlife, shouldn't be turned into residential."

Scott Aitken Hamilton 4140 New Zealand 15/03/2021
"My grandfather fought hard for the environment, and I must continue that fight 
wherever I can"

Robert Cochrane Wanganui New Zealand 15/03/2021 "We cannot loose this important piece of regional & NZ Heritage."

Anne Aspinall Auckland New Zealand 15/03/2021
"Where will all the precious native NZ animals go next? Humans are pushing them further 
and further away just for greed."



Dominic Baron Wellington New Zealand 16/03/2021

"It is essential to stop this ill-judged swap. Not only does it threaten a true taonga of the 
community but it will disrupt the ecological corridor that links across the valley. Stop this 
vandalism now!"

Jocelyn McCawe Upper Hutt New Zealand 16/03/2021
"This is  part of Upper Hutt history...fabulous fun for our future generations,  and part of 
our history...bugger the houses..."

michael 
christianson limerick Ireland 16/03/2021 "Used by me as kid and now my kids love it"

Darryl Ward Paraparaumu 5032 New Zealand 16/03/2021 "Silver Stream Railway is one of the Wellington Region's best kept secrets. Don't ruin it."
Tom Mcalpine Dunedin New Zealand 16/03/2021 "Keep the right balance between supporting nature and human life."

Caroline 
Wilkinson Wellington 6021 New Zealand 18/03/2021

"The council should not be giving valuable community land to a private developer so they 
can make a huge profit and ruin the uniqueness of the area. Community owned land 
needs to be protected for future generations."

Sara Lennon Wellington New Zealand 21/03/2021 "I believe In keeping our beautiful land to be enjoyed now and by future generations."

Barbara Hay Wellington 6022 New Zealand 22/03/2021
"Environment comes first. Climate change is real. We need to protect our wild places for 
the generations yet to come to survive."

Kimmi Draper New Zealand 22/03/2021 "It's a special piece of history that the kids love"

Lorraine Driskel Wellington New Zealand 22/03/2021
"It is vital that we keep areas for tourism and recreation that have been part of the area 
for many years."

Mike Kinsella Auckland New Zealand 23/03/2021 "I value the facility in its present form"
shaun whinn Wellington New Zealand 08/04/2021 "This is stupid. Should stay as it is. Family enjoyment."
Beryl Kirk Mangaroa, Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021 "This is just plain not right"

Teresa Saunders Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021
"I'm signing this petition as I would like to see a beautiful green rural communities for my 
grandchildren and their children to grow up in. Not infill housing :("

Christine 
Pettengell Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/04/2021 "it is  meant to be a reserve, you can never get it back once it's lost"

Stephen Boullon Feilding 3330 New Zealand 11/04/2021
"The railway is an important part of the Valleys history & keeping this area free of 
development maintains a recreational space for all to use."

Fred Gear Christchurch 8022 New Zealand 12/04/2021 "I fully support the Silverstream Railway in their battle to prevent this land transfer."

Matt Allen New Zealand 12/04/2021
"This is a decision that Negativity effects the community and yet we have been kept in 
the dark and lied too."

Dale Coffey 6056 Australia 12/04/2021 "We dont need houses there plenty of other places to put them."



Dave Gaskin Hastings 4120 New Zealand 13/04/2021
"It should retain Reserve status so that the Heritage Railway can be preserved for future 
Generations."

Dorian McAdam Lower Hutt 5010 New Zealand 13/04/2021

"The railway has more important heritage gain than building houses in the area, and this 
debate has been on before and the answer was obvious. Yes to the railway, no to 
houses."

Tania Budimir Cambridge Park 2747 Australia 13/04/2021 "There's no more land left to take. Where does it stop? Think about future generations."
Benjamin Peter 
Nigro Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021 "This Railway brings joy to so many people,  let's protect it !"

Maria Sanchez Sydney 2000 Australia 13/04/2021
"I love stream trains.  They are part of the heritage of many countries.  Please keep this 
line open."

Caroll smyth AUCKLAND New Zealand 13/04/2021 "This needs to keep running. Leave some history for others to enjoy"
Vicki Cameron 
Couling Wellington 6012 New Zealand 13/04/2021

"The railway is our heritage leave it alone. The new houses people will complain about 
the smell and noise like many other Areas in NZ and have it shut down."

Matthew Liddell Wellington New Zealand 13/04/2021 "We need to protect this sort of stuff"
barry jessop masterton new zealand 5842 New Zealand 13/04/2021 "I have a great interest in railways and think this is very important to save."
Daniel Town Christchurch New Zealand 13/04/2021 "We don't need to loose even more of our history please"

Deb Bird Auckland 1148 New Zealand 14/04/2021 "once this is gone you can never have it back... it is something to treasure....not bulldoze"
Al Bealing New Zealand 14/04/2021 "There's more to life that making money. Let's consider the environment for once."
Jeff Ashby Peka Peka 3432 New Zealand 14/04/2021 "... heritage needs protection ..."
Mike Biggans Wellington New Zealand 14/04/2021 "Grew up hearing the toots of the trains every weekend! Keep the heritage!"
roy adams upper hutt New Zealand 14/04/2021 "Its time councils started taking notice of what the people want we must save this"
Michele Stewart Whangarei New Zealand 14/04/2021 "I support reserves and the railway folk"
Leigh Hooper lower hutt New Zealand 14/04/2021 "Leigh hooper"
Lindsay Bray Dunedin New Zealand 14/04/2021 "Because how grandchildren need to be able to see it and use it"
Sharron Tassell lower hutt New Zealand 15/04/2021 "i think its dusgusting of uhcc"
Conan Butler Auckland New Zealand 19/04/2021 "Save the railway!!!"

Heather Garside Christchurch 8023 New Zealand 19/04/2021

"This green reserve land should stay as public land as intended. Anything that 
compromises Silverstream Railway is not ok. This wonderful volunteer run enterprise 
should be supported and the land protected."

Geoff Wood Palmerston North 4410 New Zealand 20/04/2021 "I support the Silver Stream Railway and its future viability."
John Spoth Melbourne 3000 Australia 13/05/2021 "Fair go NZ!"



Deborah Ryan Upper Hutt New Zealand 11/09/2021
"While Upper Hutt may need more houses - it shouldn’t come at the cost of native forest - 
save the spur it’s so much more than a few pine trees"

Graeme Lyon Lower Hutt New Zealand 12/09/2021 "It's an important part of nature's forest connecting across the valley."
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17 September 2021 

To: Upper Hutt City Council, Submission on: Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces Review 

Name of submitter: Silver Stream Railway Incorporated 

Address: Reynolds Bach Drive, Stokes Valley, Stokes Valley, Lower Hutt 5019. 

Attention: Jason Durry 

Phone: 0221560874 

Email: gm@silverstreamrailway.org.nz 

Silver Stream Railway Submission on: Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces Review 

Silver Stream Railway Incorporated (SSR) is a registered charity operated by volunteers, preserving 
rolling stock and infrastructure from New Zealand’s vast railway history, with operations for the 
community being the public interface and means of raising funds for this preservation effort. The 
society was founded in 1956, registered as an incorporated society in 1967 and has occupied the land 
in Silverstream since 1974. This land is the site of the former Wellington to Wairarapa railway which 
was closed in 1954 and subsequently reinstated and developed by society volunteers over the last 50 
years. 

Silver Stream Railway supports the general intent of Plan Change 49 however there is a glaring 
omission from the zoning changes, being the exclusion of the Silverstream Spur (Legal description 
SO34755) from this plan change, with the reason given as being the uncertainty around future 
development form, deeming it “out of scope”. SSR strongly disagree with this statement, it is clear that 
the reason the Spur is free from development is that Upper Hutt City Council saw value its retention, 
hence why it is now the owner and it needs to be included in the review. 

It has become increasingly obvious during the research that SSR members have been undertaking on 
the history of the Spur and in particular UHCCs ownership tenure, that the Spur was always destined 
to be designated a reserve area, although for reasons we have yet been unable to establish that has 
not happened to date.  

SSR consider that Plan Change 49 is the optimum time for this process to finally happen, there is no 
point in delaying what will inevitably happen any longer. Completing this process now will also be a 
major exercise in good public relations for council, proving that they can do what the community 
wants after listening to the overwhelming evidence presented by a number of different interest groups 
from the comunity that has been provided in recent times. 

This submission will outline some of the evidence that we have located to date that proves beyond 
any doubt, that UHCC purchased the Silverstream Spur, to ensure its retention as a visual amenity for 
the community, contrary to what some poorly researched recent UHCC commissioned reports have 
indicated. SSR have other major concerns regarding the proposed development on the Spur but for 
the purpose of this submission we have focused on its Natural Open Space potential.  

Appendix 1 Plan Change 49 SSR Submission

mailto:gm@silverstreamrailway.org.nz


As part of the District Scheme review that began in 1976 Upper Hutt City Council lodged an objection 
to a plan to rezone the Silverstream Spur to enable residential development, strikingly similar to what 
is currently being proposed, shown in figure 1 below and attached. Upper Hutt City Council lodged an 
objection to this plan for a number of reasons including the development being a disruptive element in 
the visual buffer. It was further suggested that the land should be designated as recreation reserve. A 
copy of the full UHCC submission is included with this submission 

UHCC also cross objected to a developer which is still trying to get the Spur to this day, with the cross 
objection reinforcing what was stated earlier, but in fuller terms, again stating that the Spur should be 
designated as scenic reserve. For your information, the Quarantine Station was located on Eastern 
Hutt Road, and is now the area of the Silverstream industrial Park (410 Eastern Hutt Road). A full 
copy of this cross objection is attached to this submission. 

By 1984 when the scheme review was complete, the Spur had been zoned in its entirety as Rural 
Town Belt. Refer Fig 2. These maps are attached. 

Fig 1 

Fig 2 



In 1987 the Heretaunga Pinehaven District Community Council (HPDCC) commenced proceedings to 
bring the Spur under council ownership, the Spur having been given to Landcorp for disposal after 
being declared surplus by the Ministry of Works. The letters from this period clearly state the 
intentions for the Spur, with reserve, and passive recreation being mentioned within. .A selection of 
these letters are attached. 

Valuations were completed by both Landcorp and UHCC (UHCC having taken over administration of 
the HPDCC in 1988/89). Both of these valuations mention the Spurs potential for reserve uses, the 
market value at the time also reflecting this status. These valuations are attached. 

The sale was concluded in late 1989/90 with the purchase price being paid out of the UHCC 
Reserves Fund. The act in force at the time the Local Government Act 1974 and its amendments 
states : “The council shall apply all reserves contributions received under this Part of this Act for the 
following purposes: (a) For the purchase of land to be held as public reserves, subject to the 
Reserves Act 1977, in the locality in which the land included in the scheme plan is situated and for the 
improvement and development as reserves of the land so purchased” It goes on to give other 
examples where the fund could be used but this part is clearly what UHCC intended. The UHCC 
reserve fund documents at the time indicate as they were required to state how the money should be 
used, the creation of reserves or maintenance of existing being at the core of this fund. 

After purchase by UHCC, the parks and reserves department commenced developing a “Landcorp 
Spur Management Plan”, the being previously owned by Landcorp it was often referred to in council 
documents at the time as the Landcorp spur. To date we have not located a copy of this. 

At around the same time as purchase a District Scheme Review was initiated, to replace the previous 
review completed in 1984, bringing all land in the Upper Hutt region under one scheme, the 
Hetetaunga Riding previously being part of the by now abolished Hutt County. A scheme statement 
was prepared that outlined that Rural B (Restricted) would replace Rural Town Belt for areas of the 
former Hutt County District Scheme.  

Recently research efforts have been focusing on the apparent change of zoning over part of the Spur 
at this time. The research has so far produced more questions than answers however it has raised an 
area that does appear to show that a simple error at that time has propagated into the current 
situation that we find ourselves in at the moment, and having to spend countless hours lobbing for.  

As part of the District Scheme Review #4 a list of submissions was published in the Upper Hutt 
Leader on the 10th of March 1992. This includes the statement as part of an Upper Hutt City Council 
Submission as shown in Figure 3. 

We have also located a series of maps in UHCC archives that are highlighted with these highlighted 
sections matching the other corrections shown as figure 4 

Fig 3 



It shows the only land zoned Residentuial Conservation to the north of Kiln Street, being the Eastern 
End of the Silverstream Spur. This change sought to designate the land in its entirity as Scenic 
Reserve.  

At the time of compiling this report we have not been able to find an answer as to why this was not 
undertaken. This however furthur confims our hypothisis that the change of zoning was not 
undertaken correctlty and the Spur should already be designated as a reserve.  

Furthur information is contained in the UHCC resourse consent application seeking to enable foresty 
on the Spur. Ironically if they had undertaken the Discrtict Scheme Review as it had intended this 
consent application would have been unnecasary, as forestry is a permitted activity under the Rural B 
zoning. This application and subsiquent report presented to the Councils judicial committee again 
clearly spells out the original intentions for the lands purchase, and about its post foresty use “Upon 
harvesting in approximately 30 years, if the site is not replanted for a further harvest, then it should be 
returned to native bush. This would ensure the landscape and amenity value of the site is continued”. 
It also mentions at length its potential for use by the community: “Combined with the native bush 
buffer and existing native areas, the site could develop into a valuable local resource and an attractive 
passive recreation area, which members of the public should be allowed to access at all times".  

From this point in time UHCC’s interest in the Spur diminished, the abandonment of the forestry 
project not long after planting, followed by several attempts to divest its self of its interest in the Spur. 
It has been clear that no real attempt has been made by UHCC to add context to how it came to be 
the guardians of the Spur, excepting one council memo that on face value appears to show potential 
for residential development. However when read in conjunction with the other documents from both 
before and after purchase the intention becomes abundantly clear. Research is continuing with 
several other areas of council involvement to be studied in greater detail.   

Fig 4 



The future. Parts of the spur that have not been enveloped in Pinus Radiata have flourished in 
abundant native vegetation, over half the site now is either young native or established indigenous 
trees. The area is already functioning as part of an ecological corridor that extends across the valley 
at this point, being the narrowest point in this part of the Hutt Valley. Silver Stream Railway, in 
conjunction with Forest and Bird Upper Hutt, UHCC and other interested community groups would like 
to commence a project to gradually remove the Pine plantation using a mixture of cut and leave, 
extraction for commercial gain , and poisoning to protect the established understory in places, 
followed by areas of replanting, expanding the areas already flourishing with native vegetation and 
coupled with ongoing maintenance to remove any wilding pines that will re-establish themselves. In 
conjunction with this work, there is the potential for walking and or cycling track access and lookouts 
to be established so everyone can enjoy the spur as was originally envisaged. Such a future is what 
the community has been seeking and deserves now and is likely to be enabled with minimal cost to 
Council, the removal of parts of the forestry project will be the most costly.  

Relief Sought. Silver Stream Railway request that the Silverstream Spur (Legal Description 
SO34755) is included in Upper Hutt City Councils Plan Change 49 and is rezoned in its entirety as 
Natural Open Space with an official designation as a reserve under the Reserves Act 1977. This 
submission will be accompanied by a petition signed by over 2400 people calling for this change, 
which will be presented to Council at the time the report on this plan change is considered. After 31 
years of waiting, the people of Upper Hutt both now and in the future deserve to be able to enjoy our 
Spur as the gateway to Upper Hutt  without the dark cloud of development that have been enveloping 
it over the last decade or more. 



16 November 2021 

To: Upper Hutt City Council, Further Submission on: Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces Review 

Name of submitter: Silver Stream Railway Incorporated 

Address: Reynolds Bach Drive, Stokes Valley, Stokes Valley, Lower Hutt 5019. 

Attention: Jason Durry 

Phone: 0221560874 

Email: gm@silverstreamrailway.org.nz 

This Further Submission is: 

 made as a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest
 In support of submission number 27 made by Silver Stream Railway Incorporated
 Seeking the whole of that submission be allowed
 Advising the submitter does wish to be heard in support of this submission
 Advising this submission is not a joint case

A number of events have happened regarding the Spur since our original submission in September 

They are: 

 Abandonment of the MOU with Guildford Timber Company.
 Granting of permission to a contractor to remove pine trees from the western end of the Spur

during 2022.
 Preliminary discussions with a contractor to remove the remainder of the pine trees from the

Spur.
 Stating on the Southern Growth Area webpage that the Spur is no longer being considered for

sale, and “would most likely be enhanced over time with the felling of the pine trees and
replaced with native trees planted in their place. This land could also be set aside as a
public reserve and ecological corridor.”

Silver Stream Railway is pleased that progress is being made on the retention of the Spur as a public 
space, but remain strongly opposed to the severing of the Spur in half for the construction of a 
25,000m2 road and infrastructure corridor. This level of opposition is widespread in the community for 
a number of very valid reasons, which will remain until this idea is also dropped. 

The railway is also delighted with the recent decision to allow the removal of a section of pines 
growing adjacent to the railways property, and will go a long way to protecting the assets we have in 
that area from damage if one of these trees were to fall. We understand that discussions are centred 
around the replanting of this area with natives once the removal work is complete which is to be 
applauded. SSR wish to be involved with any future work on pine tree removal on the Spur, which will 
need to be carefully managed to ensure the railway does not suffer any damage as a result of this 
work. 

Further research by Silver Stream Railway and others since the original submission to Plan Change 
49 was made reinforces the points made in that submission, most notably regarding the rezoning of 
the land in the 1990’s which can now be pointed out was an error by Upper Hutt City Council that has 
not been corrected. The Spur was also set to be designated as a Scenic Reserve, a fact that is now 
being ignored. 

Appendix 2 Plan Change 49 Further Submission SSR

mailto:gm@silverstreamrailway.org.nz


The previous submission had located evidence of a submission made by the Upper Hutt City Council 
to its District Scheme Review #4, which stated “Change zoning of land on northern side of Kiln Street 
from Residential Conservation to Rural B (Restricted) and record its designation as R7 (Scenic 
Reserve).” At that time this information had only just been located and it was submitted that further 
research would be undertaken to gain an understanding of this statement. 

It has now been found that this change was brought about out after submissions had closed, by a 
developer who was undertaking preliminary work for the Sylvan Way subdivision at the end of Kiln 
Street. This developer wrote a fax to UHCC on the 21st of February 1992 and pointed out that they 
had made an error on the draft planning maps on his property and had also made an error with the 
zoning on the land to the north of his property (Silverstream Spur) which was based on assurances by 
council staff that the cost sharing arrangement for the extension of Kiln Street would be solely for the 
benefit of the Sylvan Way subdivision, and not for development on the Spur. A copy of this fax is 
attached with this Further Submission. A phone call was also made to Mr Warwick Wyatt who wrote 
the fax who filled in the missing pieces for us.  

This fax received a reply from the City Planner on the 25th of February 1992 confirming that indeed 
the Spur had been rezoned incorrectly and it would be altered. A copy of this memo is attached with 
this Further Submission. 

Another memo was sent to the Mayor, Chief Executive and City Solicitor about the mistakes, with the 
following comments in relation to the Spur: “The ex Hutt County Green Belt area bounded yellow on 
the attached map should be designated R7 Scenic Reserve and not Residential Conservation”, it 
goes on to say after outlining the other errors, “These errors will simply be altered on the zoning map”. 
A copy of this memo and the map with the now faintly disenable yellow bordering is attached to this 
Further Submission. 

While the previous submission only included a copy of the Upper Hutt Leader Newspaper publicly 
notifying the submissions made to District Scheme Change #4, and calling for further submissions, a 
copy of the original letter from the City Solicitor which was sent to the Upper Hutt Leader on the 3rd of 
March 1992 has been located, along with the Summary of Requests for Alterations which includes the 
note about correcting the zoning on the spur and its designation as a Scenic Reserve. A copy of this 
letter is attached with this Further Submission.  

Silver Stream Railway firmly believe that its submission calling for the Silverstream Spur (Legal 
Description SO34755) to be included in Upper Hutt City Councils Plan Change 49 and that it is 
rezoned in its entirety as Natural Open Space with an official designation as a reserve under the 
Reserves Act 1977 is allowed, and the mistakes of the past be corrected once and for all. The 
evidence backing up the statements that have been made throughout our campaign to have the Spur 
protected for future generations is overwhelming and that the intent of purchase by Upper Hutt City 
Council was to designate the Spur in its entirety as a reserve.  

Silver Stream Railway and its many supporters will continue our campaign until this objective is finally 
realised. 

 



Submissions and Further Submissions specifically mentioning a road 

Original Submissions: 

#13 Tony Chad

Appendix 3 Spur road specific submissions



Submission 14 Save Our Hills (Upper Hutt ) Incorporated. 

Further Submission #1 Peter Ross 



Further Submission # 2 Katelin Hardgrave 



Further Submission # 3 Tommy Mortimer



Further Submission #4 John Durry 



Further Submission # 5 Nick Moylan 



Further Submission #6 Fraser Robertson 
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Proposed Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces | Further submission by GTC 

17 November 2021 

To Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council 
planning@uhcc.govt.nz  

From The Guildford Timber Company Ltd. / Silverstream Forest 
c/o 69 Rutherford Street, Hutt Central 5010 
james@guildfordtimber.co.nz  

Introduction 

The Guildford Timber Company Ltd. (GTC) wishes to make a further submission to Proposed 
Plan Change 49 – Open Spaces (PC49). This further submission is set out, generally, in the 
format of RMA Form 6 and GTC assumes this is sufficient for the purpose of qualifying as a 
further submission. 

GTC considers that it has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the general public. 
GTC’s substantial landholdings have been identified by the Upper Hutt City Council as the 
‘Southern Growth Area’ (SGA) in both local and regional growth strategies. There are a 
number of submissions made to PC49 seeking the rezoning of the ‘Silverstream Spur’ as 
open space. The Spur is a key access point to unlock the future development potential of 
the SGA.  

GTC does not wish to be heard in support of its submission and does not wish to make a 
joint case. 

Background 

GTC owns Silverstream Forest (www.silverstreamforest.nz), which is identified as a potential 
future residential growth area (the ‘Southern Growth Area’) in the Upper Hutt City Council’s 
2016 Land Use Strategy and the 2021 Wellington Regional Growth Framework.  

The Silverstream Spur is owned by the Upper Hutt City Council and is a key point for 
potential future access to Silverstream Forest via Kiln St in Silverstream. GTC has a long 
history of engagement with the Council in relation to the Southern Growth Area and the 
importance of the Spur in unlocking the development potential of Silverstream Forest. A 
record of that is well documented on the Council website here.  

A summary of recent decisions made by the Council in relation to the Spur and its 
negotiations with GTC is provided below. This is taken directly from the Council’s website at 
the link provided above.  

Appendix 7 GTC further submission to PC 49
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As per Council’s explanation on its website, Council intends to continue to meet with GTC to 
“continue planning for the future development of the Southern Growth Area and 
development of a road / infrastructure corridor across the Silverstream Spur as part of 
Council’s responsibility to plan for growth”.  

Most recently, Council submitted an Expression of Interest to the Government’s 
Infrastructure Acceleration Fund for funding toward a ‘Silverstream Spur Infrastructure 
Corridor’. Government has now invited Council to progress through the Request for 
Proposal stage. This demonstrates alignment between the Council’s plans for growth and 
the Government’s position on infrastructure needed to support housing development. 

The relief sought by some submitters to rezone the Silverstream Spur in order to prevent 
development that enables the potential for future residential development at Silverstream 
Forest, would be inconsistent with recent decisions made by Council and the strategic 
direction of local and regional housing growth strategies. 
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Submission points to which GTC’s further submission relates 

The submitters and submission points listed in the table below are seeking the rezoning of 
the Silverstream Spur to open space. Most submitters suggest ‘natural open space’ would 
be appropriate.  

GTC has based its position to ‘support in part’ the submission points below, upon the 
summary of the individual points provided in the Council’s summary of submissions. 

GTC supports ‘in part’ the submission points below, that relate to the Silverstream Spur and 
submitters seeking to have it rezoned as open space. GTC’s ‘in part’ support is only provided 
on the basis that any rezoning of the Spur to open space does not compromise the ability to 
provide for a future road and associated infrastructure through / on the Spur, to enable 
potential future residential development at Silverstream Forest.  

GTC opposes those parts of submissions which seek to prevent any development 
whatsoever on the Silverstream Spur. 

Submitter 
number 

Submitter name Submission point GTC - support / oppose 

1 Graham Bellamy 1.1 Support in part 
3 Jonathan Board 3.1 Support in part 
4 Doug Fauchelle 4.1 Support in part 
6 Sean Kushel 6.1 Support in part 
7 Cameron Seay 7.1 Support in part 
10 Mary Beth Taylor 10.4 Support in part 
13 Tony Chad 13.1 Support in part 
14 Save Our Hills 14.1 Support in part 
17 Abbie Spiers 17.3 Support in part 
23 Forest and Bird 23.6 Support in part 
27 Silver Stream Railway Inc. 27.1 Support in part 

Summary 

GTC’s vision for Silverstream Forest includes a significant native restoration programme, and 
the creation of a recreational track network for walking and cycling. GTC’s vision has been 
articulated recently in its submissions on the Open Space Strategy, the Sustainability 
Strategy, the Wellington Regional Growth Framework, and PC 50, and on the Silverstream 
Forest website.  

There is a clear alignment between what some submitters to PC49 are seeking for the future 
use of the Silverstream Spur, and what GTC is seeking for the future use of Silverstream 
Forest.  
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GTC acknowledges that some submitters are opposed to any development on the 
Silverstream Spur. However, GTC considers there to be an opportunity whereby 
development on the Spur could act as a catalyst for the outcomes those submitters are 
seeking. Access through the Spur via Kiln St would create the ability to remove the Spur’s 
pine trees and begin a comprehensive native restoration programme, and enable the 
creation of a recreational trail network. A coordinated native restoration programme and 
linked recreational network from the Spur through to Avro Rd and Whitemans Valley (which 
could be a partnership opportunity between UHCC, GTC and community groups) could 
become notable assets for the local and regional community.  
 
 
 
James McKibbin 
General Manager, The Guildford Timber Company Ltd. / Silverstream Forest 
 
 
 
 
 



Silverstream / Pinehaven Focus Group Minutes 

Tuesday 19 April 3:30pm – 5pm 

Silverstream Reformed Church / 8 Blue Mountains Road 

In attendance: Chris Cosslett (PPA), Pat Van Berkel (F&B), Simon Edmonds (SRM), Jason Durry (SRM), 

Mike Horner (independent), Ian Price (independent), Lloyd May (Lions Silverstream), Bob McLellan 

(UHT&C), Sarah Duffell (UHCC), Kate Janes (UHCC), Nic Etheridge (UHCC), Sasha Smith (UHCC), 

Ganesh Nana (BERL), Ralph Goodwin, Hamish Goodwin, Stephen Pattinson, Sue Pattinson, Rob 

Merrifield 

Apologies: David Brown, Barry Ward, Ian Van Der M 

Welcome and introductions.  Intro from Ralph Goodwin, Hamish Goodwin (Guildford landowners) 

Last meeting’s minutes – taken as read. Any comments back via email.  Agreed. 

Purpose of group 

NE outlined purpose of group to clarify position in terms of making a submission.  Purpose is info 

sharing, exploring issues and options, increasing understanding. Group is self-determining.  UHCC 

will provide info if/where possible.  Purpose is to disseminate info, and act as a cross-reference/test 

group of community.  The group could evolve into a type of collaborative approach with Council 

depending on how it evolves.    

With regards to a joint submission from the group - it would need complete consensus in order to 

submit using the focus group banner.  If not, participants could sign as an individual and reference 

that they are on the group.  This is to make sure everyone is comfortable with the position they put 

forward in the formal arena. Reaching consensus is not the purpose of the group. At our last meeting 

we will determine the group’s position, and decide whether or not to submit as a whole.   

Processes 

Discussion on how the process works, paper distributed for explanation.  Difference between Local 

Govt Act and RMA explained.  Re the land swap – there will be 2-4 years of research, analysis, detail 

etc.  UHCC recognised the tension between the concept and detail elements when making a 

decision. UHCC asked for further clarification about what detail is considered crucial in order to 

make a decision on the concept. Members to give NE list. UHCC to confirm it can deliver.  

Question re ‘bargaining power’ of community/developer if LUS concept accepted.  Reply – LUS 

signals Council’s intent.  It means ‘amber light’ for a lot of things (i.e. things to explore).  Start point 

from which to discuss detail. Detail may mean somethings not a goer in the end. In short, no 

bargaining power lost. The commitment to work with the community remains the same.   

Concern raised that LUS does not tie in with earlier issues and options exercise.  UHCC will explore 

and reply at next meeting.   

Statistics 
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GN spoke to group about moderated population estimate.  Base figures come from Stats NZ but 

BERL considers low estimates for urban centres always too low.  Usually use between medium and 

high.  Migration around the country has been considered.  Opinion – medium still too pessimistic 

and high too optimistic.  Moderated scenario determined by BERL.  However, a bit risky to use one 

number , BERL advise Council to use a range.   

Stats don’t do additional review or peer review.  StatsNZ also give a range, within which anything is 

equally likely.  BERL do additional analysis of Stats figures based on the economics of the region.  

Also, Stats NZ projections have no economic aspect – just migration, births, deaths etc.  BERL 

considers that growth is always influenced by economics of an area - schools, jobs, transport, 

amenities etc.  Recent StatsNZ numbers had every centre outside AKL declining, which does not 

seem logical.  Economics added to the Stats figures by BERL.  Wgtn region economics are going OK, 

good job profile.  UH good commuter links and amenities, will attract population.  Therefore 

confident with moderated population scenario.   

Figures are re-examined every couple of years.  There’s always something going on, for example 

Auckland house prices may start shifting people out of there in the future.  Also, regional consistency 

is important.   

Housing supply 

Presentation of how we got to housing supply figures.  Four types: 

 Urban infill – e.g Brentwood, Kiln Street.  Based on projecting historical rates, with a GIS-

based analysis of future capacity.  Enough capacity for 20+years at current rates 

 Intensification – e.g CBD, Overlay Areas, Silverstream.  Apply current overlay zoning 

allowances – min 300m2 sites or even denser, using CRD allowances.  Intensification in rural 

areas not yet been studied, this is still a big unknown.  

 Redevelopment – e.g Brown Owl School, Maidstone Tce.  Desktop exercise. Take out 

allowance for utilities and amenities (e.g roads) and divide the balance by the minimum lot 

size permitted by the District Plan.  Blunt, but the best we have.   

 Edge expansion – e.g Guildford, Wallaceville, Gillespies Road.  Strongly landowner/developer 

led, we take advice from them.   

Main message – there is no ‘one size fits all’ and UHCC frequently adjust figures in response to 

changes in land use, supply, and zoning.  Today’s figures will almost certainly be adjusted before 30-

year life of the LUS ends.   

Group still uneasy with some aspects of exact numbers.  UHCC to supply more detail and carry on 

discussion at the next meeting.   

Questions to Ralph Goodwin.   

Lead with overview/background to land ownership.  92-year ownership of land. Pines no longer the 

best use, decision made approx. 12yrs ago to investigate residential ownership.   

Land exchange philosophy goes back to principles and values of original framework document – 

environmentally sensitive development.  GTC is conscious of community views and considers itself 



an environmentally aware & sustainable developer. They would like to create a legacy development 

that most are proud of.  There will be 135ha available for community involvement for recreation – 

urged the group to keep sight of that.   

Question: Where exactly will development take place?  GTC: Numbers exclude Silverstream Spur 

because GTC don’t own at the moment.  Initial figures were 1300 homes on 300 hectares.  Following 

MOU with UHCC, recalculated numbers, outcome is approx. 1000 homes.  After the swap GTC will 

have 165hectares, with approx. 40% of that used for residential development.  Ecological features 

very important – beech, rata.  Some will go into public ownership to Council.  Some development 

will be on land over the other side of the ridge.  Hamlets, neighbourhood communities, not acres of 

lawn.  Not a Riverstone Terraces. More info will come through planning process.  Work not done yet 

for capacity of Spur for housing.  Development would contribute to more diverse city-wide housing 

offering.   

Question: Why do you want/need Spur? GTC – will enable the development.   MOU identifies 

opportunity to have access through and development on Spur.  Would be zoned residential.   

Question: Without the Spur would you proceed?  GTC: Decision made around strategic objectives. 

Want to benefit Upper Hutt, so yes.   

Question: How will the negotiating power of the Council and public be preserved? GTC happy for 

more involvement/interaction, but ask that rights of landowner are respected in return.   

Remainder of questions for GTC will be considered at next meeting.  

Take-home messages from UHCC: 

 Nothing is a given/done deal. There are negotiations to be had.

 This is a long term approach.

 This is a collaborative journey, over to you if you want to be a part of it.

Next meeting 3 May, same time, same place 

On the agenda for next time: 

 Continuation of questions for Ralph

 Revisit tension around concept.  Key things that require clarity so a decision can be made

about level of support for the concept.

 Options for city – have we made best decisions about city-wide options? More detail about

where stuff would go in the city.

 Participants to email NE about what details they want re concept.

Minutes written: 21 April 2016 





Silverstream / Pinehaven Focus Group Minutes 

Tuesday 3 May 3:30pm – 5pm 

Silverstream Reformed Church / 8 Blue Mountains Road 

In attendance: Chris Cosslett (PPA), Pat Van Berkel (F&B), Barry Ward (IF&B), Simon Edmonds (SRM), 

Jason Durry (SRM), Mike Horner (independent), Ian Price (independent), Lloyd May (Lions 

Silverstream), Bob McLellan (UHT&C), Sarah Duffell (UHCC), Kate Janes (UHCC), Nic Etheridge 

(UHCC), Sasha Smith (UHCC), Ganesh Nana (BERL), Ralph Goodwin, Hamish Goodwin, Stephen 

Pattinson, Sue Pattinson, Rob Merrifield, Ian van der Meulen (Reformed Church) 

Apologies: David Brown, Kate Janes 

NE opened the meeting by confirming the agenda and taking a group vote on the inclusion of two 

agenda items 

1. BM – issue of joint submission.  Group voted yes, keen to investigate the possibility.  BM

offered to co-ordinate this by email and initiate with 3-4 questions.

2. Question put forward by StephenP re 10 mins on Floodplain management plan.  Group

decided they would listen if time at the end of the meeting.

NE tabled a summary of issues – what has been covered so far by the group and what is remaining 

for the 10th. To dos will be discussed at next meeting.  

Question from SueP re discussion by the group about flooding following a directive made to this 

effect at the recent GW hearing.  Majority view of the group is to focus discussion on LUS not 

flooding at the moment.  Noted that GW will come to ‘representatives of Pinehaven’ after 10th May. 

Questions for Ralph Goodwin 

RG noted that he considered that the first three questions of the list had been answered last time. 

Question: would there be connection with Avro Road?  

RG – GTC made a submission to 2007 UGS, was discussed at that time. Guildford property has an 

opportunity to link to Avro Road and Whitemans Valley.  The site has legal access to Avro Road.  

There will be future investigations around alternative road into Whitemans Valley.  Also may also be 

connections into smaller roads where the GTC property connects.   

Question: What will be seen from valley floor? 

RG – There is an illustration in the discussion document, viewpoint chosen was the Pinehaven 

reserve.   Highlighted yellow is the reserve areas.  Of residual 165 ha – development will be 1000 

dwelling units on 40% of the land.  GTC recognises both topography constraints and self-imposed 

ecological constraints.  They want to apply the same principles onto Silverstream Spur as the rest of 

the development.   

SP – is this correct?  There are blue ‘development’ blobs on town side of ridge. 

RG – Professionals have been engaged to develop a design that represents GTC principles.  Cannot 

say right now exactly where 100 houses go, because the design is at conceptual stage.  Some houses 

might be able to be seen, others won’t.  GTC want to protect integrity of land and make an 

appropriate development. Likely that more visual impact information will come at a later stage.   
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NE – Tabled photos of other developments around Upper Hutt to gauge what the group considers 

might be acceptable in terms of visibility of development.  The group considered this was probably 

delving into too much detail at this stage.  The bigger question is whether this development overall is 

OK for Upper Hutt.  

Discussion went back specifically to the visibility of future development on the GTC land.  RG 

confirmed that the gaps in the yellow on the visualisation are where GTC don’t own.   

PvB - Above yellow = development? 

RG – Can’t give answer to that today because GTC don’t know what’s going to end up exactly where 

at the end of the process.  40% of land may be developed, so in some places there will be no 

development.  Topography and ecology constraints will also make some areas ‘no go’.   

CC – Confirm that proportion of land to be developed is 40% of 165ha (i.e not including the Spur)? 

RG – Yes.  GTC have already held back a lot of native bush they want to protect. Considers their 

approach to be quite conservative, but there is also a commercial reality to the development as well. 

PvB – how will rata be protected?  Why is it not in a reserve or other protected status? 

RG – committed to protect rata. Asked the group to have faith that GTC would also think that’s a 

good idea! Their principles apply across the site, including land currently shown for ‘development’ 

and the Spur. A QE2 covenant or some other similar mechanism might be appropriate, but 

committing to that now is premature.   

BW – Group should appreciate that they cannot ask for solid commitment at this stage, but should 

recognise GTC’s optimism and commitment to environmental protection.  If managed correctly, 

there is potentially a fantastic opportunity for enhancement of existing environments.  

SueP – Expressed concern that the information is conceptual, therefore asking group to make a 

decision whether to support or not is not appropriate.   

StephenP – asked what type of zoning might be applied to the site. 

SD – not possible to say at this stage.  Possibly a residential zoning as per the existing district plan, or 

maybe a new residential zoning might be appropriate.  Existing zoning suits flat land in UH well, but 

this site has very different topography. This would be sorted out at Plan Change stage.    

Question: If full or partial rejection of land swap – what effect will this have on development of the 

rest of the land?  What if less land was offered?  

RG – if GTC were offered something that allowed them to proceed with development of the land in 

accordance with their principles, all boxes were ticked and GTC had viable commercial outcome then 

yes, would still go with it.  Noted that MOU provides for lots of movement.  Both parties are 

committed to investigating feasibility.  If land was sold, likely that next developer may still want to 

develop, maybe with same principles but maybe not.    

SE – gave Silverstream Railway perspective re Spur land.  As a neighbour their issues have been 

highlighted in previous submissions on other things. Railway a big attraction for valley, run by 

volunteers.  Insurance and public liability are challenging for heritage railways.  Some operations 

could be considered un-neighbourly e.g. noise, smoke, weekend hours.  Railway already subject to a 

lot of stormwater discharge from Pinehaven through their property – they want a buffer zone 

described by catchment line.  Continuance of vegetation imperative.  Straight land swap as proposed 



will not deliver for Railway.  Want more protection of Spur, want to know if this happens whether 

the balance would be enough for GTC to develop? 

RG – topography will probably create the buffer the railway wants.  Have already done early stage 

work on reverse sensitivity for landfill.  Would probably do the same sort of work for noise. Want to 

recognise the interests of neighbours.  

RM – Agree with points raised by Simon, buffer zone important.  

CC – fire risk would be reduced if pines/gorse replaced with less flammable native species. 

StephenP – Spur is visually important, but ridge also equally important for greenery. Requested a 

larger version of visual from Pinehaven Park, with colour to show land owned by Guildford.  

RG – difficult to do now.  Noted that additional land may come into play and be able to enhance 

continuous belt, so outcomes may change.   

StephenP – questions about the density/type of the 1000 houses, and whether mixed use was 

proposed.  

RG – again, too soon to say.  Design features would be sympathetic to the receiving environment. 

Envisaging diversity of housing, nestled in bush environment.  Do not have information available. As 

for shops and offices, why not? Small commercial opportunities may well be appropriate.  Noted 

that Titirangi was probably the closet comparison for this type of development. 

Question: how did development ‘blobs’ appear on spur when GTC don’t own it? 

NE: this is investigative work. A sieve analysis was done, taking out no-go areas and just 

demonstrating what the balance was.  It’s still subject to full survey and assessment. 

PvB – what evidence does UHCC have that public want development on Spur? 

NE – none! Site has been included in Council surplus land disposal process. Council performing 

balancing act with assets and opportunities.   

PvB – Re land owners on lower slopes, has GTC worked with any of them re removal of pines?  

RG – worth considering.  Would need to consider age/size of trees, it has to be commercially viable. 

This is a future exercise.  Noted that HuttCC is also a neighbour.  

NE to sum up and send out via email and set agenda for next week.  Comments to NE.  

RG to answer balance of unanswered questions via email. 
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1978, No. 43 Local Government Amendment 353 

ANALYSIS 

Title 
1. Short Title and commencement 

PART I 
NEW PARTS XVIII TO XXII OF 

PRINCIPAL ACT 
2. New Parts XVIII to XXII of 

principal Act inserted 

A-13 

PART XVIII 
GENERAL PROVISIONS AS TO 

FUNCTIONS AND POWERS 

260. Functions of united coun
cils 

261. Regional or united council 
may undertake constitu
ent authority functions 

262. Functions conferred by 
Order in Council 

263. Provisions on transfer of 
functions 

PART XIX 
FUNCTIONS OF REGIONAL AND 

UNITED COUNCILS ONLY 

264. Interpretation 
265. New regional functions 
266. Councils to exercise civil 

defence functions 
267. Delegation of functions from 

Crown 
268. Territorial authority may 

perform functions of 
regional council in cer
tain circumstances 

269. Out-districts 

,PART XX 
SUBDIVISION AND DEVELOP-

MENT OF LAND 

270. Interpretation and appli
cation 

271. Subdivision defined 
272. Application of this Part 

to the Crown 
273. Application of this Part to 

subdivision or develop
ment by council 

273A. Application of this Part 
to developments by local 
authorities 

Subdivision 

274. Subdivision not to be per
mitted in certain circum
stances 

275. Scheme plan to be sub
mitted to council 

276. Concept plan may be 
required in certain cases 

277. Concept plan to be referred 
to certain authorities 

278. Action to be taken in 
respect of concept plan 

279. Powers of council where 
scheme plan submitted 

280. Council and owner may 
agree for subdivision to 
proceed 

281. Roads and road access 
282. Minimum frontage and area 

requirements 
283. Public water supply, 

drainage, electricity re
ticulation and gas supply 

Reserves 
284. Reserves policy 
285. Reserves contributions in 

case of residential sub
divisions 

286. Reserves contributions in 
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1978, No. 43 

An Act to amend the Local Government Act 1974 
[20 October 1978 

BE IT ENACTED by the General Assembly of New 
Zealand in Parliament assembled, and by the authority of 
the same, as follows: 

1. Short Title and commencement-( 1) This Act may be 
cited as the Local Government Amendment Act 1978, and 
shall be read together with and deemed part of the Local 
Government Act 1974 (hereinafter referred to as the prin
cipal Act). 

(2) This section and section 307 of the principal Act (as 
enacted by section 2 of this Act) shall come into force on the 
date on which this Act receives the Governor-General's assent. 

(3) Subsections (2) and (5) of section 312 of the principal 
Act (as enacted by section 2 of this Act) shall be deemed to 
have come into force on the 1st day of June 1978. 

( 4) Except as provided in subsections (2) and (3) of this 
section, this Act shall come into force on the 1st day of April 
1979. 

PART I 

NEW PARTS XVIII TO XXII OF PRINCIPAL ACT 

2. New Parts XVIII to XXII of principal Act inserted
The principal Act is hereby amended by inserting, after 
Part XVII (as enacted by section 2 of the Local Govern
ment Amendment Act ( No. 3) 1977), the following Parts: 

"PART XVIII 

"GENERAL PROVISIONS AS TO FUNCTIONS AND POWERS 

"260. Functions of united councils-(I) Notwithstanding 
anything to the contrary in this Act, a united council shall 
not undertake any function under this Act (other than a 
function conferred by section 266 of this Act or a function 
conferred on it by an Order in Council giving effect to a final 
scheme), unless 2 or more of the constituent authorities 
within the region (being the specified proportion of the 
constituent authorities within the region) have consented to 
the united council undertaking that function. 
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(2 ) For the purposes of subsection (1) of this section, 
the expression 'specified proportion', in relation to the con
stituent authorities within a region, shall be determined in 
accordance with the formula-

a+b+c 
where-

a is the percentage that the total adjusted net capital 
values of the districts of the constituent authorities 
giving their consents bears to the total adjusted net 
capital value of the region; and 

b is the percentage that the total population of those 
constituent districts bears to the total population of 
the region; and 

c is the percentage that the area of those constituent 
districts bears to the total area of the region; and 

a+b+c exceeds 150. 
(3) Every consent under subsection ( 1) of this section 

shall be given by a resolution of each constituent authority, 
and shall not be revoked without the consent of the united 
council. 

(4) Every constituent authority shall, within 3 months 
after receiving a request from the united council for its con
sent to the united council undertaking any specified function 
under this Act, resolve either to give its consent or to refuse 
its consent, and shall forthwith notify the united council 
of its decision. 

(5) Where a constituent authority has refused its consent 
under subsection (4) of this section, the united council shall 
not exercise the function in the district of that constituent 
authority, and the constituent authority shall be under no 
liability to the united council in respect of the exercise of 
that function by the Council: 

Provided that the constituent authority may at any time 
give its consent to the united council undertaking that func
tion in the district of the constituent authority, and the 
united council may undertake that function accordingly. 
That consent shall not be revoked except with the consent 
of the united council. 

"261. Regional or united council may undertake constitu
ent authority functions-( 1) Subject to this section, where, in 
the opinion of a regional council or a united council, as the 
case may be, or of any constituent authority, any function 
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which a constituent authority may undertake under this Act 
or any other enactment, other than a function under Part 
XX of this Act, would be more effectively and economically 
undertaken by the regional council or united council, the 
regional council or united council may, by agreement with the 
constituent authority, undertake that function. 

(2) Any agreement under this section may provide for 
the apportionment of assets and liabilities, the transfer of 
property, the method of rating or the bases of apportionment, 
as the case may be, to be adopted in respect of the function, 
and such other matters as may be necessary for the effective 
transference of that function. 

(3) Where pursuant to subsection (2) of this section there is 
agreement that the transfer of any function should be effected, 
but there is a lack of agreement on the terms under which 
the transfer is to be effected, the regional council or united 
council or any constituent authority which would be a party 
to any agreement entered into may refer the matter to the 
Commission for determination, and, subject to section 37 A 

of this Act, the Commission's determination shall be final 
and the transfer shall be effected in accordance with that 
determination. 

( 4) The Commission shall not make any determination 
under subsection (3) of this section without giving to the 
regional council or united council and the constituent autho
rities which are to be parties to the agreement a reasonable 
opportunity to be heard. 

(5) Nothing in this section shall prevent the Commission 
from initiating a proposal for the preparation of a provisional 
scheme for the transfer of functions, other than a function 
under Part XX of this Act, from a constituent authority to 
a regional council or united council. 

(6) Where any function of a constituent authority is trans
ferred to a regional council or united council as aforesaid, the 
function may not be resumed by that constituent authority 
except pursuant to an Order in Council giving effect to a final 
scheme. 

(7) No function shall be transferred under this section if 
the transfer of the function from the constituent authority 
has been examined by the Commission during its investi
gation of any proposal for a regional scheme or reorganisation 
scheme under Part I of this Act, whether or not the proposal 
included provision for that transfer. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 623; 1977, No. 122,s.6 
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"262. Functions conferred by Order in Council-(1) A 
council shall have the functions of any local authority 
which, pursuant to an Order in Council giving effect to a 
final scheme, are transferred from the local authority to the 
council, and those functions shall be performed in accord
ance with any provisions in that behalf in the order. 

(2) Subject to this Act and to the provisions of the Order 
in Council, the transfer of any function to which this section 
applies shall take effect on a date to be agreed on between 
the council and the local authority from which the function 
is to be transferred, but the agreed date shall be not later 
than 2 years after the first meeting of the council held after 
the commencement of the Order in Council, or such later 
date as may be approved by the Commission: 

Provided that, if within a period of 6 months after the 
first meeting of the council held after the commencement of 
the Order in Council the council and the local authority do 
not agree on the date on which the transfer of the function 
is to take place, the date of that transfer shall be determined 
by the Commission. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 601; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"263. Provisions on transfer of functions-Where-
(a) Any functions, powers, duties, or obligations conferred 

or imposed by this Act or any other enactment on 
any territorial authority or other local authority are 
transferred to a regional council or united council 
pursuant to an Order in Council giving effect to a 
final scheme, or are undertaken by such a council 
pursuant to an agreement between that council and 
a territorial authority under section 261 of this Act; 
or 

(b) Any functions, powers, duties, or obligations conferred 
or imposed by this Act or by any other enactment 
on any territorial authority or other local authority 
are transferred to a territorial authority or to 
another territorial authority pursuant to an Order 
in Council giving effect to a final scheme,-

the following provisions shall apply: 

( c) In any case to which paragraph (a) of this section 
applies, every reference in this Act or any other 
enactment to a territoral authority or to a local 
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authority, and to the district thereof, shall be read 
as a reference to the regional council or united 
council, as the case may be, and to the region 
thereof; and 

(d) In any case to which paragraph (b) of this section 
applies, every reference in this Act or in any other 
enactment to another territorial authority, or to a 
local authority, and to the district thereof, shall be 
read as a reference to the territorial authority and 
to the district thereof; and 

( e) Those functions, powers, duties, and obligations shall 
cease to be functions, powers, duties, and obligations 
of the territorial authority or local authority, as 
the case may be, and shall be performed and 
exercised-

(i) In any case where they are conferred or im
posed on a regional council, by the regional council: 

(ii) In any case where they are conferred or im
posed on a united council, by the united council or 
by the administering authority on behalf of the 
united council: 

(iii) In any case where they are conferred or 
imposed on a territorial authority, by the territorial 
authority; and 

(f) Any function, power, duty, or obligation conferred or 
imposed on any inspector or other officer or any 
member of the territorial authority or local author
ity, as the case may be, shall be exercised or 
performed-

(i) In the case of a regional council, by any in
spector or other officer or, as the case may be, any 
member of the council: 

(ii) In the case of a united council, by any in
spector or other officer employed by the administer
ing authority on behalf of the united council or, as 
the case may be, by any member of the council: 

(iii) In the case of a territorial authority, by an 
inspector or other officer or, as the case may be, 
any member of the council-
having corresponding functions, powers, duties, or 
obligations. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 42 (5) 
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"PART XIX 
"FUNCTIONS OF REGIONAL AND UNITED COUNCILS ONLY 

"264. Interpretation-In this Part of this Act the term 
'council' means a regional council or a united council. 

"265. New regional functions-(1) Subject to this Act and 
to any Order in Council under this Act and, in relation to 
any transport service, to Part VII of the Transport Act 1962, 
a council shall have the right to undertake and operate any 
regional function that is not for the time being undertaken by 
any other local authority, and, except with the consent of the 
council, no other local authority shall undertake that function. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Act 
or in any other enactment, but subject to subsections (3) and 
(4) of this section, if the Commission considers that a coun
cil should undertake a regional function that a local authority 
is not authorised by or under this Act or any other enactment 
to undertake, the Commission may provide in the scheme 
constituting the region or in any subsequent scheme that the 
council shall undertake that function. 

(3) Where the Commission provides in any scheme for the 
undertaking of any such function by a council, it shall specify 
in the scheme such matters as it thinks necessary for the 
efficient and effective operation of that function. 

(4) Without limiting the generality of subsection (3) of 
this section, the Commission may specify in the scheme

(a) Whether the function shall be deemed to be a public 
work for the purposes of the Public Works Act 1928: 

(b) The date or dates on which the function shall be under
taken by the council: 

(c) The system and method by which that function shall 
be financed: 

(d) The appeal and objection rights (if any) that may be 
exercised by any local authority or other body or 
group or person likely to be affected by the opera-
tion of that function. . 

(5) Where any function is undertaken by a council pur
suant to this section, it shall for all purposes be deemed to 
be a function conferred on the council by this Act. 

(6) In this section the expression 'regional function' means 
a public service or undertaking which is or is intended to be 
for the benefit of the region or a substantial part thereof. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 602; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 
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"266. Councils to exercise civil defence functions-Every 
council shall have and perform and exercise within its 
region all the functions and powers conferred on a regional 
council or united council under the Civil Defence Act 1962. 

Cf. 1974,~0.66,s.603;1977,~0. 122,s.6 

"267. Delegation of functions from Crown-The council 
may enter into an agreement with the Crown whereby the 
council may exercise any function or provide any service in 
the region for and on behalf of the Crown, and the council 
is hereby empowered to undertake any function and provide 
any service so delegated to it. 

Cf. 1974,~0.66,s.625; 1977,~0. 122,s.6 

"268. Territorial authority may perform functions of 
regional council in certain circumstances- ( 1) Where the 
boundaries of any district that is under the jurisdiction of 
a territorial authority are coterminous with the boundaries 
of a region, the territorial authority shall be deemed to be a 
regional council, and the provisions of this Act or any other 
Act shall, with the necessary modifications, apply to the 
district as if the district were a region and the territorial 
authority were a regional council. 

(2) ~othing in this section shall derogate from the func
tions and powers conferred on the territorial authority in 
its capacity as a territorial authority under this Act or any 
other enactment. 

Cf. 1974,~o.66,s.628; 1977,~0. 122,s.6 

"269. Out-districts-( 1) Where in the opinion of the 
Commission it is desirable that the area of jurisdiction of 
any existing or proposed council in respect of any particular 
function should extend beyond its region or proposed region, 
the Commission may make provision accordingly in any 
scheme. 

(2) Every such extension of the area of jurisdiction of any 
council or proposed council shall for the purposes of this Act 
be deemed to be an out-district. 

(3) ~o out-district shall be declared or altered or abolished 
except by an Order in Council giving effect to a final 
scheme. 

Cf. 1974, ~o. 66, s. 626 (1 )-(3); 1977, ~o. 122, s. 6 
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"PART XX 

"SUBDmSIoN AND DEVELOPMENT OF LAND 

"270. Interpretation and application-( 1) In this Part of 
this Act, unless the context otherwise requires-

" 'Concept plan' means a plan of a proposed subdivision 
to which section 276 of this Act applies: 

" 'Council' means a territorial authority; and, in relation 
to land that does not form part of any district 
or to land in the County of Fiord, means the 
Minister of Works and Development: 

"'Development', in relation to any land, means the 
development or redevelopment of the land (not 
being a subdivision of the land) by-

(a) Constructing, erecting, or altering anyone 
or more buildings thereon for the purpose of pro
viding 3 or more new or 2 or more additional house
hold units thereon; or 

(b) Constructing, erecting, or altering anyone 
or more buildings thereon intended to be used 
solely or principally for commercial or industrial 
purposes where the value of the construction, erec
tion, or alteration (determined under section 294 of 
this Act) will exceed $100,000;-
and 'develop' has a corresponding meaning: 

"'Development plan' means a development plan under 
section 293 of this Act: 

"'District' means the district of a territorial authority; 
and, in relation to land in respect of which the 
Minister of Works and Development is the council, 
means that land: 

" 'Household unit' means any building or group of build
ings, or part of any building or group of buildings, 
used or intended to be used solely or principally for 
residential purposes and occupied or intended to 
be occupied exclusively as the home or residence 
of not more than one household: 

"'Owner', in relation to any land or interest therein, 
includes an owner thereof, whether beneficially or 
as trustee, and his agent or attorney, and a mort
gagee acting in exercise of power of sale; and also 
includes the Crown, the Public Trustee, and any 
person, local authority, board, or other body or 
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authority, however designated, constituted, or ap
pointed, having power to dispose of the land or 
interest therein by way of sale: 

"'Regional counciP includes the Auckland Regional 
Authority: 

" 'Road' has the same meaning as in section 315 of this 
Act: 

" 'Sale' includes exchange, gift, devise, or other disposi
tion affecting the fee simple, and lease for any term 
(including the term or terms of any renewals to 
which the lessee is entitled) of not less than 14 years; 
and also includes any disposition affecting the 
leasehold interest under any such lease; but does 
not include the granting of a conservation covenant 
under section 77 of the Reserves Act 1977: 

" 'Scheme plan' means a scheme plan of subdivision: 
"'Survey plan' means a plan of a subdivision in form 

for deposit under the Land Transfer Act 1952 or 
with the Registrar of Deeds. 

(2) Where the Minister of Works and Development is 
acting as a council under this Part of this Act, every refer
ence in this Part to a resolution of the council shall be deemed 
to be a reference to a decision in writing of that Minister, 
and every reference in this Part to the Seal of the council 
shall be deemed to be a reference to the signature of that 
Minister. 

(3) This Part of this Act shall be in force in the County 
of Fiord. 

( 4) Nothing in this Part of this Act shall apply with respect 
to any subdivision in respect of which an application for 
approval under Part XXV of the Municipal Corporations 
Act 1954 or an application for approval of a scheme plan 
under Part II of the Counties Amendment Act 1961 has 
been made before the commencement of this Part of this 
Act, and Part XXV of the Municipal Corporations Act 1954 
or, as the case may be, Part II of the Counties Amendment 
Act 1961 shall continue to apply with respect to the sub
division as if it had not been repealed. 

(5) Nothing in this Part of this Act shall apply with respect 
to any subdivision by or on behalf of the Crown or the 
council where any work for the purposes of the subdivision 
has been carried out on the land before the commencement 
of this Part of this Act. 
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(6) Nothing in this Part of this Act shall apply with 
respect to--

(a) Any development by or on behalf of the Crown 
where any work has been carried out on the land 
for the purposes of the development before the 
commencement of this Part of this Act: 

(b) Any development by or on behalf of any person other 
than the Crown where a building permit for the 
work has been issued by the council before the 
commencement of this Part of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 350 (1); 1961, No. 131, s. 21 (1), 
(2); 1975, No. 8, s. 12 (2) 

"271. Subdivision defined-( 1) For the purposes of this Act 
land shall be deemed to be subdivided, if (being a continuous 
area of land)-

(a) Being land subject to the Land Transfer Act 1952 and 
comprised in one certificate of title, the owner there
of, by way of sale, disposes of any specified part 
thereof less than the whole, or advertises or offers 
for sale any such part, or makes application to a 
District Land Registrar for the issue of a certificate 
of title for any part thereof less than the whole; or 

(b) Being land not subject to the Land Transfer Act 1952, 
the owner thereof disposes by way of sale of any 
specified part thereof less than the whole, or 
advertises or offers for sale any such part; or 

(c) Being land subject to the Land Transfer Act 1952 and 
comprised in one certificate of title, or being land 
not subject to that Act, the personal representative 
of the former deceased owner disposes of any speci
fied part thereof less than the whole to any person 
pursuant to a devise of that part under the will of 
the former deceased owner; but nothing in this Part 
shall affect the equitable interest of the devisee in 
the land;-

and 'subdivide' and 'subdivision' have corresponding mean
ings: 

Provided that land shall not be deemed to be subdivided 
if any specified part thereof less than the whole is taken 
under the Public Works Act 1928 or purchased or otherwise 
acquired or transferred for a public work. 
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(2) For the purposes of subsection (1) of this section land 
shall be deemed to be a continuous area of land, notwith
standing that part of it is physically separated by a road or 
in any other manner whatsoever from other land of the same 
owner, if-

(a) Being land subject to the Land Transfer Act 1952, it 
is comprised in one certificate of title; or 

(b) Being land not subject to that Act, both parts of the 
land were acquired by the owner under one instru
ment of conveyance,-

unless the subdivision of the land into both such parts has 
been approved under this Part of this Act or any correspond
ing former enactment relating to the subdivision of land. 

(3) For the purposes of this Part of this Act, any division 
of land, whether into 2 or more allotments, shall be deemed 
to be a subdivision of that land for the purposes of sale if at 
least one of those allotments is intended for sale. 

(4) Notwithstanding anything in this section, land shall 
not be deemed to be subdivided for the purposes of this Part 
of this Act by reason solely of the fact that the owner grants 
a lease of, or advertises or offers for disposition by way of 
lease, any part of a building existing on the land, or which 
will exist on the land, at the commencement of the lease. 

(5) Notwithstanding anything in this section, land having 
an area of not more than 2,000 square metres (and being, in 
the case of land subject to the Land Transfer Act 1952, the 
whole of the land comprised in one certificate of title) shall 
not be deemed to be, or ever to have been, subdivided for the 
purposes of this Part of this Act by reason solely of the fact 
that the owner, or, in the case of land owned in common, all 
the owners, grant a lease of, or advertise or offer for disposi
tion by way of lease, any owner-occupier flat comprising a 
separate building existing on the land, or which will exist 
on the land, at the commencement of the lease, or subdivides 
or has subdivided the land into units under the Unit Titles 
Act 1972. 

( 6) For the purposes of subsection (5) of this section, the 
term 'owner-occupier flat' means a residential flat in respect 
of which any person has a right of occupation under a lease 
held by him by virtue of being a shareholder in a company 
owning the land on which the building comprising the residen
tial flat is erected, or by virtue of being the owner of an 
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estate or interest in the land on which the building comprising 
that residential flat is erected; and the term 'flat' includes any 
building that is ancillary to that flat. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 350 (2)-(4); 1958, No. 87, s. 3 (1), 
(2); 1961, No. 131, s. 21 (2)-(6); 1962, No. 38, s. 5 
(1), (2); 1965, No. 76, s. 2 (2) (c); 1971, No. 62, 
s. 35; 1971, No. 63, s. 39; 1972, No. 131, s. 8; 1972, 
No. 132, s. 17 

"272. Application of this Part to the Crown-Subject to 
section 307 (4) of this Act, this Part of this Act shall bind 
the Crown in relation to--

(a) Any subdivision undertaken by or on behalf of the 
Crown solely or principally for commercial, indus
trial, or residential purposes or any 2 or more such 
purposes: 

(b) Any development undertaken by or on behalf of the 
Crown for the construction, erection, or alteration 
of permanent buildings to be used solely or princi
pally for residential or administrative purposes or 
both such purposes, and shall not bind the Crown 
in relation to any other development. 

"273. Application of this Part to subdivision or develop
ment by council-This Part of this Act, as far as it is applic
able and with the necessary modifications, shall apply with 
respect to any subdivision or development undertaken by a 
council as if, in the case of a subdivision, application for the 
council's approval of a scheme plan of subdivision had been 
made by the owner of the land. 

"273A. Application of this Part to developments by local 
authorities-This Part of this Act shall apply with respect to 
developments by local authorities for the construction, erec
tion, or alteration of permanent buildings to be used solely 
or principally for residential or administrative purposes, and 
shall not apply with respect to any other development by 
local authorities. 

((Subdivision 
"274. Subdivision not to be permitted in certain circum

stances- ( 1) The Council shall refuse to approve any scheme 
plan where it is satisfied that-

(a) The land on the plan is not suitable for subdivision; 
or 



368 Local Government Amendment 1978, No. 43 

(b) The proposed subdivision-
(i) Is contrary to any proposed or operative dis

trict scheme; or 
(ii) Is not in accordance with a specified de

parture granted under an operative district scheme 
which affects the locality where the land is situated; 
or 

(iii) Would be a detrimental work within the 
meaning of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1977 (not being a detrimental work that has been 
consented to by the council under section 31 of that 
Act or under section 38 of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1953), or has been prohibited under 
the said section 31 or the said section 38; or 

( c) Where there is no proposed or operative district scheme 
affecting the locality where the land is situated, the 
proposed subdivision does not conform to recog
nised principles of town and country planning; or 

( d) The proposed subdivision would adversely affect the 
implementation of any of the matters specified in 
section 3 of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1977; or 

( e) The proposed subdivision would not be in the public 
interest; or 

(f) Without limiting the generality of paragraph (a) of 
this subsection,-

(i) The land or any part of the land in the sub
division is subject to erosion or subsidence or slip
page or inundation by the sea or by a river, stream, 
or lake or by any other source; or 

(ii) The subdividing of the land is likely to 
accelerate, worsen, or result in erosion or subsidence 
or slippage or inundation by the sea or by a river, 
stream, or lake, or by any other source, of land not 
forming part of the subdivision: 

Provided that this paragraph shall not apply 
if provision to the satisfaction of the council has 
been made or is to be made for the protection of 
the land (whether part of the subdivision or not) 
from erosion or subsidence or slippage or inunda
tion; or 

(g) In the case of an allotment (other than one to be used 
solely or principally for rural purposes), adequate 
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provision has not been made or is not practicable 
for stormwater drainage or the supply of water or 
electricity; or 

(h) In the case of any allotment, adequate provision has 
not been made or is not practicable for sewerage 
drainage or the disposal of sewage. 

(2) The council may refuse to approve any scheme plan 
on the ground that-

(a) In the case of any allotment (other than one to be 
used solely or principally for rural purposes), public 
services in respect of stormwater drainage or the 
supply of water or electricity are not available to 
the allotment and will not be available within a 
period of 5 years; or 

(b) Public services in respect of sewerage drainage or 
the disposal of sewage are not available to any allot
ment and will not be available within a period of 
5 years. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351A (1) (a), (2); 1961, No. 131, 
s.23 (1) 

"275. Scheme plan to be submitted to council-( 1) Subject 
to section 279 (6) of this Act, where the owner of any land 
in the district proposes to subdivide that land, a scheme plan 
of the subdivision shall be prepared and signed by a registered 
surveyor and submitted to the council, together with such 
additional copies as the council may require, before any work 
( other than necessary clearing of vegetation and other investi
gative work required to enable a survey to be made) involving 
the disturbance of the land surface or an excavation of the 
land surface is undertaken or other work on the land for the 
purposes of the subdivision is commenced: 

Provided that-
( a) In any case where the proposed subdivision is the 

division of any land into not more than 2 parts, the 
plan required by this subsection need not, if the 
council so approves, be prepared and signed by a 
registered surveyor: 

(b) In the case of a proposed subdivision by or on behalf 
of the Crown, the plan required by this subsection 
need not be prepared and signed by a registered 
surveyor: 

(c) In any case where a concept plan in respect of the 
subdivision is required to be submitted to the 
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council under section 276 of this Act, the scheme 
plan shall not be submitted to the council until all 
the provisions of sections 276 and 277 of this Act 
have been complied with and the time fixed by 
section 278 of this Act for the making of comments 
on the concept plan has elapsed. 

(2) Every scheme plan submitted under subsection (1) of 
this section shall contain information sufficient, in the 
opinion of the council, to define the position of all new 
boundaries, the areas of new allotments, the location and 
areas of new reserves to be created, the position and areas 
of land to be set aside as new roads, and such detail (includ
ing, if the council so requires, topographical detail) as the 
council considers reasonable, having regard to the nature of 
the subdivision, and requires to be shown on the plan, and 
details of any other land of the owner adjoining the land in 
the proposed subdivision which the council considers may be 
subdivided at a later date. 

(3) An authorised officer of the council shall forthwith 
give or send to the person submitting a scheme plan an 
acknowledgment in writing of the receipt of the plan. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351 (1); 1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1); 1961, 
No. 131, s. 22 (1)-(3); 1974, No. 8, ss. 25 (1),26 (3) 

"276. Concept plan may be required in certain cases
(1) Subject to section 279 (6) of this Act, where-

(a) The owner of any land in the district proposed to 
subdivide the land into more than 50 allotments any 
of which are to be used solely or principally for 
commercial, industrial, or residential purposes, or 
any 2 or more such purposes; or 

(b) In the opinion of the council the subdivision will have 
special or unusual features,-

the owner shall-
( c) Before submitting the scheme plan of the subdivision 

to the council for approval, and before undertaking 
any work involving the disturbance of the surface 
of the land (other than necessary clearing of vege
tation and other investigative work required to 
enable the concept plan to be prepared), or any 
excavation of the land, or doing any other work on 
the land for the purposes of the subdivision, notify 
the council of his proposal; and 
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( d) If so required by the council, submit to the council 
a concept plan of the proposed subdivision, together 
with. such additional copies as the council may 
reqUIre. 

(2) Where any concept plan is submitted to the council by 
the owner under subsection (l) of this section,-

(a) The council may require the owner to include in or 
attach to the plan such details as the council 
considers necessary to give a general outline 
of the nature of the proposed subdivision and 
of the approximate location of roads, reserves, 
school sites, drains, other public utilities or amenities, 
and the approximate layout of proposed allotments, 
and details of any other land of the owner adjoining 
the land in the proposed subdivision which the 
council considers may be subdivided at a later date: 

(b) The owner shall forthwith after submitting the plan 
to the council give public notice that the plan is 
open for inspection by any person, without fee, 
during ordinary office hours at the public office of 
the council for a period of 1 month after the date of 
the giving of the notice, and the plan shall be open 
for inspection accordingly. The notice shall contain 
a description of the land sufficient to enable it to be 
readily identified. 

"277 . Concept plan to be referred to certain authorities
Where a concept plan is submitted to the council under 
section 276 of this Act, the council shall as soon as 
practicable-

(a) Send a copy to the regional council or united council 
for the region (if any) in which that land is situated 
for its comments; and 

(b) Send a copy to the Regional Water Board for the water 
region in which that district is situated, if the coun
cil considers that the subdivision will affect matters 
relating to the use or quality of water or to soil 
conservation or to erosion; and 

(c) Where the proposed subdivision could, in the council's 
opinion, adversely affect any building or site of 
historical or archaeological interest designated as 
such in the operative or proposed district scheme 
for the locality in which the land is situated, and 
may, in any other case where the council considers 
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it desirable, send a copy to the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust (as constituted by the Historic Places 
Act 1954) for its comments; and 

( d) Where the proposed subdivision or any part thereof
(i) Has a frontage to an existing or proposed 

State highway or Government road or adjoins a 
Government railway; or 

(ii) Is situated in an area for which there is no 
proposed or operative district scheme for the time 
being in force,-
send a copy to the District Commissioner of Works 
for the locality in which the land is situated for his 
comments,-

and the council may also send a copy to such other persons 
or authorities as the council thinks fit. 

"278. Action to be taken in respect of concept plan
( 1) Any person or body interested may-

(a) In the case of any body or person to which or to whom 
a copy of the concept plan has been submitted under 
section 277 of this Act, within 35 days after the 
receipt by it or him of that copy: 

(b) In the case of any other body or person, within 35 
days after the expiration of the period of 1 month 
specified in section 276 (2) (b) of this Act,-

or within such further time as may in any case be allowed 
by the council, comment in writing to the council on the 
concept plan. 

(2) The council shall as soon as practicable forward to the 
owner any comments received by the council under sub
section (1) of this section, together with any comments in 
respect of the concept plan that the council may wish to 
make, but any comments of the council shall not bind the 
council in considering any subsequent application for its 
approval of a scheme plan of the subdivision in respect of 
which the concept plan was submitted to the council. 

"279. Powers of council where scheme plan submitted
( 1) Where a scheme plan is submitted to the council under 
section 275 of this Act, the council shall as soon as practi
cable-

(a) Approve the scheme plan as submitted; or 
(b) Approve the scheme plan subject to such conditions 

as the council imposes or requires to be fulfilled 
under this Part of this Act; or 
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(c) Require the submission of a new scheme plan; or 
(d) Approve the scheme plan subject to amendments 

being made therein; or 
( e) Approve the scheme plan subject to the exclusion from 

the plan of any land that in the opinion of the 
council is not suitable to form part of the sub
division; or 

(f) Refuse to approve the scheme plan under any of the 
provisions of section 274 of this Act. 

(2) Where any scheme plan is submitted to the council for 
its approval, the council may approve the scheme plan 
subject to one or more of the following conditions, namely: 

(a) Any allotment thereon or any other adjoining land of 
the subdividing owner be transferred to the owner 
of land contiguous thereto or separated therefrom 
only by a road, railway, drain, water race, river, 
or stream, and one certificate of title be issued to 
include the land transferred and the whole, or any 
specified part, of that contiguous or separated land: 

(b) One certificate of title be issued for any continuous 
area of land contiguous to the land proposed to be 
subdivided held at the same time by the owner 
under more than one certificate of title: 

( c) Any allotment thereon, or any part of any such allot
ment, or any other land of the owner be included 
in and form part of any allotment on the scheme 
plan: 

(d) Any allotment thereon be held in the same certificate 
of title as anyone or more other allotments on the 
plan, whether contiguous thereto or not, provided 
the other allotment or allotments are shown on the 
scheme plan as intended to be used for a garage, 
carpark, boatshed site, woolshed, packing shed, 
stockyard, or for other similar utility purposes: 

( e) Any allotment thereon which provides the legal access 
or part of the legal access to one or more allotments 
be held in the same ownership or by tenancy-in
common in the same ownership as the last-mentioned 
allotment or allotments: 

(f) Any allotment be subject to such building-line restric
tions and to such bulk, height, and location condi
tions and height of floor levels of buildings or other 
structures on the allotment as are imposed by the 
council: 
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(g) Provision be made to the satisfaction of the council for 
the protection of the land or any part thereof, or of 
any land not forming part of the subdivision, against 
subsidence, slippage, erosion, or inundation from 
any source (being, in the case of land not forming 
part of the subdivision, subsidence, slippage, ero
sion, or inundation arising or likely to arise as a 
result of the subdividing of the land on the scheme 
plan) : 

(h) Filling and compaction of the land and earthworks be 
carried out to the satisfaction of the council:' 

(i) Any allotment thereon, or any part thereof, be excluded 
therefrom: 

(j) In case of land to be used solely or principally for rural 
purposes, any physically separated part of the total 
land holding of the subdividing owner that in the 
opinion of the council cannot be used as a farming 
unit be held in the same certificate of title as any 
other land from which it is physically separated: 

(k) Where land on which there is erected a household unit 
that has not been declared to be a joint family home 
under the provisions of the Joint Family Homes 
Act 1964 is separated from the balance of the land 
(that balance being land used solely or principally 
for rural purposes), the land be held in the same 
certificate of title as the balance of that land: 

(1) Any specified easements shown on the scheme plan 
be duly granted or reserved, or any existing ease
ments in respect of which the land on the scheme 
plan, or any part of that land, is the dominant 
tenement and which the council considers to be 
redundant, be extinguished or be extinguished in 
relation to any specified allotment or allotments: 

(m) Any other condition that may be imposed by any other 
provision of this Part or any other Part of this Act 
be complied with: 

(n) Such other fair and reasonable conditions of any kind 
whatsoever as the council thinks fit are complied 
with. 

(3) Before deciding to approve a scheme plan subject to 
any condition specified in paragraph (a) or paragraph (b) 
or paragraph (d) or paragraph (e) or paragraph (j) or 
paragraph (k) of subsection (2) of this section, the council 
shall consult with the District Land Registrar as to whether 
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or not it is practicable to issue one certificate of title for the 
purpose of complying with that condition, and, if the District 
Land Registrar advises the council that it is not practicable 
to do so, the council shall not impose that condition but 
may, if it thinks fit, impose a condition specified in section 
308 (2) of this Act. 

( 4) In considering whether to approve a scheme plan, the 
council may have regard to the siting of each allotment shown 
on the scheme plan in order that the allotments shall, in the 
opinion of the council, produce suitable sitings available for 
buildings in the area proposed to be covered by the sub
division. If in the opinion of the council any allotment or 
allotments would be unlikely to meet this requirement, the 
council may refuse to approve the scheme plan until the allot
ment or allotments have been excluded from the plan or the 
plan has been amended. 

(5) Where under this section the council refuses to approve 
a scheme plan, or refuses to approve it until amendments are 
made, or requires a new scheme plan to be submitted, the 
council shall forthwith give notice in writing to the person 
submitting the plan, setting out reasons therefor. 

(6) Subject to this Act, no person shall erect any building 
of a permanent nature within any land proposed to be sub
divided, or form any proposed road or private road or lay 
pipes and other equipment for water supply or sewerage or 
stormwater disposal or gas supply, or wires (whether under
ground or not) and other equipment for the supply of 
electricity in connection with the subdivision, unless the 
scheme plan in respect of that subdivision has been previously 
approved by the council. 

(7) Any scheme plan approved by the council shall be 
authenticated in the manner provided in section 252 of this 
Act, and the council shall forthwith notify the person sub
mitting the plan of its approval and any conditions subject to 
to which the plan has been approved. 

(8) Where the proposed subdivision or any part thereof 
has a frontage to any existing or proposed State highway 
or Government road or adjoins any Government railway, the 
council shall send a copy of the scheme plan to the District 
Commissioner of Works for the locality in which the land is 
situated for his comments within 35 days after the receipt by 
him of a copy of the plan. 

(9) Where the proposed subdivision or any part thereof 
has a frontage to any existing or proposed regional road, the 
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council shall send a copy of the scheme plan to the regional 
council or united council, as the case may be, for its com
ments within 35 days after the receipt by it of a copy of the 
plan. 

( 10) The council shall as soon as practicable, if it approves 
the scheme plan otherwise than in accordance with the 
comments (if any) of any body or person mentioned in 
section 277 of this Act or subsection (8) or subsection (9) of 
this section, send notice in writing of its approval to that body 
or person, giving reasons for not accepting those comments. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351A (1) (b )-(h); 1961, No. 131, 
ss. 22 (5),23 (2); 1964, No. 119, ss. 22,23 (2); 1972, 
No. 132, s. 18; 1974, No. 8, s. 26; 1974, No. 9, s. 22 (3) 

"280. Council and owner may agree for subdivision to 
proceed-Without limiting the power of the council under 
section 274 or section 279 of this Act, where a scheme plan is 
submitted under section 275 of this Act, the council may 
enter into an agreement with the owner to enable further 
planning to proceed or for preparatory works to be under
taken in respect of the proposed subdivision for which the 
scheme plan was submitted: 

Provided that the council may require the owner to enter 
into a bond for the payment by the owner to the council of 
an amount to be determined by the council in the event of 
the owner failing to comply with the terms of the agreement 
under this section. 

"281. Roads and road access-This Part of this Act, shall 
apply with respect to every decision of the council under Part 
XXI of this Act relating to the roads, private roads, and 
road access in respect of a subdivision as if it were a decision 
under this Part of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, ss. 351B, 351BB, 351Bo, 351Bo, 35IF; 
1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1); 1961, No. 131, ss. 24, 24A, 25, 
27 (5),31; 1964, No. 119, ss. 23 (1), 24, 25, 27; 1964, 
No. 129, ss. 19 (1), (2) (a), 21, 23; 1968, No. 123, 
s. 28; 1968, No. 124, ss. 38, 39; 1971, No. 62, s. 36 (1); 
1971, No. 63, ss. 40, 42; 1972, No. 131, s. 12 (1) ; 1972, 
No. 132, s. 23 

"282. Minimum frontage and area requirements-Except 
as provided in an operative or a proposed district scheme 
affecting the locality in which the land in any scheme plan' 
is situated, and subject to section 321 (3) of this Act, no 
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allotment on any such scheme plan shall have a frontage to 
a road or an area less than those prescribed by any bylaw 
made pursuant to section 386 of the Municipal Corporations 
Act 1954 or, as the case may require, section 401 of the 
Counties Act 1956. 

Cf. 1961, No. 131, s. 26 (1) 

"283. Public water supply, drainage, electricity reticula
tion, and gas supply-( 1) In any case where the council is 
of the opinion that all or any part of the land in respect of 
which a scheme plan is submitted to it for approval is 
intended to be used solely or principally for commercial, 
industrial, or residential purposes, or any 2 or more such 
purposes, the council may, as a condition of its approval of 
the scheme plan, require the owner-

( a) Where an existing public water-supply system or drain
age system or electricity-supply system or gas
supply system is available to service the system 
(being a system within or contiguous to the land 
in the subdivision) ,-

(i) To pay, or enter into a bond to pay, to the 
council such amount as the council considers fair 
and reasonable for or towards the cost of upgrading 
the said system: 

(ii) To supply and lay within the subdivision 
necessary pipes and ancillary equipment for water 
supply, or drains, or electric wiring (whether under
ground or not) and ancillary equipment, or pipes 
and ancillary equipment for gas supply, as the 
case may be, to the satisfaction of the council: 

(b) Where any such system lies within or is contiguous 
to any part of the land on the scheme plan,-

(i) To pay, or enter into a bond to pay, to the 
council such amount as the council considers fair 
and reasonable for or towards the cost of providing 
water or drainage pipes and connections or elec
tricity-supply connections or gas-supply connections, 
as the case may be, from the said system: 

(ii) To connect the said pipes or wires, as the case 
may be, with the said system: 

(c) Where any such system is not available, but is likely 
to be available within a period of 5 years, to pay, 
or enter into a bond to pay, to the council such 
amount as the council considers fair and reasonable 
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for or towards the cost of providing such a system 
to serve the subdivision, and of providing water, 
drainage, electricity, or gas connections from that 
system to the subdivision or to any allotments in the 
subdivision. 

(2) The liability of the owner under subsection (1) of 
this section shall be limited to the extent to which the works 
in respect of which he is so liable serve or are intended to 
serve the land in the subdivision. 

(3) Where pursuant to this section or to the corresponding 
provisions of any former enactment an owner contributes or 
has contributed, or enters or has entered into a contract to 
contribute, to the cost of any connection or system, and that 
connection Or system will serve any other land, the council 
may require the owner of that other land to pay, or enter into 
a contract to pay, to the council such amount as the council 
considers fair and reasonable towards the cost of that connec
tion or system, to the extent that it serves or is intended to 
serve that other land, and the owner of that other land shall 
comply with that requirement accordingly: 

Provided that if no building being used solely or princi
pally for commercial or industrial or residential purposes, 
or any 2 or more such purposes, is erected on that other land, 
the owner thereof shall not be required to make any such 
payment or enter into any such contract except-

( a) As a condition of the building permit for the erection 
of such a building; or 

(b) In any case where a building permit is not required, 
?efore commencing the construction of such a build
mg; or 

(c) As a condition of the approval by the council of a 
scheme plan of subdivision of that other land solely 
or principally for commercial or industrial or resi
dential purposes or any 2 or more such purposes. 

(4) In any case to which subsection (3) of this section 
applies, the liability of the owner under that subsection shall 
be in addition to his liability under any requirement of the 
council under subsection (1) of this section as a condition of 
its approval of a scheme plan of subdivision of his land. 

(5) Where under this section the owner is required to do 
any work in respect of the provision of an electricity supply 
for the subdivision or is required to contribute to the cost of 
providing such a supply, the council shall have regard to 
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the views of the electrical supply authority on the technical 
and engineering aspects in relation to the provision of that 
supply. 

(6) Subject to subsection (2) of this section, all electric 
wiring and ancillary equipment and gas pipes and ancillary 
equipment to be provided pursuant to subsection (1) of this 
section shall be provided in accordance with the requirements 
of the electricity-supply authority or gas-supply authority, 
as the case may be. 

(7) In this section-
"'Drainage' means sewerage drainage or stormwater 

drainage; and includes a sewage-treatment plant; 
and 'drain' has a corresponding meaning: 

"'Gas' means manufactured gas or natural gas. 
Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351BE; 1961, No. 131, s. 27; 1964, 

No. 129, s. 21; 1968, No. 123, s. 30 

"Reserves 

"284. Reserves policy-(l) In exercising its powers under 
section 285, or section 286, or section 288, or section 294 of 
this Act,-

(a) The council shall comply with the council's reserves 
policy as set out in the proposed or operative dis
trict scheme for the locality; or 

(b) Where in the case of a subdivision solely or principally 
for residential purposes there is no such proposed 
or operative scheme or the proposed or operative 
scheme contains no such policy, the council shall 
have regard to the desirability of providing re
serves in the locality totalling not less than 4 hect
ares for every 1,000 of the likely maximum resident 
population of the locality. 

(2) Nothing in this section or in any proposed or operative 
district scheme (whether notified or, as the case may be, 
becoming operative before or after the commencement of this 
Part of this Act) shall authorise the council to require the 
setting aside of any area as reserves or of land in lieu of 
reserves or to make a payment in lieu of reserves or to both 
set aside land (whether as reserves or not) and make a pay
ment of money in excess of the maximum specified in this 
Part of this Act. 
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"285. Reserves contributions in case of residential subdivi
sions-( 1) Where the council is of the opinion that all or any 
of the allotments shown on a scheme plan submitted to it for 
its approval are intended to be used solely or principally for 
residential purposes, the council may require that provision 
shall be made to the satisfaction of the council for public 
reserves under the Reserves Act 1977 within the land on the 
scheme plan amounting to not more than 130 square metres 
for each allotment on the scheme plan which in the opinion 
of the council will be used for such purposes. 

(2) Subject to subsections (3) and (4) of this section, 
where the council is satisfied that the subdivision is ade
quately served by reserves or it is impracticable to provide 
such reserves, or where the area of the proposed reserves 
is less than 1,000 square metres,-

(a) The council may, in lieu thereof, make it a condition 
of approval of the scheme plan that the owner shall 
pay to the council, within such time as it may 
specify, an amount of money specified by the 
council; or 

(b) The council and the owner may agree that instead of 
making such a payment the owner shall set aside 
within the subdivision an area of land to be vested 
in the council; or 

(c) The council and the owner may agree that a combina
tion of the provisions of subsection (1) of this section 
and of paragraphs (a) and (b) of this subsection, 
or any of those provisions, shall apply. 

(3) The value of the total contribution that the owner may 
be required to make under subsection (2) of this section 
(whether in money or land or both) shall not exceed 7.5 per
cent of the value of the allotments shown on the scheme plan 
that in the opinion of the council are intended to be used 
solely or principally for residential purposes. 

( 4) W·here the subdividing owner undertakes, pursuant 
to a requirement of the council, earthworks, tree planting, 
or other work on the land to be set aside as reserves under 
this section (not being work done for ensuring the stability 
of the land or necessary land drainage), and the work is done 
to the satisfaction of the council, the value of that work shall 
be taken into account in assessing the area to be set aside 
under subsection (1) of this section or, as the case may be, 
the contribution to be made under subsectl"""l (2) of this 
section (whether in money or land or both) . 
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(5) Where the subdividing owner makes provision for 
the setting aside within the land on the scheme plan of open 
space for the use only of persons to live within that land, the 
council may take into account the whole or part of the areas 
to be set aside when assessing the area to be set aside as re
serves under this section or, as the case may be, the contri
bution to be made under subsection (2) of this section 
(whether in money or land or both). 

( 6) The area of land to be set aside as reserves, or work 
to be done, or the sum to be paid by the owner to the council, 
under this section shall be ascertained having regard only to 
the number of allotments shown on the scheme plan in excess 
of the number of allotments comprised in the land before the 
subdivision that could have been used for residential pur
poses. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351c (1)-(3); 1961, No. 131, s. 28 
(1)-(5), (7); 1964, No. 119, s. 26 (1); 1972, No. 132, 
s.23 

"286. Reserves contributions in respect of subdivision for 
commercial or industrial purposes-( 1) Where the council 
is of the opinion that all or any of the allotments on a scheme 
plan submitted to it for its approval are intended to be used 
solely or principally for commercial or industrial purposes 
or for both such purposes, the council may-

(a) Make it a condition of its approval of the scheme 
plan that an amount specified by the council, not 
exceeding 10 percent of the value of each such 
allotment shown on the scheme plan, be paid to the 
council within such time as it may specify; or 

(b) Require the owner to set aside as public reserves under 
the Reserves Act 1977 an area of land within the 
subdivision of a value equal to the amount that 
would otherwise require to be paid under para
graph (a) of this subsection; or 

(c) The council and the owner may agree that a combina
tion of paragraphs (a) and (b) of this subsection 
shall apply: 

Provided that in any case where paragraph (c) of this sub
section applies, the value of the total contribution under that 
paragraph (whether in money or land) shall not exceed the 
amount specified in paragraph (a) of this subsection. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything in subsection (1) of this 
section-
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(a) Where any front yard or side yard wider than the 
requirements of a Code of Ordinances of the pro
posed or operative district scheme applying to the 
land on the plan is voluntarily provided on that 
land by the owner by the imposition of building-line 
restrictions or otherwise, and that front yard or 
side yard will be available for the general use of 
the public for recreation purposes, the council may, 
subject to such conditions as it thinks fit-

(i) Offset against the amount that would have 
otherwise been payable under subsection (1) of this 
section the value of that yard to the extent that it 
is wider than the requirements of that Code, as 
determined by the council; or, as the case may be, 

(ii) Offset against the area that would otherwise 
be required to be set aside under that subsection the 
area of that yard to the extent that it is wider than 
those requirements: 

(b) Where the owner has set aside or agrees to set aside 
an area on the roof of any building or proposed 
building on or to be erected on any land in the sub
division for use by the public for recreation pur
poses during ordinary business hours, the council 
may, subject to such conditions as the council thinks 
fit,-

(i) Offset against the amount that would other
wise be payable under subsection (1) of this section 
the whole or part of the value, as determined by 
the council, of that area of roof; or, as the case may 
be 

(ii) Offset against the area required to be set 
aside under this section the whole or part of that 
area of roof. 

(3) The sum to be paid to the council or the area of land 
to be set aside by the owner under this section shall be ascer
tained having regard only to the number of the allotments in 
the subdivision in excess of the number of allotments 
comprised in the land before the subdivision that could have 
been used for commercial or industrial purposes. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351c (1)-(3); 1961, No. 131, s. 28 
(1), (6), (7); 1964, No. 119, s. 26 (1); 1974, No. 9, 
s. 22 (4) 
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"287. Reserve contributions previously paid-Cl) Where 
the owner applying for approval of a scheme plan, or any 
predecessor in title of the owner, has, on any earlier sub
division (whether of the same land or any other land and 
whether before or after the commencement of this Part of 
this Act),-

( a) Set aside in the same locality (whether part of the 
district or not) as reserves for public purposes an 
area in excess of the area that was required under 
sections 285 and 286 of this Act, or that would 
have been so r.equired if those sections had then been 
in force; or 

(b) Done any work or paid any sum of money in lieu of 
providing reserves; or 

( c) Otherwise given land in the same locality (whether 
part of the district or not) as reserves for public 
purposes,-

the area required to be set aside as reserves under sections 
285 and 286 of this Act may, if the council thinks fit, be 
reduced by an amount not exceeding the amount of the 
excess area set aside on that other subdivision or, as the case 
may be, by an area of land not exceeding the area of the land 
otherwise given for public purposes or by an area of land 
not exceeding in value the amount of the money paid or the 
value of the work done. 

(2) In any case to which subsection (1) of this section 
applies, the council may at any time purchase at current 
market values the excess area of land determined under that 
subsection. 

Cf. 1961, No. 131, s. 28 (2) 

"288. Payment and use of reserves contributions-( 1) The 
council may require the owner to enter into a bond for the 
due payment of the amount of any reserves contributions 
payable under this Part of this Act. 

(2) The council shall apply all reserves contributions 
received under this Part of this Act for the following purposes: 

(a) For the purchase of land to be held as public reserves, 
subject to the Reserves Act 1977, in the locality in 
which the land included in the scheme plan is 
situated and for the improvement and development 
as reserves of the land so purchased: 
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(b) For any refund under section 297 of this Act to the 
owner who paid the money to the council of the 
whole or part of the amount paid by him in any case 
where the scheme plan is revoked or lapses. 

(3) Where in the opinion of the council the locality is 
adequately served by reserves or it is impracticable to pur
chase land as provided in paragraph (a) of subsection (2) 
of this section, the money held for the purpose of that para
graph shall be applied for all or any of the following purposes: 

(a) In the purchase of other land in the district to be held 
as public reserves, subject to the Reserves Act 1977, 
and for the improvement and development of any 
land in the district held as public reserves: 

(b) For the improvement and development as pleasure 
grounds or sports grounds of other land (not being 
public reserves) vested in or controlled by the 
council in the district: 

( c) In the payment to any local authority or public body 
in which land in the district is vested for the pur
pose of public recreation, in order that the land so 
vested may be added to or improved or developed: 

(d) Subject to such terms and conditions as the council 
thinks fit, for the advancing of money to the ad
ministering body of any public reserve within the 
district (being a reserve which is subject to the 
Reserves Act 1977) for the purposes of adding to 
or improving or developing the reserve: 

(e) Where in the opinion of the council it will be of benefit 
to the inhabitants of the locality in which the sub
division is situated,-

(i) For adding to or improving or developing 
any laud outside the district that is vested in or 
controlled by the council for the purpose of public 
recreation; or 

(ii) With the consent of the Minister and subject 
to such terms and conditions as the Minister thinks 
fit, for making payments or advances to any local 
authority or public body for the purpose of adding 
to or improving or developing any land outside the 
district that is vested in or controlled by that local 
authority or public body for the purpose of public 
recreation; or 

(iii) For the improvement or development, for 
recreational purposes, of any foreshore or the bed of 
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any lake, whether' Within or outside the district, 
where the control of that foreshore or the bed of that 
lake, as the case may be, has been vested in the coun
cil by an Order in Council under section 165 of the 
Harbours Act 1950 (as substituted by section 9 (1) 
of the Harbours Amendment Act 1961); or 

(iv) In the erection, improvement, or develop
ment for recreational purposes on the bed of the 
harbour or of the sea or, as the case may be, of the 
lake immediately contiguous to any foreshore or 
bed of any lake, whether within or outside the dis
trict, the control of which has been vested in the 
council pursuant to the said section 165, of any thing 
that pursuant to subsection (3) (a) of that section 
the public body controlling that foreshore or bed 
of that lake is empowered to erect: 

(f) For the purchase of land within the district as a site for 
cultural or community centre purposes: 

(g) For the preservation of anything required to be pre
served pursuant to a condition imposed by the 
council under section 291 (1) of this Act. 

( 4) Where any such money is applied in the improvement 
or development of any land (not being a public reserve) 
vested in or controlled by the council as a pleasure ground or 
sports ground, the land shall thereafter be held in trust by the 
council for those purposes. 

(5) Any local authority or public body or administering 
body to which any advance is made under this section shall 
be deemed to have power to borrow the money so advanced. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 3510 (4)-(50); 1961, No. 131, s. 28 
(8 )-(10); 1964, No. 119, s. 26 (1); 1966, No. 52, s. 
5; 1968, No. 123, s. 31; 1968, No. 124, s. 40 (2); 1969, 
No. 30, s. 6 (2) (d); 1972, No. 131, s. 9; 1972, No. 132, 
s. 19; 1974, No. 8, s. 7 (1); 1974, No. 9, s. 7 (1) 

"289. Reserves along areas of water-( 1) On every scheme 
plan submitted to the council under this Part of this Act, 
unless the council, with the consent of the Minister of Lands, 
considers it unnecessary to do so, there shall be set aside as 
local purpose reserves under the Reserves Act 1977 for the 
purpose of providing access to the sea, lake, river, or stream, 
as the case may be, and to protect the environment, within 
the land proposed to be subdivided, a strip of land not less 
than 20 metres in width along the mean high-water mark 
A-14 
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of the sea and of its bays, inlets, or creeks, and along the 
margin of every lake with an area in excess of 8 hectares, 
and along the banks of all rivers and streams which have an 
average width of not less than 3 metres (not being rivers or 
streams or parts of rivers or streams exempted from this 
subsection pursuant to subsection (7) of this section): 

Provided that the council, with the consent of the Minister 
of Lands, may approve the reduction of the width of the strip 
of land to a width of not less than 3 metres if in its opinion 
the reduced width will be sufficient to give members of the 
public reasonable access to the sea, lake, river, or stream. 

(2) Where-
(a) A strip of land less than 20 metres in width along the 

mean high-water mark of the sea or of any of its 
bays, inlets, or creeks, or along the margin of any 
lake, or along any bank of any river or stream has 
either-

(i) Been reserved for the purpose specified in 
subsection (1) of this section, or for public purposes 
pursuant to section 29 (1) of the Counties Amend
ment Act 1961 (as in force before the commence
ment of this Part of this Act) ; or 

(ii) Been set aside or reserved for recreation 
purposes pursuant to any other enactment 
(whether passed before or after the commence
ment of this Part of this Act and whether or not in 
force at the commencement of this Part of this Act) ; 
or 

(iii) Been reserved from sale pursuant to section 
58 of the Land Act 1948 or the corresponding pro
visions of any former Act; and 

(b) A scheme plan of subdivision of land contiguous to 
that strip of land is subsequently submitted to the 
council under this Part of this Act,-

then, notwithstanding that under subsection (1) of this section 
or under any former enactment the Minister of Lands had 
consented to the setting aside of the strip of land of less than 
20 metres in width, the council may, as a condition of its 
approval of the scheme plan, require the owner to set aside 
as reserved for the purpose specified in subsection (1) of this 
section a strip of land contiguous to the strip of land pre
viously set aside and of a width determined by the council, 
being not more than the difference between the width of the 
strip of land previously set aside and 20 metres. 
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(3 ) Nothing in subsection ,( 1) or subsection (2) of this 
section shall require a strip of land to be set aside as reserved 
for recreation purposes along the banks of any river or stream 
where that land adjoins any allotment having an area of 4 
hectares or more and, in the opinion of the council, that 
allotment is intended to be used, or will continue to be used, 
wholly or principally in a manner conforming with accepted 
farming or management practices, for agricultural or horti
cultural or silvicultural or pastoral purposes or the keeping 
of bees or poultry or other livestock. 

( 4) Where, in the opinion of the council, it is in the public 
interest that a road or part of a road be dedicated within 
the area required to be set aside as reserved for the purpose 
specified in subsection ( 1) of this section, then, with the 
consent of the Minister of Lands, the dedication of that road 
or part of that road which lies within the area set aside may 
be accepted in satisfaction of and in substitution for the area 
or part of the area, as the case may be, that would otherwise 
be required to be set aside under this section. 

( 5) Where a strip of land is set aside as required by 
subsection (1) or subsection (2) of this section, and any land 
below the mean high-water mark of the sea or of its bays, 
inlets, or creeks or, as the case may be, any part of the bed of 
the lake or river or stream is vested in the person in whom 
the land shown in the scheme plan is vested, the council may 
require, as a condition of its approval of the scheme plan, 
that the ovvner shall execute, or obtain the execution of, and 
register, a transfer to Her Majesty of the whole or a specified 
part of the land below the mean high-water mark or, as the 
case may be, of the bed of the lake, or river, or stream which 
is vested as aforesaid. 

(6) No land set aside as a reserve or transferred to Her 
Majesty pursuant to this section shall be taken into account 
for the purposes of section 285 or section 286 of this Act, 
except to such extent (if any) as the council allows. 

(7) The Minister of Lands may from time to time on 
the application of the council declare that subsection (1) 
of this section shall not apply with respect to the banks, or 
any specified bank, of any specified river or stream or part 
of any specified river or stream, or may on the application 
of the council revoke any such declaration, in whole or in 
part. In making his decision under this section, the Minister 
of Lands shall have regard to the provisions of any proposed 
or operative district scheme for the locality in which the 
river or stream is situated. 
A-H* 
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(S) Every decision of the Minister of Lands under this 
section shall be final. 

(9) In this section a reference to bays, inlets, or creeks 
of the sea includes those that are artificial as well as those 
that are natural. 

Cf. 1961,~o. 131,s.29;1977,~o. 134,s.4 
"290. Compensation in respect of land along areas of 

water set aside as reserves- ( 1) Where-
( a) Pursuant to subsection (1) or subsection (2) of section 

289 of this Act a strip of land that-
(i) Is situated along the mean high-water mark 

of the sea or of any of its bays, inlets, or creeks or 
along the margin of any lake; and 

(ii) Adjoins any allotment having an area of 4 
hectares or more which, in the opinion of the 
Minister of Lands, is to be retained by the sub
dividing owner for a period of not less than 5 years 
from the date of deposit of the survey plan and, 
in the opinion of that Minister, is to be used for that 
period for any of the purposes specified in subsection 
(3) of that section,-
has been set aside as reserved for the purpose 
specified in subsection (1) of that section; and 

(b) No part of that allotment is zoned for residential or 
commercial or industrial purposes under any opera
tive or proposed district scheme at the date of 
deposit of the survey plan,-

there shall be paid, as compensation, to the subdividing 
owner, or, if he is deceased, to his personal representative, 
out of money appropriated by Parliament, an amount equal 
to the value, as at the date of deposit of the survey plan, of 
the land set aside, that amount to be determined by a valua
tion made by the Valuer-General. 

(2) If the subdividing owner, or, as the case may be, his 
personal representative, is dissatisfied with the amount of any 
valuation made for the purposes of subsection (1) of this 
section, he may, within 1 month after notice of the valuation 
has been given to him by the Valuer-General, object to that 
valuation by delivering or posting to the Valuer-General a 
written notice of objection stating shortly the grounds of his 
objection and the value at which he contends the land should 
be valued. Sections 20 to 23 of the Valuation of Land Act 
1951, as far as they are applicable and with the necessary 
modifications, shall apply to the objection. 
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(3) Where-
(a) Any payment is made to the subdividing owner or his 

personal representative under subsection (1) of this 
section; and 

(b) Within 5 years after the date of the deposit of the 
survey plan the subdividing owner or, as the case 
may be, his personal representative or any suc
cessor in title of the subdividing owner subdivides 
the adjoining land or any part of it or transfers by 
way of sale or enters into an agreement to sell the 
adjoining land or any part of it,-

there shall be repayable to the Crown, by the subdividing 
owner or his personal representative or that successor in title, 
as the case may be, and charged against the land and recover
able as a debt, the amount of that payment to the extent that 
it has not already been repaid: 

Provided that the Minister of Lands, whose decision shall 
be final, may, in his discretion, waive such a repayment or 
may direct that an amount less than the full amount shall 
be repaid. 

( 4) The right of the Crown to repayment under subsection 
(3) of this section shall be deemed to be an interest in the 
land for the purposes of section 137 of the Land Transfer 
Act 1952 (which relates to caveats against dealing with the 
land). 

(5) Where pursuant to subsection (1) or subsection (2) 
of section 289 of this Act a strip of land has been set aside as 
reserved for the purpose specified in section 289 (1) of this 
Act along the mean high-water mark of the sea or any of its 
bays, inlets, or creeks, or along the margin of any lake in 
excess of 8 hectares and adjoining any allotment having an 
area of 4 hectares or more, there shall be paid to the sub
dividing owner or, if he is deceased, his personal representa
tive, out of money appropriated by Parliament, an amount 
equal to any additional survey costs incurred by the sub
dividing owner in determining the land to be set aside (such 
costs to be determined in accordance with the scale of fees 
of the New Zealand Institute of Surveyors which are current 
at the date of deposit of the survey plan) . 

Cf. 1961, No. 131, s. 29 (5 )-(9); 1977, No. 131, s. 4 

"291. Preservation of trees and buildings of historic interest 
and wildlife habitat-(l) The council may make it a condi
tion of its approval of any scheme plan that the owner make 
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provision or further or other provision for the preservation 
of the natural landscape, trees, or areas of trees or bush, or 
buildings or sites of historic or archaeological interest or other 
sites of particular significance (including urupa), or wild
life habitats, or for the planting of trees or shrubs or the 
creation of wildlife habitats. 

(2) Where under subsection (1) of this section the council 
requires that land be set aside or that work be carried out, 
the area of land to be set aside as reserves under this Part of 
this Act, or as the case may be, the reserves contribution 
payable under this Part of this Act, shall be reduced by 
the value of the land set aside or the value of the work done, 
as the case may be, to be determined under section 298 of this 
Act. 

(3) Where the council requires such provision as is speci
fied in subsection (1) of this section to be made, it may re
quire the owner to enter into a bond for the payment by him 
to the council of any amount determined by the council in 
the event of the owner failing to comply with the council's 
requirements. 

( 4) Before selling or granting a lease of or entering into an 
agreement to sell or grant a lease of any land in respect of 
which the owner has entered into a bond pursuant to sub
section (3) of this section, he shall notify the council in 
writing of his intention to sell or grant a lease of or enter into 
an agreement to sell or grant a lease of the land, and the 
council shall make such inquiries as may be necessary to 
ascertain whether or not the conditions imposed pursuant to 
this section have been complied with; and for that purpose 
the council may exercise the power of entry on the land con
ferred by section 238 of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, ss. 351A (1) (c) (iv) , 3510 (2A), 3510A, 
352; 1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1); 1961, No. 131, ss. 23 (2) 
(b) (i), (iv), 28 (7A), 28A, 35 (5); 1964, No. 119, 
ss. 26 (1),30; 1974, No. 8, ss. 26 (1), (2), (4), (5), 
27; 1974, No. 9, ss. 22 (1), (2), (4), (5), 23 

"292. Reserves for future service lanes-Where the council 
is of the opinion that any land comprising part of the land 
being subdivided, or adjoining that land and owned by the 
owner of that land, may be utilised or required in the future 
for a service lane, the council may, as a condition of its 
approval of the scheme plan,-
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(a) Require the owner to set aside the first-mentioned 
or adjoining land as a reserve for the purposes of 
the service lane; and 

(b) Require the owner to pay, or enter into a bond to pay, 
to the council in respect of the cost of the formation 
of that reserve as a service lane such amount as the 
council specifies, not exceeding the estimated cost 
thereof. 

Cf. 1956, No. 76, s. 35100; 1961, No. 60, s. 9 (1) ; 1961, 
No. 131, s. 30 

"Development 

"293. Development plan-( 1) Where the owner of any 
land in the district proposes to develop the land, he shall, 
before any work involving the disturbance of the land surface 
or the excavation of the land for the purpose of the develop
ment or other work in respect of the development (other than 
work authorised by the council or necessary investigative 
work) is commenced, notify the council in writing of the 
proposed development. 

(2) The council may require the owner-
( a) To submit to the council a plan of the development, 

with such additional copies as the council may 
require, before the development is commenced; 
and 

.(b) To include in the plan such details of the develop
ment and to supply to the council such particulars 
of the development as the council considers neces
sary to enable it to assess the amount of the con
tribution payable under section 294 of this Act in 
respect of the development and for the purposes 
of the application to the development of sections 
281, 283, 291, and 295 of this Act. 

(3) Where the land or any part thereof has a frontage to 
any State highway or Government road or adjoins any 
Government railway, the council shall send a copy of the 
development plan to the District Commissioner of Works 
for the locality in which the land is situated for his infor
mation. 

( 4) Where the land or any part thereof has a frontage to 
any regional road, the council shall send a copy of the deve
lopment plan to the regional council or united council as the 
case may be, for its information. ' 
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"294. Reserves and public services contributions in respect 
of development-( 1) Where the owner of any land in the 
district is required by section 293 of this Act to notify the 
council of a proposed development that is solely or princi
pally for commercial or industrial purposes or both such 
purposes,-

(a) The council may require him to pay to the council 
as a reserves contribution, within such time as the 
council specifies, an amount fixed by the council, 
not exceeding 0.5 percent of the value of the 
development as determined by the council; or 

(b) The council may require him to set aside, as public 
reserves to be vested in the council, an area of land 
within the land shown on the development plan, 
to the satisfaction of the council, of a value equal, 
as at the date of lodgment of the development plan, 
to the amount that would otherwise be required to 
be paid under paragraph (a) of this subsection; or 

(c) The council and the owner may agree that a combina
tion of paragraphs (a) and (b) of this subsection 
shall apply: 

Provided that in any case where paragraph (c) of this 
subsection applies, the total contribution under that para
graph (whether in money or land) shall not exceed the 
amount specified in paragraph (a) of this subsection. 

(2) Where the owner of any land in the district is required 
by section 293 of this Act to notify the council of a proposed 
development that is solely or principally for residential 
purposes,-

(a) The council may require him-
(i) To set aside to be vested in the council as 

public reserves under the Reserves Act 1977 an 
area of land within the land shown on the develop
ment plan, to the satisfaction of the council, amount
ing to not more than 20 square metres for every 
household unit to be provided in the development 
after the second new such unit or first additional 
such unit; or 

(ii) Where the council is satisfied that it is im
practicable or unnecessary to set aside such land, 
to pay to the council, within such time as it may 
specify, an amount of money that would, in the 
council's opinion, be sufficient to purchase, at the 
time of lodgment of the development plan, an area 
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determined bv the council, within the land on the 
plan, being not more than 20 square metres of land 
for every such household unit after the second new 
such unit or first additional such unit; or 

(b) The council and the owner may agree that a combina
tion of subparagraphs (i) and (ii) of paragraph 
( a) of this subsection shall apply: 

Provided that in any case where paragraph (b) of this 
subsection applies, the value of the total contribution under 
that paragraph (whether in land or money) shall not exceed 
the amount specified in subparagraph (ii) of paragraph (a) 
of this subsection. 

(3) If the development is to be carried out in stages, the 
contributions payable under subsection (1) of this section 
shall be added together, and the total amount payable under 
that subsection shall be the total sum so ascertained. 

( 4) Where under this Part of this Act or any corresponding 
former enactment any land has been set aside or any money 
paid or any work done, within the immediately preceding 
5 years, a~ reserves or as a contribution in lieu of reserves in 
respect of the land on which the development is to take 
place, or the greater part thereof, the amount payable under 
this section shall be reduced by the value of the land so set 
aside, or of the work done, or the amount of money paid, as 
the case may be. 

(5) Where the owner makes provision for the setting 
aside within the land on which a development solely or 
principally for residential purposes is to be made of open 
space for the use only of persons to live within that land, the 
council may take into account the whole or part of the area 
to be set aside when assessing the area to be set aside as 
reserves under subsection (2) of this section or, as the case 
may be, the contribution to be made under that subsection 
in lieu of reserves. 

(6) Where, in the case of a development solely or prin
cipally for residential purposes, the owner undertakes, pur
suant to a requirement of the council, earthworks, tree 
planting, or other work on the land to be set aside as reserves 
under this section (not being work done for ensuring the 
stability of the land or necessary land drainage), and the 
work is done to the satisfaction of the council, the value of 
that work shall be taken into account in assessing the area 
to be set aside under subsection (2) of this section. 
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(7) The council may require the owner to enter into a bond 
for the due payment of any reserves contributions payable 
under this section. 

(8) Section 288 of this Act shall apply with respect to any 
reserves contributions received by the council under this 
section as if the contributions had been received in respect of 
a subdivision of the land. 

(9) Sections 281, 283, 291, and 295 of this Act, as far as 
they are applicable and with the necessary modifications, shall 
apply with respect to every development as if it were a su?
division of the land requiring the approval of the counCIl. 
The requirements of those sections as applied by this sub
section shall be in addition to the obligation to make a 
reserves contribution under this section, whether in land or 
money or both. 

"Provision for Parking 
"295. Provision for parking-( 1) Where a district scheme 

requires a parking area to be provided upon or in respect of 
any allotment and in the opinion of the council it is not 
reasonable or practicable to make that provision on the allot
ment or sufficiently close to the allotment for constant use by 
vehicles in conjunction with the allotment, the council may, 
as a condition of its approval of a scheme plan, instead of 
enforcing the provision, require or accept payment of a sum 
of money not exceeding the value of a sufficient part of the 
allotment to accommodate the vehicles for which the district 
scheme requires the parking provision to be made. 

(2) The payment made under subsection (1) of this section 
shall be deemed to satisfy the requirements of the scheme 
for parking provision in respect of that allotment, and shall 
be kept in a separate account in the council's name and applied 
by the council from time to time as opportunity offers in the 
acquisition of land and the making of provision for parking 
as close as, in the opinion of the council, is reasonable and 
practicable to the allotment in respect of which the parking 
area was required to be provided. 

(3) The owners for the time being of allotments in respect 
of which payments have been made under this section shall 
when the council provides parking space from those pay~ 
ments, be entitled to rent from the council at reasonable cost 
~aving re.gard to. ~he payment ~ade and to the expens~ 
mvolved m proVldmg that parking space, parking space 
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equivalent to that in respect of which the payment has been 
made; and the council shall allocate that parking space be
tween those owners as far as it will go according to the times 
and amounts of their respective contributions to the fund out 
of which the council has provided the parking. 

( 4) Where the council and the owner are unable to agree 
upon the sum of money which should be paid under subsection 
( 1) of this section, either party may refer the question to the 
Planning Tribunal, which, after hearing the parties and such 
evidence as it may call, shall determine the question; and the 
Tribunal's decision in the matter shall be final and binding 
upon the parties. 

Cf. 1953, No. 91, s. 35A; 1957, No. 104, s. 23; 1966, 
No. 104, s. 36 

((General Provisions 

"296. Variation or revocation of scheme plan or conditions 
imposed- ( 1) Any scheme plan approved by the council 
(whether before or after the commencement of this Part of 
this Act) may, on the application of the owner of the land 
affected thereby, be varied or revoked by the council as to 
the whole or any part thereof. On any such variation, the 
council may impose such conditions or additional conditions 
authorised by this Part of this Act as it thinks fit. 

(2) Subject to sections 327 and 328 of this Act, any build
ing-line restriction or any condition imposed in respect of a 
proposed subdivision under section 279 of this Act or under 
any corresponding former enactment may, on the applica
tion of the owner of the land affected thereby, be revoked or 
from time to time varied by the council, either wholly or as 
to any part of the land affected thereby. 

(3) Where any such scheme plan has been varied under 
this section and the variation will result, in the council's 
opinion, in closer development of an allotment or allotments 
in respect of which under this Part of this Act or any previous 
enactment a previous reserves contribution has been paid or 
land has been set aside or work has been done, within the 
immediately preceding 5 years, the previous reserves contri
bution or land set aside or work done shall be taken into 
account in determining the reserves contribution to be made 
or, as the case may be, the land to be set aside or the work 
to be done, as a result of the variation. 



396 Local Govertament Amendment 1978, No. 43 

( 4) For the purposes of subsection (3) of this section, the 
value of any land or of any work done shall be determined 
by the council, notwithstanding anything in section 298 of 
this Act. 

Cf. 1961, No. 131, s. 32; 1964, No. 129, s. 24; 1968, No. 
124, s. 42 

"297. Refund of money if scheme plan revoked or lapses
Where a scheme plan is revoked or the approval thereof 
has lapsed or is deemed to have lapsed, the council may 
refund to the owner of the land, or, if he is deceased, to his 
personal representative, the whole or part of any amount paid 
by the owner to the council in respect of the land pursuant 
to any provision of this Part of this Act or of any correspond
ing former enactment. 

Cf. 1961. No. 131, s. 34A; 1968, No. 142, s. 45 

"298. Valuation of land or of work done-( 1 ) Unless other
wise specifically provided in this Part of this Act, the value 
of any land to be determined for the purposes of any pro
vision of this Part of this Act relating to the subdivision of 
land shall be the sale value of the land as at the date when 
the allotments on the scheme plan are first available for sale; 
and shall be fixed by agreement between the owner of the 
land and the council or, in default of agreement, by a regis
tered valuer within the meaning of the Valuers Act 1948 
or, if the council so decides, by the Valuer-General. 

(2) The value of any work done or required to be done for 
the purposes of any provision of this Part of this Act shall be 
determined by the council. 

"299. Objections to council's decisions-{l) The owner of 
the land shall have a right of objection to the council against 
any decision of the council made under any of the following 
provisions of this Act, namely, sections 274, 275, 279, 281, 
283, 285, 286, 287, 289, 290, 291, 292, 294, 295, 296, 321, 
321A, 322, and 327, and clause 3 of the Eleventh Schedule. 

(2) Any such objection shall be made by notice in writing 
to the council, setting out the grounds thereof, within 1 
month after being given notice of the decision by the council, 
or within such further time as may in any case be allowed 
by the council. 

(3) The council shall as soon as practicable consider the 
objection. 
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(4) The council shall not consider any objection to its 
decision, unless at least 7 clear days' notice of the date and 
time when the objection is to be considered and of the place 
where it is to be considered has been given to the owner, who, 
if present at the appointed time and place, shall be entitled to 
be heard (in person or by some person on his behalf) in 
support of the objection. 

(5) Any meeting to hear an objection may be adjourned 
from time to time. 

(6) In determining any objection, the council may uphold 
the objection wholly or partly, and may abandon or modify 
its decision accordingly, or may dismiss the objection. 

(7) Notice in writing of the decision of the council on any 
objection, setting out reasons for its decision, shall be given 
by the council to the owner. 

"300. Appeals to Planning Tribunal-( 1) The following 
persons may appeal in the prescribed manner to the Planning 
Tribunal against any decision of the council under any pro
vision of this Act specified in section 299 (1) of this Act or 
any decision of an electricity supply authority or gas supply 
authority under section 283 of this Act: 

( a) The owner of the land: 
(b) Any owner or occupier of land affected by the decision 

of the council, or any other body or person affected 
by the decision of the council: 

(c) The Minister of Works and Development, acting on 
his own behalf or on behalf of any other Minister 
of the Crown: 

(d) Any local authority affected by the decision of the 
council. 

(2) Every such appeal shall be made-
(a) In the case of an appeal by the owner, in any case 

where he has made an objection under section 299 
of this Act, within 1 month after the date of the 
receipt by him of notice of the decision of the 
council on the objection: 

(b) In the case of an appeal by the owner, in any case 
where no such objection has been made, within 1 
month after the date of the receipt by him of notice 
of the decision of the council against which he 
desires to appeal: 
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( c) In the case of an appeal by any other body or person, 
within 1 month after the date of the decision of 
the council against which it or he desires to 
appeal,-

or within such further time as the Planning Tribunal may 
allow, and shall be made and determined by the Planning 
Tribunal in the manner prescribed by the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977 and the regulations under that Act. 

(3) Where an appeal by the owner against the refusal of 
the council under section 274 of this Act to approve a scheme 
plan has been allowed by the Planning Tribunal, then, not
withstanding the decision of the Tribunal, the scheme plan 
shall not be deemed to have been approved for the purposes 
of this Part of this Act, but all the provisions of this Part of 
this Act shall apply thereto as if the council had not refused 
under that section to approve the scheme plan. 

(4) Subject to section 162 of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977, the decision of the Planning Tribunal on 
any such appeal shall be final. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351H; 1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1) ; 1961, 
No. 131, s. 33; 1964, No. 129, ss. 19 (2) (b), 25; 1968, 
No. 123, s. 33 (1); 1968, No. 124, ss. 43 (1), 44 

"301. Appeal against determination of valuer-Where the 
owner or the council is aggrieved by a determination of the 
council or of any valuer or of the Valuer-General under this 
Part of this Act fixing the value of any land, or the value of 
any work, he or it may appeal, in the prescribed manner, to 
a Land Valuation Tribunal against that determination, and, 
subject to section 26 of the Land Valuation Proceedings Act 
1948, the decision of the Tribunal thereon shall be final and 
conclusive. 

Cf. 1961, No. 131, s. 28 (10) 

"302. Work may begin pending decision on objection or 
appeal-(l) Where any objection has been made under 
section 299 of this Act or any appeal has been lodged under 
section 300 or section 301 of this Act (being an objection or 
appeal against a decision made with respect to an application 
for approval of a scheme plan), the council, at the request 
of the owner and subject to such conditions as it thinks fit, 
may authorise the doing of any work required on the land 
in the scheme plan by way of the formation of roads, the 
laying of pipes and other ancillary equipment for water 
supply, drainage, sewage disposal, or gas reticulation, the 
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installation of electric wiring or other electrical equipment 
for electricity reticulation, or any other works or surveys 
(not being pipes or other ancillary equipment or electric 
wiring or other electrical equipment, or works or surveys 
related to the objection or appeal) to be proceeded with, pend
ing a decision on the objection or appeal, as if the scheme 
plan had been approved by the council. 

(2) The council shall not unreasonably or arbitrarily 
refuse to grant its authority on any application under sub
section (1) of this section. 

(3) The council may require the owner to enter into a bond 
for the payment by the owner to the council of an amount 
determined by the council in the event of the owner failing to 
comply with any conditions laid down by the council under 
subsection (1) of this section. 

"303. Completion certificate-( 1) Where under this Part 
of this Act the deposit of a survey plan is dependent on the 
completion by the owner of any work required by the council 
as a condition of its approval of a scheme plan of the sub
division, the council may, for the purposes of section 306 
(1) (f) of this Act, issue a certificate (hereinafter referred to 
as a completion certificate) to the effect that the owner has 
entered into a bond, with security as provided in this sub
section, binding him to carry out and complete the said work 
to the satisfaction of the council within a period of 2 years 
after the date of the issue of the completion certificate, or 
within such shorter period as the council may specify, and, as 
security for the due carrying out and completion of the said 
work by the owner,-

( a) A bank or insurance company carrying on business in 
New Zealand and approved by the council has 
executed the bond as guarantor binding itself to 
pay to the council, if the owner makes default in 
carrying out and completing the work in accordance 
with the provisions of the bond, a sum specified in 
the deed, not exceeding twice the estimated cost 
of the work, as determined by the council; or 

(b) The owner has deposited with the council money or 
negotiable securities approved by the council of 
or to the value of an amount specified by the council, 
being not more than twice the estimated cost of the 
work, as determined by the council. 
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(2) The council may from time to time extend any shorter 
period specified by it under subsection (1) of this section, but, 
unless in any special case the council otherwise allows, not 
beyond the said period of 2 years. Any such extension shall 
not affect any security given under that subsection. 

(3) Where pursuant to subsection (1) of this section the 
owner has deposited money or negotiable securities with the 
council and is proceeding with the work, the council may from 
time to time, as the work proceeds, repay or return to the 
owner such portion of the money or securities as in the opinion 
of the council is commensurate with the cost of the completed 
portions of the work, but so that the balance of the money or 
securities for the time being retained by the council is not 
more than twice the estimated cost, as determined by the 
council, of the uncompleted portions of the work, and on the 
completion of the work to the satisfaction of the council, the 
council shall return to the owner the money or securities then 
remaining on deposit. 

(4) While any work in respect of which a works comple
tion certificate has been issued remains uncompleted, or for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether the work has been com
pleted to the satisfaction of the council, the council may 
from time to time, pursuant to section 238 (a) of this Act, 
enter on the land where the work is required to be or is being 
or has been carried out. 

(5) Where the owner fails to complete the work to the 
satisfaction of the council within the prescribed or extended 
period, the council may enter on the land and complete the 
work and recover the cost thereof from the owner or out of 
any money or securities deposited with the council or money 
paid by the guarantor, so far as the money or securities will 
extend, and, on completion of the work to the satisfaction of 
the council, any money or securities remaining in the hands 
of the council after payment of the cost of the works shall be 
returned to the owner or the guarantor, as the case may be. 

( 6) Where the cost of any work done by the council 
pursuant to subsection (5) of this section exceeds the amount 
recovered by the council under that subsection, the amount 
of that excess shall be a debt due to the council by the owner, 
and shall be a charge on the land. 

(7) In this section the term 'work' includes anything, 
whether in the nature of works or otherwise, required by the 
council to be done by the owner as a condition of its approval 
of the scheme plan; but does not include the making of 
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reserves contributions (whether in land or money) under 
any provision of this Part of this Act as a condition of the 
council's approval of the scheme plan. 

"304. Bonds-( 1) Subject to section 303 of this Act, where 
under any provision of this Part of this Act the council is 
empowered to require a subdividing owner to enter into a 
bond for the performance of any condition, the council may, 
in its discretion, require such security as the council thinks 
fit to be provided for the perfonnance by the owner of the 
conditions of the bond. 

(2) Every bond given under this Part of this Act shall be 
deemed-

(a) To be an instrument creating an interest in the land 
within the meaning of section 62 of the Land Trans
fer Act 1952, and may be registered accordingly; 
and 

(b) To be a covenant running with the land, and shall 
bind subsequent owners. 

(3) Notwithstanding anything in this Part of this Act, 
nothing in this Part shall require the Crown to give any 
bond. 

C£. 1954, No. 76, ss. 351c (6), 351cA (2) ; 1961, No. 131, 
ss. 28 (11), 28A (2); 1964, No. 119, s. 26 (1); 1974, 
No. 8, s. 27; 1974, No. 9, s. 23 

"305. Survey plan may be submitted to council for appro
val- ( 1) Where the council has approved a scheme plan, 
the owner may submit to the council for its approval a survey 
plan, with such additional copies as the council requires, and, 
if the council is satisfied that the survey plan is in accordance 
with the approved scheme plan or with any approved 
variations thereof, the council shall approve the survey plan. 

(2) When the council has approved a survey plan, it shall 
affix thereto, or to a copy thereof, the seal of the council, 
which shall be conclusive evidence that all roads, private 
roads, reserves, land to be vested in the council in lieu of 
reserves, and private ways shown thereon have been autho
rised and accepted by the council under this Act. 

(3) Subject to section 279 of this Act, any conditions sub
ject to which a scheme plan has been approved by the council, 
not being conditions required to be complied with before 
approval of the survey plan, with any such variations thereof 
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as aforesaid, shall be shown on the survey plan or in a notice 
authenticated by the council and referred to on the survey 
plan and identified therewith. 

(4) Where-
( a) A survey plan in respect of the land affected by the 

scheme plan is not submitted to the council for its 
approval within 3 years after the date of the appro
val of the scheme plan, or within such extended 
period or periods as the council in any special case 
may allow; or 

(b) Such a survey plan is submitted to the council for its 
approval within the said period of 3 years, or within 
any such extended period as aforesaid, but any con
dition that is required to be complied with before 
the approval of the survey plan has not been com
plied with to the satisfaction of the council before 
the expiration of that period or any such extended 
period,-

the approval of the scheme plan shall be deemed to have 
lapsed at the expiration of that period or extended period, 
as the case may be, and thereupon the scheme plan shall 
cease to have any effect. 

Cf. 1961, No. 131, s. 34 

"306. Survey plan to be deposited- ( 1) In no case shall
(a) A survey plan under this Part of this Act be deposited 

under the Land Transfer Act 1952 or in the Deeds 
Register Office; or 

(b) The transfer or conveyance or lease of any allotment 
or subdivision of any such land be registered under 
the Land Transfer Act 1952 or the Deeds Registra
tion Act 1908; or 

(c) Subject to the provisions of any other Act, any certi
ficate of title be issued in respect of any such allot
ment or subdivision,-

unless-
( d) The survey plan has been duly approved under section 

305 of this Act; and 
( e) Where any land shown on the survey plan will on the 

deposit of the survey plan vest in the Crown or in 
the council pursuant to this section, consent to the 
subdivision has, in the case of land subject to the 
Land Transfer Act 1952, been given in writing 
by the registered proprietor of every interest in or 
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encumbrance on the land that will vest as aforesaid, 
and, in the case of land not subject to that Act, by 
every person having an interest in or encumbrance 
on the land that will vest as aforesaid if that interest 
or encumbrance is evidenced by an instrument regis
tered under the Deeds Registration Act 1908; and 

(f) There is lodged with the District Land Registrar or 
Registrar of Deeds, as the case may require, either-

(i) A certificate, signed by the principal officer 
or other authorised officer of the council, that all or 
any of the conditions shown on or referred to on the 
approved scheme plan have been complied with to 
the satisfaction of the council and a completion 
certificate (or an authenticated copy thereof) issued 
in relation to such of them as have not been complied 
with; or 

(ii) A completion certificate (or an authenticated 
copy thereof) issued in relation to the conditions 
shown on or referred to on the survey plan; and 

(g) The council has certified on the plan that it is in 
accordance with the requirements and provisions of 
the operative district scheme or that the plan is in 
accordance with a specified departure consented to 
under section 35 of the Town and Country Planning 
Act 1953 or section 74 of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977. 

(2) Every consent or certificate under subsection (1) of 
this section shall be either endorsed on the survey plan or 
on a copy thereof or deposited under the Land Transfer Act 
1952 or with the Registrar of Deeds, as the case may require. 

(3) Subject to section 316 of this Act, and notwithstanding 
anything in section 168 of the Land Transfer Act 1952, on 
the deposit as aforesaid of any approved survey plan all land 
shown thereon as roads or road reserves shall vest as such, 
free from encumbrances (without the necessity of any instru
ment of release or discharge or otherwise)-

( a) In the case of a regional road or a reserve for a regional 
road, in the regional or united council or in the 
territorial authority, as the case may require: 

(b) In the case of a Government road, in the Crown: 
( c) In the case of a State highway, in the Crown or in 

the council, as the case may require: 
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(d) In the case of a road or road reserve in the County 
of Fiord or on land that does not form part of any 
district, in the Crown: 

( e) In the case of any other road or road reserve, in the 
council. 

( 4) On the deposit as aforesaid of any approved survey 
plan, all land shown thereon as reserves (other than road 
reserves) shall vest, free from encumbrances (without the 
necessity of any instrument of release or discharge or other
wise) in the council, or, in the case of land in the County of 
Fiord or land that does not form part of any district, in the 
Crown, and shall be held as reserves set apart for the pur
poses indicated on the plan, and subject to the Reserves Act 
1977. 

( 5) On the deposit as aforesaid of any approved survey 
plan, all land shown thereon as land to be vested in the 
council or in the Crown in lieu of reserves shall vest in the 
council or in the Crown, as the case may be, free from 
encumbrances without the necessity of any instrument of 
release or discharge or otherwise. 

(6) In any case where a survey plan approved by the 
council is not deposited as aforesaid within a period of 3 years 
from the date of the approval thereof, or within such extended 
period or periods as the council in any special case may allow, 
that approval shall be deemed to have lapsed at the expiration 
of that period or extended period, as the case may be, and 
fresh approval by the council of the survey plan or, as the 
case may be, of the scheme plan shall be necessary. 

(7) Where a scheme plan of a subdivision of land by the 
Crown has been approved by the council, then, for the 
purposes of this Part of this Act,-

( a) The approval by the Chief Surveyor of the land district 
in which the land is situated of a plan of the sub
division shall have effect as if it were a deposit of 
the approved survey plan of the subdivision; and 

(b) The land shall thereupon be deemed to be subject to 
the Land Transfer Act 1952 and a certificate of 
title for the land may be issued by the District Land 
Registrar in the name of Her Majesty the Queen 
on the request of the Commissioner of Crown Lands 
for the land district in which the land is situated 
as if section 16 of that Act applied. ' 



1978, No. 43 Local Government Amendment 405 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 352; 1961, No. 131, s. 35; 1962, No. 
38, s. 5 (2) (c); 1964, No. 119, s. 30; 1964, No. 129, 
s. 26; 1965, No. 76, s. 2 (2) (d); 1968, No. 124, s. 46; 
1970, No. 58, s. 4 (3) (d); 1972, No. 132, s. 8 (1); 
1974, No. 8, s. 26 (5); 1974, No. 9, s. 22 (5) 

"307. Agreement to sell land or building before deposit of 
plan-( 1) Any agreement to sell any land or any building or 
part of any building that constitutes a subdivision and is 
made before the appropriate survey plan has been approved 
under section 305 of this Act shall be deemed to be made 
subject to a condition that the plan will be deposited under 
the Land Transfer Act 1952 or, as the case may require, in 
the Deeds Register Office: 

Provided that any such agreement shall not be made illegal 
or void by reason only that it was entered into before the 
survey plan was so deposited. 

(2) Subject to subsection (1) of this section, any agree
ment to sell any allotment in a proposed subdivision made 
before the council's approval of the survey plan under section 
305 of this Act shall be deemed to be made subject to the 
following conditions: 

(a) That the purchaser may, by notice in writing to the 
vendor, cancel the agreement at any time before 
the end of 14 days after the date of the making 
of the agreement; and 

(b) That the purchaser may, at any time after the expira
tion of 2 years after the date of approval of the 
scheme plan or 1 year after the date of the agree
ment, whichever is the later, by notice in writing 
to the vendor, rescind the contract if the vendor has 
not made reasonable progress towards submitting 
a survey plan to the council for its approval or has 
not lodged the survey plan for deposit within a 
reasonable time after the date of its approval. 

(3) An agreement may be rescinded under subsection (2) 
of this section, notwithstanding that the parties cannot be 
restored to the position that they were in immediately before 
the agreement was made, and in any such case the rights and 
obligations of each party shall, in the absence of agreement 
between the parties, be as determined by a Court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

( 4) Subsections (2) and (3) of this section shall not bind 
the Crown. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351 (3); 1961, No. 131, s. 22 (6) 
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"308. Plan approved subject to amalgamation or transfer of 
allotments- ( 1) Where the council approves a survey plan 
subject to any condition specified in paragraph (a) or para
graph (b) or paragraph (cl) or paragraph (e) or paragraph 
(j) or paragraph (k) of section 279 (2) of this Act, the 
condition shall be endorsed on the survey plan and the 
District Land Registrar or the Registrar of Deeds shall not 
deposit under the Land Transfer Act 1952 or in the Deeds 
Register Office, as the case may be, the survey plan until he 
is satisfied that the conditions have been complied with as 
fully as may be possible in that office. 

(2) Where the District Land Registrar is of the opinion 
that it is not practicable to issue one certificate of title as 
required by any condition referred to in section 279 (2) of 
this Act, the council may impose a condition that the owner 
of those parcels of land shall not, without the consent of the 
council, transfer or lease any such parcel of land or any part 
thereof except in conjunction with the other or others. 

(3) Every such condition shall be set out in a certificate 
authenticated by the council and signed by the owner, and 
that certificate shall be deemed-

(a) To be an instrument creating in favour of the council 
an interest in the several parcels of land within 
the meaning of section 62 of the Land Transfer 
Act 1952, and may be registered accordingly; and 

(b) To be a covenant running with those parcels of land, 
and shall bind subsequent owners. 

(4) When the conditions referred to in subsection (1) of 
this section have been complied with, the separate parcels 
of land included in one certificate of title by virtue thereof 
shall not be capable of being disposed of individually or of 
again being held under separate certificates of title, except 
with the consent of the council, and the District Land Regis
trar on the issue of the certificate of title shall enter thereon 
a memorandum that the land therein is subject to this sub
section and also, in any case to which subsection (5) or sub
section (6) of this section applies, that the land is subject to 
subsection (5) or, as the case may be, subsection (6) of this 
section. 

(5) Where-
( a) For the purpose of complying with any condition 

specified in subsection (1) of this section, any land 
is amalgamated in one certificate of title with any 
other land; or 
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(b) A certificate is issued under subsection (3) of this 
section providing that the owner shall not, without 
the consent of the council, transfer or lease any 
parcel of land except in conjunction with any other 
land,-

and that other land is already subject to a registered instru
ment under which a power to sell, a right of renewal, or a 
right or obligation to purchase is lawfully conferred or im
posed, and that power, right, or obligation becomes exercisable 
but is not able to be exercised or fully exercised owing to the 
provisions of subsection (4) of this section, the land first
mentioned in paragraph (a) or, as the case may be, para
graph (b) of this subsection shall be deemed to be and always 
to have been part of the land that is subject to that instru
ment, and all rights, obligations in respect of, and encum
brances on, that other land shall be deemed also to be rights 
and obligations in respect of or, as the case may be, encum
brances on that first-mentioned land. 

( 6) Where any instrument to which subsection (5) of this 
section applies is a mortgage, charge, or lien, it shall be 
deemed to have priority over any mortgage, charge, or lien 
against the land first-mentioned in paragraph (a) or, as 
the case may be, paragraph (b) of that subsection which is 
registered subsequent to the issue of the certificate of title 
pursuant to subsection (1) of this section or, as the case may 
be, the registration of the certificate issued pursuant to sub
section (3) of this section. 

(7) Where the council approves a survey plan subject to 
the condition specified in paragraph (e) of section 279 (2) 
of this Act, the council shall require the amalgamation of the 
allotment and the access lot or interest therein required to be 
provided pursuant to that paragraph in one certificate of title. 

(8) The Registrar shall refuse to register any instrument 
affecting the land until he is satisfied that the owner has 
complied with the requirements of subsection (7) of this 
section. 

(9) Where, pursuant to the provisions of any former 
enactment corresponding to the provisions of subsection (2) 
of this section the owner of any parcel of land, or his pre
decessor in title, has before the commencement of this Part 
of this Act, entered into an agreement with the council that 
he will not, without the consent of the council, transfer or 
lease that parcel of land or any part thereof except in 
conjunction with any other parcel or parcels of land, 
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subsection (4) of this section shall apply with resp~ct to 
that agreement as if it were a certificate issued pursuant to 
subsection (3) of this section, and, any caveat lodged by the 
council to protect the interest created by the agreement 
shall, on the registration of the certificate, be deemed to have 
lapsed. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351D; 1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1) ; 1961, 
No. 131, s. 36; 1968, No. 123, s. 32; 1968, No. 123, 
s. 32; 1968, No. 124, s. 47; 1969, No. 30, s. 7 (1) 

"309. Plan approved subject to grant or reservation of ease
ments- ( 1) Where the council approves a survey plan 
conditionally on any specified easements shown on the plan 
being duly granted or reserved, the following provisions shall 
apply: 

(a) No such easement may be surrendered by the owner of 
the dominant tenement, or, in the case of an ease
ment in gross, by the grantee of the easement, or be 
merged by transfer to the owner of the servient 
tenement, or be varied, except with the consent of 
the council. The District Land Registrar shall 
endorse on the instrument by which the easement is 
granted or reserved and also on the relevant certi
ficates of title a memorial that the easement is 
subject to the provisions of this paragraph: 

(b) There shall be endorsed on the survey plan of the land 
deposited in the Land Registry Office or in the 
Deeds Register Office, as the case may be, a 
memorandum showing with respect to each such 
easement which is the dominant tenement and which 
is the servient tenement, or, in the case of an 
easement in gross, the name of the proposed grantee 
and which is the servient tenement: 

(c) The District Land Registrar or, as the case may require, 
the Registrar of Deeds shall refuse to register any 
instrument of transfer or conveyance or lease or 
other disposition of any allotment shown on the 
survey plan, unless he is satisfied that all easements 
so specified which are appurtenant to that allotment 
or to which that allotment is subject have been duly 
granted or reserved or will by the registration of 
that instrument be granted or reserved. 

(2) Where the council approves a survey plan conditionally 
on any specified easements shown on the plan being duly 
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granted, or reserved, the council may at any time, whether 
before or after the survey plan has been deposited in the Land 
Registry Office or the Deeds Register Office, revoke any such 
condition in whole or part. ' 

(3) Where the council revokes any such condition in whole 
or in part, then-

( a) In any case where the survey plan has not been 
deposited, a memorandum of the revocation shall be 
endorsed on the survey plan: 

(b) In any case where the survey plan has been deposited, 
the council shall forward an authenticated copy of 
the resolution of the council revoking that condition 
to the District Land Registrar or Registrar of Deeds, 
as the case may require, who shall note his records 
accordingly. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351E; 1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1); 1961, 
No. 60, s. 10; 1961, No. 131, s. 37 

"310. Contravention not to affect title to land-A contra
vention of any provision of this Part of this Act shall not 
invalidate or be deemed to have invalidated any instrument 
intended to affect or evidence the title to any land. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351 (4); 1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1); 
1961, No. 131, s. 22 (7) 

"311. Offences-(l) Every person commits an offence, and 
is liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding $1,000, 
who subdivides any land in the district otherwise than in 
accordance with a scheme plan approved by the council, or in 
the case of an appeal, otherwise than in accordance with the 
decision of the Planning Tribunal under section 300 of this 
Act: 

Provided that no person, being the owner of any land, shall 
be deemed to commit an offence against this subsection by 
reason merely of the fact that he makes application for the 
issue to him of a separate certificate of title for any part of 
the land. 

(2) Every person commits an offence and is liable to a fine 
not exceeding $500 who does any other act in contravention 
of or fails in any other manner to comply with any provision 
of this Part of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 351 (2); 1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1); 
1961, No. 131, s. 22 (4) 
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"312. Savings as to previous approvals- ( 1) Where a 
scheme plan or survey plan of a subdivision of land in any 
district has been approved by the council of that district and 
the land affected has been subsequently included in another 
district,-

(a) The previous approval of the plan shall, for the pur
poses of this Part of this Act, be deemed to be an 
approval by the council of the last-mentioned 
district; and 

(b) All conditions imposed by the council of the first
mentioned district in granting its approval of the 
plan, and all the requirements of that council in 
relation to the proposed roads or access ways or 
service lanes on the plan, shall be deemed to be 
conditions and requirements of the last-mentioned 
council imposed or made under this Part of this 
Act. 

(2) The District Land Registrar shall not issue a certifi
cate of title for any land that is shown as a separate allot
ment on a plan of subdivision (being a certificate issued to 
give effect to that subdivision), unless-

( a) The plan has been deposited under section 306 of 
this Act; or 

(b) The plan has been approved under Part XXV of the 
Municipal Corporations Act 1954 or the corres
ponding provisions of any former Act; or 

( c) The plan has been approved under Part 11 of the 
Counties Amendment Act 1961 or under the Land 
Subdivision in Counties Act 1946; or 

( d) The plan did not require the approval of the council 
under Part II of the Counties Amendment Act 1961 
and was deposited under the Land Transfer Act 
1952 after the said Part 11 came into force; or 

(e) The certificate of title is issued to enable effect to be 
given to any agreement for sale and purchase or 
agreement to lease or other contract to create an 
interest in land made before the commencement 
of this subsection; or 

(f) The council has certified on the plan or on a copy 
thereof that the allotment is in accordance with the 
requirements and provisions of the operative district 
scheme or that the issue of the certificate of title was 
authorised by a specified departure granted under 
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section 35 of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1953 or section 74 of the Town and Country Plan
ning Act 1977. 

(3) Nothing in section 275 or section 311 of this Act shall 
apply to the disposal of land or the issue of a certificate of 
title pursuant to subsection (2) of this section. 

( 4) Where, whether before or after the commencement 
of this Part of this Act, a survey plan of subdivision of any 
land has been deposited under the Land Transfer Act 1952 
or pursuant to any other authority or in the Deeds Register 
Office and a survey plan of subdivision of the same land is 
deposited under this Part of this Act, the approval given to 
the earlier survey plan shall, on the date of the deposit of 
the later plan, be deemed to be cancelled or, where the land 
in the later plan is part only of the land in the earlier plan, 
shall be deemed to be cancelled so far as it relates to the 
land in the later plan. 

(5) Section 62 (6) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1977 is hereby repealed. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 353; 1961, No. 131, s. 38 

"313. Code of urban subdivision-Subject to any provision 
of any proposed or operative district scheme for the district, 
the council shall prepare and publicly notify a code of urban 
subdivision setting out, subject to this Part of this Act,-

( a) Minimum requirements that the council requires to 
be observed by any person undertaking such a sub
division of land within the district; and 

(b) Such other matters as the council considers will be of 
assistance to any person undertaking such a sub
division. 

"314. Leases of owner-occupier fiats- ( 1 ) The District 
Land Registrar shall not register any lease of an owner
occupier flat (as defined in section 271 ( 6) of this Act), 
being a lease that does not constitute a subdivision of the 
land and is not a subdivision of the land into units pursuant 
to the Unit Titles Act 1972, unless a certificate in writing 
given by the principal officer of the council is endorsed on 
the plan of the flats deposited with the District Land Regis
trar that the owner-occupier flats comply with the council's 
bylaws and that any lease of any flat on the plan would not 
be in contravention of any provision of the Town and Coun
try Planning Act 1977. 
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(2) The fact that such a certificate has been given shall in 
all proceedings be conclusive evidence as against the council 
that, at the time when the certificate was given,-

(a) The owner-occupier flats complied with the council's 
bylaws; and 

(b) The granting of any such lease would not be in contra
vention of any provision of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977. 

(3) The council, the principal officer of the council, every 
member of the council, and every employee or agent of the 
council shall not be under any civil or criminal liability in 
respect of the giving of any certificate under this section, 
unless it or he has acted in bad faith. 

"PART XXI 

"ROADS (OTIIER THAN REGIONAL ROADS), SERVICE LANES, AND 

ACCESS WAYS 

\(315. Interpretation -( 1) In this Part of this Act, unless 
the context otherwise requires,-

" 'Access way' means any passage way, laid out or con
structed by the authority of the council or the Minis
ter of Works and Development for the purposes of 
providing the public with a convenient route for 
pedestrians from any road, service lane, or reserve 
to another, or to any public place or to any railway 
station, or from one public place to another public 
place, or from one part of any road, service lane, 
or reserve to another part of that same road, service 
lane, or reserve: 

" 'Council' means a territorial authority; and, in relation 
to land that does not form part of any district or 
to land in the County of Fiord, means the Minister 
of Works and Development: 

"'District' means the district of a territorial authority; 
and, in relation to land in respect of which the 
Minister of Works and Development is the council, 
means that land: 

"'Footpath' means so much of any road as is laid out or 
constructed by authority of the council primarily 
for pedestrians; and includes the edging, kerbing, 
and channelling thereof: 
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"'Private road' means any roadway, place, or arcade 
laid out within a district on private land, whether 
before or after the commencement of this Part of 
this Act, by the owner thereof, but intended for the 
use of the public generally: 

"'Private way' means any way or passage whatsoever 
over private land within a district, the right to use 
which is confined or intended to be confined to 
certain persons or classes of persons, and which is 
not thrown open or intended to be open to the use 
of the public generally; and includes any such way 
or passage as aforesaid which at the commencement 
of this Part of this Act exists within any district: 

"'Regional council' includes the Auckland Regional 
Authority; and 'region' includes the Auckland 
Regional District: 

"'Road' means the whole of any land which is within 
a district, and which-

(a) Immediately before the commencement of 
this Part of this Act was a road or street or public 
highway; or 

(b) Immediately before the inclusion of any area 
in the district was a public highway within that 
area; or 

( c) Is laid out by the council as a road or street 
after the commencement of this Part of this Act; 
or 

( d) Is vested in the council for the purpose of a 
road as shown on a deposited survey plan; or 

( e) Is vested in the council as a road or street 
pursuant to any other enactment;-
and includes-

(f) Except where elsewhere provided in this Part 
of this Act, any access way or service lane which 
before the commencement of this Part of this Act 
was under the control of any council or is declared 
by any council or by the Minister of Works and 
Development as an access way or service lane after 
the commencement of this Part of this Act: 

(g) Every square or place intended for use of the 
public generally, and every bridge, culvert, drain 
ford, gate, building, or other thing belonging there~ 
to or lying upon the line or within the limits 
thereof;-
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but, except as provided in the Public Works Amend
ment Act 1947 or in any regulations under that 
Act, does not include a motorway within the mean
ing of that Act: 

" 'Scheme plan' has the same meaning as in section 270 
of this Act: 

" 'Service lane means any lane laid out or constructed 
either by the authority of the council or the Minis
ter of Works and Development for the purpose of 
providing the public with a side or rear access for 
vehicular traffic to any land: 

" 'Survey plan' has the same meaning as in section 270 
of this Act. 

(2) This Part of this Act shall be in force in the County 
of Fiord. 

(3) Nothing in this Part of this Act shall be construed as 
imposing any obligation on the council in relation to any 
private road or private way. 

( 4) Every accretion to any road along the bank of a river 
or stream or along the mean high-water mark of the sea 
or along the margin of any lake caused by the action of the 
river or stream or of the sea or lake shall form part of the 
road. 

(5) Where any road along the bank of a river or stream or 
along the mean high-water mark of the sea or along the 
margin of any lake is eroded by the action of the river or 
stream or of the sea or lake, the portion of road so eroded 
shall continue to be a road. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 169 (1) (a)-(e), (2), (5), (7); 
1956, No. 64, s. 191 (a)-(e), (g)-(k); 1948, No. 39, 
s. 2; 1972, No. 132, s. 2; 1975, No. 8, s. 2 (1) 

"316. Property in roads-(I) Subject to section 318 of this 
Act, all roads and the soil thereof, and all materials of which 
they are composed, shall by force of this section vest in fee 
simple in the council of the district in which they are situated. 
There shall also vest in the council all materials placed or 
laid on any road in order to be used for the purposes thereof. 

(2) A council may, by special order, at the request of the 
National Roads Board, accept or relinquish the property in 
any State highway or any part thereof in its district, and 
thereupon the property in that State highway or part shall, 
by virtue of that special order and without any instrument 
of transfer, vest in the council, or in the Crown, as the case 
maybe. 
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(3) On receipt of an authenticated copy of any such 
special order, the District Land Registrar shall note his 
records accordingly. 

(4) In this section the term 'road' does not inc1ude
(a) Any Government road: 
(b) Any State highway or part of a State highway situated 

in a county or in that part of the district of a district 
council which before the constitution of the district 
was or formed part of a county: 

( c) Any road in respect of which the Minister of Works 
and Development is the council: 

( d) Any regional road or part thereof (as defined in Part 
XXII of this Act) which is vested in the regional or 
united council. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170 (1); 1956, No. 64, s. 191A (1); 
1972, No. 132, s. 2 

"317. Control of roads-Cl) Subject to section 318 of this 
Act, all roads in the district shall be under the control of the 
council: 

Provided that-
(a) A State highway or part thereof shall be under the 

control of the council only where the National 
Roads Board has, under section 13 of the National 
Roads Act 1953, delegated that control to the 
council: 

(b) A Government road shall be under the control of the 
Minister of Works and Development: 

( c) A regional road or part thereof shall be under the 
control of the council only where the regional 
council or united council, as the case may be, has, 
under section 368 of this Act, delegated that control 
to the council. 

(2) Any powers conferred on the council by this Part of 
this Act may be exercised-

(a) In relation to any State highway or part thereof, only 
if that State highway or part is under the control 
of the council or the exercise of that power by the 
council has been consented to by the National 
Roads Board: 

(b) In relation to any regional road or part thereof, only 
if that regional road or part is under the control of 
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the council or the exercise of that power by the 
council has been' consented to by the regional or 
united council. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170 (2); 1956, No. 64, s. 191A (2); 
1972, No. 132, s. 2 

"318. Control and maintenance of boundary roads
( 1) Where a final reorganisation scheme under Part I of this 
Act contains provision whereby any road forms the boundary 
of 2 or more districts, whether that road is wholly within one 
or is partly within one and is partly within another of those 
districts, the Commission, if so requested by any territorial 
authority affected by the scheme, may determine-

(a) In which council or councils the road shall vest; and 
(b) Which council or councils shall control the road; and 
( c) Whether any other council shall contribute to the cost 

of the construction, maintenance, lighting, widening, 
reconstruction, or upgrading of that road, and if so, 
in what proportions. 

( 2) Where the Commission determines, pursuant to sub
section (1) (c) of this section that any council is liable to pay 
any proportion of the cost of construction, maintenance, 
lighting, widening, or reconstruction, or upgrading of a road, 
the amount of that proportion shall be recoverable from that 
council in any Court of competent jurisdiction as a debt due 
to the council having control of the road. 

(3) On the commencement of this Part of this Act, all 
warrants made under section 120 of the Public Works Act 
1928 before the commencement of this Part of this Act shall 
remain in force until such time as they are either revoked by 
the Minister, by notice in the Gazette, or amended by an 
Order in Council made under section 36 of this Act giving 
effect to a final reorganisation scheme. 

Cf. 1928; No. 21, s. 120 

UPormation, Alteration, Stopping, and Closing of Roads 

"319. Genera1 powers of councils in respect of roads
The council shall have power in respect of roads to do the 
following things: 

(a) To construct and repair all roads with such materials 
and in such manner as the council thinks fit: 

(b) To make surveys for the laying out of new roads: 
( c) To layout new roads: 
( d) To divert or alter the course of any road: 
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(e) To increase or diminish the width of any road subject 
to and in accordance with the provisions of the 
district scheme, if any, and to this Act and any 
other Act: 

(f) To determine what part of a road shall be a carriage
way, and what part a footpath or cycle track only: 

(g) To alter the level of any road or any part of any road: 
(h) To stop or close any road or part thereof in the manner 

and upon the conditions set out in section 342 and 
the Tenth Schedule to this Act: 

(i) To make and use a temporary road upon any unoccu
pied land while any road adjacent thereto is being 
constructed or repaired: 

(j) To name and to alter the name of any road and to 
place on any building or erection on or abutting on 
any road a plate bearing the name of the road: 

(k) To sell the surplus spoil of roads: 
(I) For the purpose of providing access from one road to 

another, or from one part of a road to another part 
of the same road, to construct on any road, or on 
land adjacent to any road, elevators, moving 
platforms, machinery, and overhead bridges for 
passengers or other traffic, and such subways, 
tunnels, shafts, and approaches as are required in 
connection therewith. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170 (4) (a)-(h), (j), (1)-(0); 1956, 
No. 64, s. 191A (5) (a)-(h), (j), (1)-(0); 1972, No. 
132, s. 2 

"320. Certain powers as to roads to be exercised by special 
order- ( 1) The council shall exercise the power to form any 
new road, or divert or widen any existing road, or to alter the 
name of a road, only by special order in that behalf. 

(2) N otwi thstanding anything in subsection ( 1 ) of this 
section, a special order shall not be necessary where-

(a) Land is dedicated as a road or to widen any existing 
road pursuant to a resolution of the council accept
ing dedication, and the land shall be deemed to be 
a new road or, as the case may be, to form part of 
the existing road or roads on registration of the 
instrument of dedication; or 

(b) A new road or the diversion or widening of an existing 
road is shown on a survey plan, approved by the 

A-IS 
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council under Part XX of this Act and deposited 
under the Land Transfer Act 1952 or in the Deeds 
Register Office. 

(3) Where the council alters the name of any road, the 
council shall, as soon as conveniently may be after the making 
of the special order in that behalf, send a copy of the special 
order to the District Land Registrar of the land registration 
district within which the land is situated, who shall deposit 
the same in his office without payment of any fee and shall 
note his records accordingly. A copy of the special order 
shall also be sent to the Chief Surveyor of the land district 
within which the land is situated. 

Cf. 1948, No. 39, s. 3; 1954, No. 76, ss. 189, 351BD (2) ; 
1956, No. 64, s. 192; 1961, No. 131, s. 25 (2); 1964, 
No. 119, ss. 15, 25; 1971, No. 62, s. 20; 1972, No. 132, 
s. 8 (1) 

"321. Road 'access-( 1) Subject to subsections (2) and 
( 3 ) of this section and to section 346D of this Act, every 
allotment on a scheme plan that does not have a frontage 
to an existing road or private road shall have a frontage 
to a road or private road to be provided by the owner which 
will give vehicular access to that allotment from some existing 
road or private road. 

(2) The council may approve of access to any allotment 
on foot only, where it considers that vehicular access to the 
allotment is unnecessary or, because of topographical 
features, is impracticable. 

(3) Nothing in subsection (1) of this section shall apply 
where-

(a) The allotment is intended to be transferred to the 
owner of the adjoining land; or 

(b) The council is satisfied that the allotment to be sold is 
not intended to be used as a site for a dwellinghouse, 
and the council resolves on that ground that the said 
subsection (1) shall not apply; or 

(c) The council is satisfied that adequate access to the 
allotment is provided over other land pursuant to 
an easement of right of way running with the land 
and appurtenant to that allotment or pursuant to a 
condition imposed under section 279 (2) (e) of this 
Act, and the council resolves on that ground that the 
said subsection (1) shall not apply: or 
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(d) The allotment abuts upon any public navigable river 
or lake, or upon the seashore, and the council is 
satisfied that reasonable access by means of that 
river or lake or by sea is afforded to the allotment 
and that it is not reasonable that the owner should 
be required to provide access by road or private 
road to the allotment, and the council resolves 
that the said subsection (1) shall not apply; or 

( e) The allotment is to be used as the site of a public 
utility, and the council resolves that the said sub
section (1) will not apply. In any such case-

(i) The council may approve the scheme plan 
subject to a condition that the land will be used 
only for such purposes as may be approved by the 
council from time to time; and 

(ii) Every such condition shall be set out in a 
certificate signed by the owner and authenticated 
by the council, and that certificate shall be deemed 
to be an instrument creating in favour of the council 
an interest in the land within the meaning of section 
62 of the Land Transfer Act 1952, and may be 
registered accordingly and shall be a covenant 
running with the land and bind subsequent owners: 

(f) The allotment is to be used solely for the purposes of 
a sporting or social or community organisation or 
incorporated society and is located on or adjoining 
a public reserve (whether or not subject to the 
Reserves Act 1977) and the council resolves that 
the said su:bsection (1) shaH not apply. 

(4) For the purposes of paragraph (d) of subsection (3) 
of this section, any land that is separated from a river or lake 
or from the seashore only by a reserve in respect of which 
the public has unrestricted rights of ingress, egress, and regress 
shall be deemed to abut on that river or lake or the seashore, 
as the case may be. 

(5) For the purposes of this section, where any piece of 
the land of any owner is separated from any other piece of 
the land of that owner by only a drain, water race, or stream, 
whether natural or artificial, of which the ownership or 
control is vested in another person or local or public authority 
or the Crown, the first-mentioned piece of land shall not on 
that account, or on account of any reserve along the banks 
thereof, be deemed to be without any existing access by road 
or private road, or to be without any frontage to an existing 
road or private road, if that other piece of land has such 
A-15· 
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access or frontage and if a permanent right of way for per
sons, vehicles, machinery, goods, and stock between the 2 
pieces of land across that drain, race, stream, or reserve is 
held by the owner of the land and will run with the land. 

(6) In this section the terms 'road' and 'private road' do 
not include a service lane, and, except for the purposes of 
subsection (2) of this section, do not include an access way. 

Cf. 1928, No. 21, ss. 125, 126; 1948, No. 39, s. 24; 1952, 
No. 58, s. 14 (2); 1953, No. 23, s. 2 (1); 1954, No. 76, 
s. 351BB; 1956, No. 39, s. 2; 1961, No. 131, s. 24; 
1964, No. 119, s. 23 (1); 1964, No. 129, s. 19 (2) (a); 
1965, No. 26, s. 5; 1968, No. 123, s. 28; 1968, No. 
124, s. 38; 1970, No. 145, s. 7; 1972, No. 96, s. 3 (1); 
1972, No. 131, s. 12 (1); 1972, No. 132, s. 8 (1) 

"321A. Approval of scheme plan subject to road formation 
and construction-The council may require, as a condition 
of approval of any scheme plan, that the owner shall make 
provision or further or other provision for the formation or 
construction, or both, of roads, which, if so required by the 
council, shall include the metalling and permanently sur
facing to a reasonable standard of the road or any part 
thereof: 

Provided that for the purposes of this section the cost to 
the owner of the road formation and construction shall be 
limited to the extent to which the road serves or is intended 
to serve the subdivision. 

Cf. 1928, No. 21, s. 125; 1954, No. 76, s. 351A; 1961, 
No. 131, s. 23 (2) (b) (i); 1974, No. 8, s. 26 (1) 

"322. Land for road formation or widening-( 1) Notwith
standing anything in section 321A of this Act, the council, 
instead of requiring the owner to make provision or further 
or other provision for the construction of roads or to complete 
the work of making new roads shown on the scheme plan, 
may agree with the owner that the council will carry out the 
work of constructing the roads or making the new roads in 
consideration of the owner transferring to the council part 
of the land in the subdivision or any other land. 

(2) For the purposes of forming any new road or of 
diverting, extending, or widening any existing road, the 
council-

(a) May take, purchase, or otherwise acquire land in 
accordance with the provisions of this Act; or 
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(b) May require, as a condition of its approval of any 
scheme plan, the transfer, pursuant to an agreement 
with the owner, of any land marked for roading on 
the plan where the council decides to undertake 
the formation of the road or roads itself; or 

(c) May, where the council is of the opinion that owing 
to the subdivision and development of any land in 
accordance with a scheme plan there will be 
increased traffic on any existing road adjacent to 
that land or other land vested in the same owner, 
or a road reserve will be required to be constructed 
for use as a road, or an unformed road will require 
to be formed for use as a road, require, as a condi
tion of its approval to the scheme plan, that the 
owner-

(i) Payor enter into a binding contract to pay 
to the council such amount as the council considers 
fair and reasonable for or towards the cost of new 
or additional road formation or the provision of 
footpaths, not exceeding in the case of such work 
half the estimated full cost of the whole work: 

Provided that for the purposes of this sub
paragraph the cost to the owner of additional road 
formation or the provision of footpaths shall be 
limited to the extent to which that road or, as the 
case may be, those footpaths serve or are intended 
to serve the subdivision; or 

(ii) Dedicate a strip of land for widening the 
road: or 

( d) May, where-
(i) Any allotment on the scheme plan has a 

frontage to an existing road of a width less than 
that specified in section 325 of this Act, which was 
not laid off or dedicated pursuant to a plan of sub
division previously approved under this Part of this 
Act or under any former enactment, whether by 
the council or by any other authority; and 

(ii) The council is of the opinion that if that road 
were a new road to be provided by the owner to give 
access to that allotment the council would require 
a road of a greater width,-
the council may, as a condition of its consent to its 
approval of the scheme plan, require the owner to 
set back the frontage of that allotment to a distance 
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sufficient to enable that road to be widened to the 
width that would be required by the council for a 
new or proposed road of a like nature under section 
321 of this Act: 

Provided that the council shall not require the 
owner to set back the frontage of that allotment to 
a distance from the middle line of the road as it 
originally existed greater than half the width of 
the road when widened to the width that would be 
required by the council as aforesaid. 

(3) In any case to which paragraph (d) of subsection (2) 
of this section applies-

(a) The owner shall dedicate as a road the strip of land 
between the frontage line as so set back and the 
frontage line as previously existing, and thereupon 
the land so dedicated shall form part of the exist
ing road; and 

(b) The owner of the land so dedicated shall be entitled to 
compensation by the council, to be claimed and 
ascertained under the Public Works Act 1928; and 
in assessing such compensation the Land Valuation 
Tribunal shall take into consideration the neces
sity for or advantage of affording greater road space 
and the betterment accruing to the whole property 
affected, and any such betterment shall be a set-off 
against the compensation claimed. 

Cf. 1928, No. 21, s. 128; 1948, No. 39, s. 25 (1), (2); 
1954, No. 76, ss. 351B, 351BC; 1956, No. 64, s. 191G; 
1959, No. 91, s. 28 (1) ; 1961, No. 131, ss. 24A, 27 (5); 
1964, No. 119, s. 24; 1964, No. 129, s. 19 (1); 1972, 
No. 96, s. 3 (1); 1972, No. 132, s. 2 

"323. Unformed roads in the district-( 1) Where the land 
comprising any unformed road existing at the commence
ment of this Part of this Act was immediately before the com
mencement of this Part of this Act vested in the Corporation 
of the district by section 191A (1) of the Counties Act 1956, 
the Minister of Lands may, by notice in writing to the 
council given at any time while the land, or, as the case 
may be, the part thereof specified in the notice, continues 
to be an unformed road, require the council to transfer that 
land or that specified part thereof to the Crown without 
consideration, and the council shall transfer it to the Crown 
accordingly. 
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(2) On the publication in the Gazette of a notice by the 
Minister of Lands declaring that any land or part thereof 
referred to in subsection (1) of this section has been trans
ferred to the Crown pursuant to this section, the land trans
ferred shall cease to be a road and shall be deemed to be 
Crown land subject to the Land Act 1948. 

Cf. 1956, No. 64, s. 191B; 1972, No. 132, s. 2 

"324. Council may contribute to cost of formation, main
tenance, etc., of roads outside the district- ( 1) The council 
may from time to time contribute from the general revenues 
of the district towards the funds of the council of any adjoin
ing district for the purpose of the formation, maintenance, 
repair, widening, or otherwise improving of any road which 
is outside the limits of the district but in the opinion of the 
council is in great measure used by the residents thereof. 

(2) Any regional or united council may from time to time 
contribute towards the funds of any constituent authority for 
the purpose of the formation, maintenance, repair, widening, 
or otherwise improving of any road (whether a regional road 
or not) within the district of that constituent authority. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 171; 1956, No. 64, s. 193 

"325. Road widths-( 1) Except as provided in an operative 
or a proposed district scheme,-

( a) No new or proposed road; or 
(b) No existing road the width of which the council 

proposes to reduce-
shall be of a width or, as the case may be, reduced to a 
width less than that prescribed by any bylaw made by the 
council pursuant to section 386 (12) of the Municipal 
Corporations Act 1954 or, as the case may be, section 
401 (13) of the Counties Act 1956: 

Provided that where there is no such district scheme or 
bylaw for the time being in force, no such new road or 
proposed road shall be of a width and no existing road shall 
be reduced to a width less than that specified in the Eleventh 
Schedule to this Act. 

(2) In the case of any new or proposed road (not being 
a service lane or an access way) less than 10 metres in width, 
provision may be made for off-road parking. 
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Cf. 1948, No. 39, ss. 8 (2), 9 (1); 1954, No. 76, ss. 170 
(3), (4) (e), 186, 351BD (3), (4), (7); 1956, No. 64, 
ss. 191A (3), 191c; 1961, No. 131, s. 25 (3), (4), (7), 
(8); 1962, No. 39, s. 4 (3); 1964, No. 119, s. 25; 
1972, No. 96, s. 3 (1); 1972, No. 132, s. 2; 1974, No. 8, 
s. 25 (2) 

"326. Betterment arising from creation or widening of a 
road- ( 1) Notwithstanding anything in section 29 (1) (e) 
of the Finance Act (No. 3) 1944 or in any other Act, where-

(a) The council-
(i) Forms a new road in the district; or 
(ii) Widens any existing road or part thereof 

in the district; and 
(b) For that purpose the council takes or purchases or 

otherwise acquires any land that will have access 
or frontage to that road; and 

( c) By reason of the creation or widening of the road the 
value of the remaining part of the land of the owner 
whose land was taken or purchased or acquired is 
increased by an amount that exceeds the amount 
of compensation payable to him, in accordance with 
the Public Works Act 1928, in respect of his land so 
taken or purchased or acquired,-

the owner shall pay the amount of that excess to the council 
by way of betterment to the remaining part of his land. 

(2) Where an existing road is WIdened and land from 
only one side of the road is taken or purchased or otherwise 
acquired for that purpose, every owner of land with a 
frontage to the other side of the road shall, if so required 
by the council, pay to the council on account of betterment 
such sum of money as represents the increased value thereby 
given, or likely to be given, to his land. Where only part or 
parts of a road are widened, only those owners of land with 
frontages directly opposite the part or parts being widened 
may be required to pay betterment pursuant to this sub
section. 

(3) Any claim for payment of betterment under sub
section (1) or subsection (2) of this section shall be made 
within 1 year from the execution of the work out of which 
it arose, and shall be made in form 1 in the Twelfth 
Schedule to this Act. The amount to be paid to the council 
shall be ascertained in the manner provided by the Public 
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Works Act 1928, or in a manner as near thereto as in the 
opinion of the Land Valuation Tribunal the circumstances of 
each claim will admit. 

( 4) Any or all claims arising out of the widening of any 
road or part thereof may, with the consent in writing of all 
parties, be heard and determined together, and the Land 
Valuation Tribunal shall have power, on the application 
of any party, to order that all or any claims under this 
section in respect of land in which several persons have 
interest shall be heard and determined together and to 
apportion the amount awarded on account of betterment and 
the costs of proceedings against the several persons, in such 
proportions and in such manner as it thinks fit. 

(5) Any person liable may, if he so desires, pay the amount 
awarded to be payable by him, with interest at a rate per 
annum as fixed by the council, by equal half-yearly instal
ments extending over a period of 20 years or less, in which 
case he shall-

(a) Within 14 days after the date of the award, give notice 
in writing to the principal officer of the council of 
the period over which he intends to extend pay
ment; and 

(b) Within 1 month after the date of the award, execute 
and deliver to the principal officer a memorandum 
of charge, in form 2 in the Twelfth Schedule to this 
Act, upon the estate or interest forming the subject 
of the charge against him, and pay the costs of the 
preparation and completion of that memorandum;-

and thereupon the respondent shall have the right to pay 
that amount by instalments as set forth in the notice and 
memorandum of charge as aforesaid. 

(6) Any rate of interest fixed by the council under sub
section (5) of this section shall not be higher than 1 percent 
above the maximum rate fixed under section 9 of the Local 
Authorities Loans Act 1956 at the date of the award fixing 
the amount payable under this section. 

(7) The memorandum of charge shall, when registered, 
bind the property therein described, and operate as a first 
charge upon the estate or interest therein of the respondent, 
and rank in priority to all estates, encumbrances, and 
interests created by him or any of his predecessors in title. 
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(8) Any such charge may be registered without fee in the 
Land Registry Office or in the Deeds Register Office of the 
land registration district wherein the land affected thereby is 
situate. 

(9) Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in any such 
charge, the council shall accept payment of the whole of the 
unpaid instalments secured by any such memorandum of 
charge at any time when the same is tendered, and for the 
purpose of any such tender interest shall be calculated and 
paid up to and including the day of tender. 

( 10) A receipt expressed to be in full for all money secured 
by any such memorandum, signed by the principal officer and 
endorsed on the memorandum, shall vacate the charge. 

( 11) Money received by the council under this section 
as betterment shall be credited against the cost of the cre
ation or widening of the road or part thereof which includes 
the acquisition of the land required for the work and the 
fonnation, sealing, kerbing, and channelling. Where the 
money received is more than sufficient to meet the cost of the 
work, the amount of the excess shall be applied in respect 
of the widening or creation of any other road within the 
district. 

( 12) In this section the term 'road' does not include an 
access way. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 192; 1956, No. 64, s. 191H; 1968, 
No. 123, s. 17 (1) (2) (a); 1971, No. 62, s. 21; 1972, 
No. 132, s. 2 

"327. Building-line restrictions-(l) A council may
( a) By bylaw or special order; or 
(b) As a condition of its approval of a scheme plan,

alter an existing building-line restriction or impose a new 
building-line restriction (either on a temporary or permanent 
basis) requiring that when any buildings or hoardings are 
built or erected, or are rebuilt or re-erected, or are sub
stantially rebuilt or re-erected, on any land having a frontage 
to an existing or proposed road, no part of any such building 
or hoarding shall stand within a specified distance from the 
middle line or side line of that existing or proposed road: 

Provided that any such bylaw, special order, or approval 
of a scheme plan may impose such a building-line restriction 
in relation to land having a frontage to 1 side only of the road 
or proposed road: 
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Provided also that where any operative district scheme 
for the district provides for any building-line restrictions, 
any such bylaw, special order, or approval of a scheme plan 
shall comply with the provisions of the operative district 
scheme. 

(2) In cases where the frontage on either side of any road 
has already been set back. under the operation of any Act, or 
voluntarily by the owner, or by arrangement with the 
council, the middle line or side line of the road as it originally 
existed shall be deemed to be the middle line or side line, as 
the case may be, of the road for the purposes of this section, 
and, in the case of a scheme plan of subdivision, it shall be 
referred to on the plan. 

(3) Where a scheme plan of subdivision has been approved 
subject to a condition imposing a building-line restriction, 
the restriction shall be fully described in the council's resolu
tion approving the scheme plan. 

( 4) The owner of land affected by any building-line 
restriction referred to in subsection (1) of this section may 
dedicate to the council for road purposes the whole of his 
interest in any part of the land on which the erection, rebuild
ing, or re-erection or the substantial rebuilding or re-erection 
thereof is forbidden, if and when that part is without any 
building thereon above the level of the ground, and the 
council shall accept the dedication, save that it may refuse 
to accept the dedication unless and until it is satisfied that on 
the remainder of the land substantial building or rebuilding 
operations have been undertaken since the coming into opera
tion of the new building-line restrictions or are being or will 
forthwith be undertaken, and unless and until every person 
entitled to compensation as hereinafter provided joins in 
making the dedication. 

(5) Every person having any estate or interest in any land 
affected by any building-line restriction under this section 
shall, on dedication of any part of the land pursuant to sub
section (4) of this section, or on the taking thereof by the 
council under the Public Works Act 1928, but not sooner, 
be entitled to compensation to be claimed and ascertained 
under that Act. 

(6) The total amount of that compensation shall in no 
case exceed the difference between the value of the whole of 
the land exclusive of buildings before the dedication or taking 
of the portion of the land as aforesaid and the value of the 
remainder exclusive of buildings after the dedication or tak
ing of that portion. 
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(7) Where any building-line restriction is imposed or 
altered pursuant to subsection (1) of this section, the council 
shall deposit an authenticated copy of the bylaw, special order, 
or resolution of approval of the survey plan, as the case may 
be, imposing or altering the building-line restriction with the 
District Land Registrar or Registrar of Deeds, as the case 
may require, who shall register it against the title to all the 
land that is subject to the restriction. Such registration shall 
affect all persons having any estate or interest in the land and 
their successors to the title. 

(8) In every case where a building-line restriction affecting 
land shown in a scheme plan has previously been imposed 
under any Act other than this Act (whether or not in 
force at the commencement of this Part of this Act), the 
council on the approval of a scheme plan shall either impose 
the same or some other building-line restriction or declare 
the building-line restriction to be wholly cancelled. 

(9) Where the council cancels any building-line restriction 
under subsection (8) of this section, the council shall on the 
approval of the survey plan send notice of the cancellation 
to the Distric~ Land Registrar or Registrar of Deeds, as the 
case may reqUIre. 

( 10) Where pursuant to subsection (8) of this section the 
council imposes a building-line restriction in substitution for 
a restriction previously imposed or cancels a restriction pre
viously imposed, the building-line restriction previously 
imposed shall cease to have effect on the deposit of the sur
vey plan, and on the deposit of that .plan the District Land 
Registrar or Registrar of Deeds, as the case may require, 
shall amend his records accordingly. 

(11) Where a building-line restriction affecting any land 
has been imposed under this Part of this Act or under any 
former enactment, and the council subsequently determines 
that the building-line restriction is no longer required, it may 
declare the building-line restriction to be cancelled. The 
council shall send notice of the cancellation to the District 
Land Registrar or Registrar of Deeds, as the case may 
require, who shall amend his records accordingly. 

( 12) In this section the term 'road' does not include a 
service lane. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, ss. 188, 351G; 1956, No. 64, ss. 191c, 
191E; 1961, No. 131, s. 31; 1962, No. 39, s. 4 (5) (a); 
1971, No. 63, s. 41; 1972, No. 131, s. 12 (1); 1972, 
No. 132, s. 2 
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"328. Building-line restrictions provided in district 
scheme-( 1) Notwithstanding anything in section 327 of this 
Act, where any operative district scheme for the district pro
vides that any land having a frontage to any existing or 
future road shall be subject to a building-line restriction in 
relation to that existing or future road, then, on the approval 
by the council of a survey plan of that land or any part 
thereof on which that building-line restriction is described 
or referred to, the survey plan shall be deemed to have been 
approved subject to a condition imposing on every allotment 
in the subdivision having a frontage to that existing or future 
road the building-line restriction provided in the district 
scheme as if that condition had been imposed by the council 
under this Part of this Act. 

(2) Where a building-line restriction is imposed under this 
section, it shall not be necessary for the council to impose any 
building-line restriction under section 327 of this Act. 

( 3 ) Nothing in subsection ( 7 ) or subsection ( 11 ) of 
section 327 of this Act shall apply with respect to any 
building-line restriction that is deemed to have been imposed 
under this section. 

Cf. 1961, No. 131, s. 31A; 1971, No. 63, s. 42 

"329. Raad gradients-(1) No road shall be laid out or 
constructed by the council, and no road or proposed road on 
any scheme plan shall be approved by the Council, with a 
grade in any part of its length steeper than-

(a) That fixed by any operative district scheme for the 
district; or 

(b) Where there is no such district scheme or no such grade 
is specified in any such district scheme, that fixed by 
any bylaw or special order made by the council; or 

(c) One metre in 8 metres, in any case where that grade 
is not fixed by any such district scheme or by any 
bylaw or special order. 

(2) In this section the term 'road' does not include an 
access way. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170 (3); 1956, No. 64, s.191A (4); 
1972, No. 132, s. 2 

"330. Road levels- (1) The council may, if it thinks fit, 
make a map of the district or any specified portion thereof 
showing all roads therein with the levels thereof. Any map 
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so made may be amended from time to time, and shall be 
open for public inspection at all reasonable hours at the 
office of the council. 

( 2) All buildings erected in any part of the district for 
which a map has been made as aforesaid, shall be constructed 
with proper regard to the levels shown on the map. 

(3) Any person who erects any building abutting on a road 
without regard to the level of the road shall be liable to pay 
to the council any expenses incurred by the council in alter
ing the level of the road adjacent to the building. 

(4) The council may at any time, either before or after 
the making of any such map, fix the level of any road, subject 
to the conditions set out in the Thirteenth Schedule to this 
Act: 

Provided that where no building or land appurtenant 
thereto fronts upon any road the conditions numbered (1) to 
(5) in that Schedule need not apply. 

( 5) Where a road crosses the boundary of a district or 
meets another road on such a boundary, the level of the 
road at the point of crossing or meeting shall not be altered 
without the agreement of both councils controlling the 
respective roads. 

( 6) It shall be lawful for the council to throw the batter 
or make the slope of any road (not being a private road) 
upon any land, subject to the payment of compensation, to 
be claimed and ascertained under the Public Works Act 
1928. 

(7) No compensation shall be payable by the council in 
respect of an alteration in the level of any road, unless the 
alteration has been made after that level has been fixed 
under this Act or the corresponding provisions of any former 
Act, or after the road has been constructed in some permanent 
manner by any local authority having the power to do so. 

(8) In this section, unless the context otherwise requires, 
the term 'road' includes a private road, but does not include 
an access way. 

Cf. 1928, No. 21, s. 123; 1954, No. 76, ss. 170 (4) (g), 
193-198; 1956, No. 64, ss. 191A (5) (g), 200-205; 
1972, No. 132, s. 2 

"331.Footpaths and channels-(1) Without limiting the 
generality of its powers in relation to any scheme plan, the 
council may, in such manner as it thinks fit, form and construct 
or make permanent improvements of footpaths on one side 
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or both sides of any road, and may construct those footpaths 
of such dimensions and of such materials and in such manner 
as it thinks fit, and may impose a charge not exceeding half 
the cost of those works upon the owners of lands and buildings 
fronting the road. The amount so imposed shall be payable to 
the council and until paid shall be in every case a charge on 
the land. 

(2) In forming or reforming any road or part thereof (hot 
being a road in a rural area), the council shall ensure that 
reasonable and adequate provision is made for the kerb and 
channel of any footpath or part thereof to be formed or 
reformed so as to permit safe and easy passage from kerb 
to kerb of any mechanical conveyance normally and law
fully used by a disabled person: 

Provided that the Director-General of Social Welfare may 
at any time exempt in whole or in part the forming or 
reforming of any road or part thereof from any requirements 
of this subsection, if, having regard to all the circumstances, 
he considers that it is reasonable to grant the exemption. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 178; 1956, No. 64, s. 198 (1), (3); 
1972, No. 132, s. 3; 1975, No. 122, s. 24 

"3'32. Cycle tracks-(1) The council may on any road, or 
on any land vested in or under the control of the council, 
form a public cycle track, and may make bylaws under 
section 386 of the Municipal Corporations Act 1954, or, as 
the case may be, section 401 of the Counties Act 1956 regu
lating and controlling the use of that cycle track. 

(2) For the purpose of constructing any cycle track, the 
council may take, purchase, or otherwise acquire land in 
accordance with the provisions of this Act. 

(3) In this section the term 'road' does not include an 
access way. 

Cf. 1948, No. 39, s. 23; 1954, No. 76, s. 176 (1); 1956, 
No. 64, s. 197 

"333. Dividing strips, etc.-( 1) The council may on any 
road construct, erect, 0':' grow thereon or remove therefrom, 
such barriers, dividing strips, guiding or sign posts, pillars 
or other markers, trees, hedges, lawns, gardens, and other 
devices as are, in the opinion of the council, necessary for 
separating, guiding, or warning traffic, intercepting glare, 
or for any other purpose. 
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(2) The council may on any road construct for road safety 
purposes, and alter or remove therefrom, any segregation 
strip for the purpose of segregating from the roadway any 
land having a frontage to the road: 

Provided that no such segregation strip shall be constructed 
or altered so as to unreasonably prevent access to any land 
having a frontage to the road: 

Provided also that for the purposes of this Act and of any 
other Act, any land having a frontage to the road before the 
construction of a segregation strip shall be deemed to continue 
to hav,e that frontage, notwithstanding the existence of the 
segregation strip. 

C£. 1948, No. 39, s. 22 

"334. Erection of monuments, etc., and provISIOn of 
facilities on or under roads-( 1) The council may-

( a) Construct and enclose any part of a road as a 
pedestrian safety area: 

(b) Layout or plant grass plots or flower beds or trees on 
any road, and prohibit traffic, in whole or in part, 
on any such plots and flower beds laid out in roads 
(whether laid out before or after the commence
ment of this Part of this Act) by or under the 
authority of the council: 

( c) Erect on any road a monument, statue, or other such 
erection: 

(d) Construct or provide on, over, or under any road 
facilities for the safety, health, or convenience of 
the public, or for the control of traffic or the 
enforcement of traffic laws: 

Provided that no such construction, erection, laying out, 
or planting shall be carried out, unless in the opinion of the 
council the construction, erection, laying out, or planting 
will not unduly impede vehicular traffic entering or using 
the road (not being a road or part of a road to which a 
special order under section 336 of this Act for the time being 
applies). 

(2) For the purposes of any resolution or bylaw of the 
council, anything constructed or provided under the authority 
of the council shall be deemed to be sufficiently described if 
the road in which it is constructed or provided and its ap
proximate locality in that road are specified in the bylaw or 
resolution. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170 (4) (k) (6); 1956, No. 64, 
s. 191A (5) (k), (7) ; 1972, No. 132, s. 2 
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"335. Vehicle crossings-(l) Where vehicles are being 
taken or, in the opinion of the council, are likely to be taken, 
on to or from any land across any footpath on any road 
or any water channel on or adjoining any road otherwise 
than by means of a crossing properly constructed under 
the provisions of any bylaw made by the council, the 
principal officer or other officer authorised by the council 
may, by notice in writing, require the occupier or, in any 
case where there is no occupier, the owner of the land to pay 
to the council such sum of money as the council from time 
to time fixes as payment for the cost of the construction of a 
crossing by the council. 

(2) Within 28 days after the service of the notice, the 
occupier or owner, as the case may be, may object in writing 
to the council against the requirements of the notice, and the 
notice shall thereupon be deemed to be suspended pending 
the determination of the objection or, where application is 
made to the Court to confirm the notice, pending the decision 
of the Court. 

(3) Where any such objection is received by the council, 
the council shall forthwith inquire into and dispose of the 
objection. 

(4) Where on inquiry into the objection the council 
reaffirms its requirements, the council shall apply to a Magis
trate's Court for an order confirming the notice. 

(5) On the hearing of the application, the Court, whose 
decision shall be final, may-

(a) Confirm the notice; or 
(b) Confirm the notice subject to a reduction in the sum 

payable to the council by the occupier or owner, 
as the case may be; or 

( c) Set aside the notice. 
(6) Where-
(a) In any case in which no such objection is made, the 

occupier or owner, as the case may be, fails to pay 
to the council the sum specified in the notice within 
42 days after the service of the notice; or 

(b) In any case in which objection is made, the notice 
is confirmed by the Court (whether with or without 
any reduction in the sum payable to the council), 
and the occupier or owner, as the case may be, fails 
to pay to the council the sum specified in the notice, 
or, as the case may be, the sum specified in the 
order of the Court, within 14 days after the giving 
of the decision of the Court,-



434 Local Government Amendment 1978, No. 43 

the council may construct the crossing and recover the cost 
from him. 

( 7) The said cost shall be recoverable by the council as 
a debt from the occupier or owner, as the case may be, and, 
where it is recoverable from the owner, shall be a charge on 
the land. 

(8) Where any sum of money is paid to the council by 
any occupier or owner pursuant to this section, the council 
shall refund that sum to the occupier or owner if the crossing 
is not completed by the council within 6 months after the 
date of the payment. 

(9) Where the council is satisfied that any crossing on to any 
land is redundant or is in excess of the reasonable require
ments of the occupier, or, where there is no occupier, the 
owner, the principal officer or other officer authorised by the 
council may serve notice upon the occupier or owner, as the 
case may be, of its intention to remove the crossing at the 
expense of the council. 

( 10) In this section the term 'road' does not include an 
access way. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 178A; 1956, No. 64, s. 199c; 1964, 
No. 119, s. 12; 1971, No. 62, s. 18; 1972, No. 132, s. 5 

"336. Pedestrian malls-(l) The council may from time to 
time, by special order,-

( a) Declare any specified road or part thereof to be a pedes
trian mall; and 

(b) Prohibit or restrict, either generally or during particular 
hours and subject to such exemptions and conditions 
as to occasional user or otherwise as may be speci
fied in the order, the driving, riding, or parking of 
any vehicle or the riding of any animal on all or 
any portion of that pedestrian mall; and 

( c) Provide that the special order shall have effect for a 
limited time only: 

Provided that in the case of a State highway or portion 
of a State highway a special order shall not be made under 
this subsection except with the prior consent of the National 
Roads Board. 

(2) The first public notice of any resolution made under 
subsection (1) of this section shall, in addition to any other 
particulars required to be given therein, contain a statement 
to the effect that any person likely to be affected by the pro
posal contained in the resolution may, by writing under his 



1978, No. 43 Local Government Amendment 435 

hand addressed to the principal officer, and received at the 
office of the council not later than 14 days after publication 
of the notice, object to the proposal and that any such person 
will be given the opportunity of being heard by the council. 

(3) Where any person objects to the proposal in accord
ance with subsection (2) of this section, the council shall 
appoint a day for considering the objection and shall give 
notice to the objector of the time when and place where the 
objection is to be heard. Any such time shall be not earlier 
than 7 days after the date on which the notice of objection 
was received at the office of the council. 

(4) The council shall, at the time and place stated in 
the notice referred to in subsection (3) of this section, con
sider the objection, and after hearing any submissions made 
by or on behalf of the objector, may either dismiss the 
objection or decide not to proceed with the proposal or 
make such modifications to the proposal to which the objec
tion relates as it thinks fit. Subject to section 113 (1) (b) 
of this Act, the hearing of any such objection may be 
adjourned from time to time and from place to place. 

( 5) Where there are more objectors than one, the council 
shall, as far as practicable, hear all objections together and 
give each objector an opportunity of considering and being 
heard in respect of all other objections. 

(6) No resolution under this section shall be confirmed 
until the council has considered all the objections of which 
notice has been given in accordance with this section. 

(7) Where the Council makes a special order under sub
section (1) of this section in any case where 1 or more objec
tions to the proposal were received-

( a) The Council shall give public notice of the making of 
the special order and of the general purport thereof 
specifying in the notice the right of appeal conferred 
by subsection (8) of this section; and 

(b) The special order shall not take effect until the expira
tion of the time for appealing and, in the event of 
any appeal, shall be suspended until all appeals 
against the special order have been determined. 

(8) Any objector aggrieved by the decision of the council 
making a special order under subsection (1) of this section 
may appeal against that decision in the prescribed manner to 
the Planning Tribunal. 
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(9) On any such appeal, the Planning Tribunal may 
cancel or confirm the special order or confirm it subject to 
modification, and the decision of the Planning Tribunal shall 
be final. 

(10) Nothing in subsections (2) to (9) of this section shall 
apply in any case where the special order under subsection 
( 1) of this section is made for the purpose of giving effect to 
any provision of an operative district scheme. 

( 11) Any person commits an offence who drives, rides, or 
parks any vehicle or rides any animal or causes or permits 
any vehicle to be driven, ridden, or parked or animal to be 
ridden in contravention of a special order made under sub
section (1) of this section (including such an order modified by 
the Planning Tribunal) . 

(12) Nothing in any special order made under subsection 
( 1) of this section or in subsection (11) of this section shall 
be deemed to prohibit or restrict the use of any road or por
tion of any road to which any such special order relates by 
any fire appliance, ambulance, or other vehicle where it is 
necessary for that appliance, ambulance, or vehicle to enter 
the road or portion thereof for the protection of human life or 
of property. 

( 13) Any special order made under subsection (1) of this 
section (including such an order modified as aforesaid) may 
by subsequent special order, be revoked or varied. In making 
any such subsequent special order, the procedure to be fol
lowed shall be the same as for the making of the original 
special order. 

( 14) In this section-
" 'Parking', means the stopping or standing of a vehicle 

for any period exceeding 5 minutes; and 'park' has 
a corresponding meaning: 

" 'Road' does not include an access way: 
"'Vehicle' has the same meaning as in section 2 of the 

Transport Act 1962. 
Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170A; 1956, No. 64, s. 198G; 1968, 

No. 123, s. 14; 1968, No. 124, s. 17 

"337. Alteration of pipes and drains-The council may, by 
notice in writing, require the owner of any pipe, drain, or other 
apparatus of any kind on or under a road to raise, lower, or 
otherwise alter the same as the council directs, and if that 
alteration is not made within a reasonable time the council 
may make the same as it thinks fit; but, subject to the pro
visions of any other Act or to any agreement between the 
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council and the person affected, the cost of any such 
alteration and any damage occasioned thereby shall be paid 
by and may be recovered from the council by any person 
affected. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 174; 1956, No. 64, s. 195 

"338. Council may grant right to lay petroleum conduit 
pipes along or under roads-(1) Subject to section 357 of this 
Act, the council may, pursuant to a special order, grant to any 
person an easement or other right for such period not exceed
ing 50 years and on such terms and conditions as the council 
thinks fit, authorising that person to lay conduit pipes for 
petroleum or for any other purpose in the district under or 
along any road or (with the consent of the owners) under 
or along any private road or private way; but no such grant 
shall be to the exclusion of like grants to any other person. 

(2) The grant of any such right or easement shall be sub
ject to the payment of such rent, and to the observance of 
such conditions as to size, construction, repair, and main
tenance of the conduit pipes, and as to repair of any road or 
private road or private way under or along which they are 
laid, as the council' thinks fit. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 200; 1956, No. 64, s. 207 

"339. Transport shelters- (1) The council may erect on 
the footpath of any road a shelter for use by intending public
transport passengers or taxi passengers: 

Provided that no such shelter may be erected so as to 
unreasonably prevent access to any land having a frontage 
to the road. 

(2) The council shall give notice in writing of its proposal 
to erect any shelter under this section to the occupier and, if 
he is not also the owner, to the owner of any land the frontage 
of which is likely to be injuriously affected by the erection of 
the shelter, and shall not proceed with the erection of the 
shelter until after the expiration of the time for objecting 
against the proposal or, in the event of an objection, until after 
the objection has been determined. 

(3) Within 14 days after the service of the notice, the 
occupier or owner, as the case may be, may object in writing 
to the council against the proposal. 

( 4) Where any person objects to the proposal in accordance 
with subsection (3) of this section, the council shall appoint a 
day for considering the objection and shall give notice to the 
objector of the time when and place where the objection is 
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to be heard. Any such time shall be not earlier than 7 days 
after the date on which the notice of objection was received at 
the office of the council. 

(5) The council shall, at the time and place stated in the 
notice referred to in subsection (4) of this section, consider 
the objection, and after hearing any submissions made by or 
on behalf of the objector, may either dismiss the objection 
or decide not to proceed with the proposal or make such 
modifications to the proposal to which the objection relates 
as it thinks fit. The hearing of any such objection may be 
ad.lourned from time to time and from place to place. 

(6) Where there are more objectors than one, the council 
shall, as far as practicable, hear all objections together and 
give each objector an opportunity of considering and being 
heard in respect of all other objections. 

(7) No resolution under this section shall be passed until 
the council has considered all the objections of which notice 
has been given in accordance with this section. 

(8) In this section the term 'road' does not include an access 
way. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 177A; 1956, No. 64, s. 199A; 1959, 
No. 91, s. 16; 1971, No. 63, s. 20 

"340. Motor garages-( 1) Where a building-line restric
tion has been imposed under this Act or any other Act in 
relation to the whole or any part of any road, then, notwith
standing anything to the contrary in this Act, but subject 
to the Town and Country Planning Act 1977, the council may 
grant permits for the erection of private motor garages adja
cent to the line of the road or to a line intermediate between 
the line of the road and the building line. 

(2) Every such permit may be at any time cancelled by 
the council. Within 1 month after the date of the cancellation, 
or within such extended time as the council may in any case 
allow, the owner shall remove the garage and shall not be 
entitled to any compensation in respect thereof. 

(3) If the owner fails to remove the garage within the time 
specified, the council may remove it at his expense, and 
recover the cost thereof from that owner as a debt. 

(4) Every permit granted under section 132 of the Public 
Works Act 1928 and in force at the commencement of this 
Part of this Act shall continue in force after the commence
ment of this Part as if it had been granted under this section. 
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Cf. 1928, No. 12, s. 132; 1948, No. 39, s. 28; 1953, No. 
91, s. 52 (1); 1954, No. 76, s. 178B; 1955, No. 59, s. 7; 
1956, No. 64, s. 198F; 1961, No. 131, s. 41; 1964, No. 
119, s. 13; 1972, No. 96, s. 3 (1); 1972, No. 132, 
s.8 (1) 

"341. Leases of airspace or subsoil of roads-( 1) Subject to 
section 357 (2) of this Act, the council may-

(a) Grant a lease to any person of the airspace or any part 
of the airspace above the surface of any road; or 

(b) Grant a lease to any person of the subsoil or any part 
of the subsoil beneath the surface of any road: 

Provided that no such lease shall be granted for any 
purpose that would be in contravention of any provision of 
the Town and Country Planning Act 1977: 

Provided also that, in exercising the powers conferred by 
this subsection in relation to any airspace, the council shall 
ensure that sufficient airspace remains above the surface of 
the road for the free and unobstructed passage of vehicles 
and pedestrians lawfully using the road. 

(2) Any improvements erected or constructed in any air
space or in any subsoil pursuant to a lease under this section 
shall be deemed to be rateable property for the purposes of the 
Rating Act 1967. 

(3) Nothing in this section shall be construed so as to restrict 
any right a council may have to permit any person to use for 
a temporary period any part of the surface or of the airspace 
above the surface of any road. 

( 4) The council may grant a lease to any person under sub
section (1) of this section for the purpose of the erection or 
construction and maintenance of a pedestrian or vehicular 
bridge or tunnel or subway connecting any land or building 
on one side of the road with any land or building on the 
other side upon such terms and conditions as it thinks fit. 

(5) The Public Bodies Leases Act 1969 shall not apply 
with respect to any lease granted under this section. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170c; 1956, No. 64, s. 198H; 1971, 
No. 62, s. 16; 1972, No. 132, s. 4 

"342. Stopping and closing of roads-( 1) The council may, 
in the manner provided in the Tenth Schedule to this Act,

(a) Stop any road or part thereof in the district: 
Provided that the council (not being a borough 

council) shall not proceed to stop any road or part 
thereof in a rural area unless the prior consent of the 
Minister of Lands has been obtained; or 
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(b) Close any road to traffic on a temporary basis. 
(2) Every person commits an offence against this Act who 

uses any vehicle or permits any vehicle to be used on any road 
that is for the time being closed pursuant to this section. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170 (4) (h), (i); 1956, No. 64, 
s. 191A (5) (h), (i); 1972, No. 132, s. 2 

"343. Consumption or possession of intoxicating liquor in 
roads closed for public function or gathering-( 1) In addition 
to the powers conferred on the council by sections 319 and 342 
of this Act or by regulations made pursuant to section 77 (1) 
(u) of the Transport Act 1962, the council may, in any case 
where it considers that-

( a) Any road or any specified part thereof (in this section 
referred to as the specified road) should be closed 
to ordinary vehicular traffic for any specified period 
or periods on the occasion of the holding in the speci
fied road of any public event or function or gathering; 
and 

(b) The drinking of intoxicating liquor in the specified road 
during that period or those periods, and the brin~g 
of intoxicating liquor or empty glass intoxicatIng
liquor containers into the specified road during that 
period or those periods, and the possession of intoxi
cating liquor or empty glass intoxicating-liquor con
tainers in the specified road during that period or 
those periods should be prohibited,-

the council may, by resolution,-
( c) Close the specified road to ordinary vehicular traffic for 

any period or periods specified in the resolution; and 
(d) Prohibit the drinking of intoxicating liquor in the speci

fied road during that period or those periods, and 
the bringing of intoxicating liquor or empty glass 
intoxicating-liquor containers into the specified road 
during that period or those periods, and the posses
sion of intoxicating liquor or empty glass intoxicat
ing-liquor containers in the specified road during 
that period or those periods. 

(2) No closure and prohibition under this section shall 
have effect for more than 12 hours in any consecutive period 
of 24 hours. 

(3) No prohibition under this section shall be deemed to 
prohibit-
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(a) The transport of intoxicating liquor from premises on 
land having a frontage to the specified road during 
any period while pursuant to the Sale of Liquor 
Act 1962 intoxicating liquor may lawfully be sold 
on those premises for consumption off the premises, 
provided the liquor is promptly removed from the 
specified road: 

(b) The transport of intoxicating liquor from outside the 
specified road for delivery to premises on land having 
a frontage to the specified road, being premises 
licensed for the sale of intoxicating liquor pursuant 
to the Sale of Liquor Act 1962: 

( c) The transport of intoxicating liquor from outside the 
specified road to premises on land having a front
age to the specified road by or for delivery to a 
person residing on those premises or by his bona 
fide visitors, or from such premises to a place outside 
the specified road by a person residing on the 
premises, provided the liquor is promptly removed 
from the specified road. 

(4) Every resolution of the council under this section shall 
be publicly notified, in a form prescribed by regulations made 
under this Act, in a newspaper circulating in the district on 
at least 3 occasions during the period of 21 days immediately 
preceding the day on which the road closure and prohibition 
are to have effect, or, where the road closure and prohibition 
are to have effect on 2 or more days, the first of those days. 
Without limiting the matters that may be prescribed in that 
form, the form shall specify the following matters: 

( a) The road or part thereof to be closed to ordinary 
vehicular traffic: 

(b) The acts forbidden by the prohibition under subsection 
(1) of this section: 

( c) The day or days on which the road closure and prohibi
tion are to have effect, and the hours of each day 
during which the road closure and prohibition are to 
have effect: 

( d) The powers conferred on the Police by this section: 
( e) The maximum penalty for offences against this section. 
(5) Every person commits an offence, and is liable on 

summary conviction to a fine not exceeding $500, who, know
ing that the closure and prohibition are in force in respect 
of the specified road,-
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(a) Drinks intoxicating liquor in any specified road in 
breach of any prohibition imposed pursuant to sub
section (1) of this section; or 

(b) Brings intoxicating liquor or any empty glass intoxicat
ing-liquor container into any specified road in breach 
of any such prohibition; or 

(c) Is in possession of intoxicating liquor or any empty 
glass intoxicating-liquor container in any specified 
road in breach of any such prohibition; or 

( d) Drives or rides any motor vehicle (being ordinary 
vehicular traffic) in any specified road that is for 
the time being closed to such traffic: 

Provided that nothing in this paragraph shall 
apply to the driving or riding of a motor vehicle by 
a person residing in premises on land having a 
frontage to the specified road or by his bona fide 
visitors. 

(6) Any constable may, without warrant,-
(a) Arrest any person whom he finds committing an offence 

against this section: 
(b) During the period of the closure, arrest any person 

whom he has reasonable cause to suspect of having 
committed such an offence: 

( c) Search any parcel, package, bag, case, or other con
tainer in the possession of any person in or entering 
or about to enter any specified road in respect of 
which any prohibition under subsection (1) of this 
section is for the time being in force, for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether or not the parcel, package, 
bag, case, or container contains any intoxicating 
liquor or any empty glass intoxicating-liquor con
tainer: 

Provided that before exercising the power of 
search conferred by this paragraph, the constable 
shall inform the person in possession of the parcel, 
package, bag, case, or other container of the pro
visions of subsection (7) of this section, and in any 
case where that person is in possession thereof in the 
specified road, give him a reasonable opportunity 
of removing the same from the specified road. 

(7) A constable shall not exercise the power of search 
conferred by subsection (6) of this section if the person in 
possession of the parcel, package, bag, case, or other container 
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removes it from or, as the case may be, refrains from taking 
it into the specified road and leaves it outside that road until 
the period of the prohibition ceases. 

(8) Any' constable may seize and remove any intoxicating 
liquor and any intoxicating-liquor container which he has 
reasonable cause to believe would be evidence of the com
mission of an offence against this section. Any liquor or con
tainer so seized in respect of which any person is convicted 
of an offence under this section, together, in the case of any 
liquor, with the vessels containing the liquor, shall be deemed 
to be forfeited to the Crown. 

(9) In this section-
"'Intoxicating liquor' means liquor as defined in the 

Sale of Liquor Act 1962: 
" 'Ordinary vehicular traffic', in relation to any specified 

road, means all vehicular traffic other than traffic 
of any kind (if any) that pursuant to the resolution 
of the council under subsection (1) of this section is 
permitted to use the specified road during the period 
of the closure. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 204A; 1956, No. 64, s. 21OA; 1975, 
No. 2, s. 6; 1975, No. 8, s. 7 

"344. Gates and cattle stops across roads--(1) The council 
may, in writing, permit the erection of a swing gate or a cattle 
stop or both across any road, where-

(a) In the council's opinion it is not practicable or reason
able to fence the road; or 

(b) By agreement the road has been taken or may be con
structed through private lands and the owner or 
occupier requests that a gate or a cattle stop or both 
be erected on the outer boundary at the cost (includ
ing maintenance) of one or both parties as may be 
agreed. 

(2) Where a gate is erected across a road under subsection 
( 1) of this section, a board with the words 'Public Road' 
legibly painted thereon in letters of not less than 75 milli
metres in height shall be fixed upon each side of the gate and 
at all times maintained thereon by the person authorised to 
erect the gate, or at whose cost it has been agreed that the gate 
shall be erected and maintained. 

(3) Where a gate or cattle stop across any road is con
sidered redundant or an inconvenience, either by the council 
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or by a petition supported by 20 or more residents of the dis
trict, the council may serve notice upon the person authorised 
to erect the gate or cattle stop of the council's intention to 
remove it. 

( 4) Within 14 days after the service on any person of a 
notice pursuant to subsection (3) of this section, he may 
object, in writing to the council, against its intention to remove 
the gate or cattle stop. 

(5) Not later than 14 days after receiving any such objec
tion, the council shall consider it, and, after hearing any sub
missions made by the objector or on his behalf, the council 
may dismiss the objection or decide not to proceed to remove 
the gate or cattle stop or make such modifications to its pro
posal as it thinks fit. 

(6) The erection across any road of any gate or cattle stop 
shall not be commenced unless and until plans of the gate or 
cattle stop have been submitted to and approved by the coun
cil. The council may make such alterations in or additions to 
any plans submitted to it as it thinks fit, and may require 
the erection of such protective or warning devices as it con
siders necessary; and the gate or cattle stop shall be erected 
in accordance with the plans and requirements and in such 
position as the council directs. 

(7) The Minister of Works and Development may from 
time to time, by notice in the Gazette, prescribe specifications 
for gates and cattle stops, and no plans shall be approved by 
the council without the consent of the District Commissioner 
of Works for the locality, unless they are in accordance with 
specifications prescribed under this section and then in force. 

(8) The person by whom any swing gate or cattle stop 
has been erected pursuant to a permit granted under this 
section, and his successors in title, shall maintain the swing 
gate or cattle stop to the satisfaction of the council. 

(9) Without limiting the power to make bylaws conferred 
on the council by section 386 of the Municipal Corporations 
Act 1954 or, as the case may be, section 401 of the Counties 
Act 1956, the council may from time to time make bylaws 
regulating the use of swing gates and cattle stops erected 
pursuant to this section, prohibiting the causing of damage 
to such swing gates and cattle stops, and prohibiting the 
leaving open of such swing gates. 

(10 ) Neither the Minister of Works and Development nor 
the council shall be liable for damages in respect of any 
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accident arising out of the existence of a gate or cattle stop 
across any road erected under a pennit granted pursuant to 
this section. 

( 11) The power conferred by this section to erect and 
maintain any swing gate or cattle stop on any road shall be 
deemed to include power to fence the road up to that gate or 
cattle stop and to maintain that fence, and every reference in 
this section to a swing gate or cattle stop shall be deemed to 
include a reference to such a fence. 

( 12) This section shall apply with respect to every gate or 
cattle stop and fence lawfully erected across any road at the 
commencement of this Part of this Act pursuant to a permit 
granted under section 141 or section 142 or section 144 of the 
Public Works Act 1928 or section 11 of the Public Works 
Amendment Act 1935, as if it had been erected pursuant to 
a pennit granted under this section. 

(13)The Gates and Cattle Stops Order 1955 (S.R. 
1955/67) shall continue in force and have effect after the 
commencement of this Part of this Act as if it were a notice 
issued under subsection (7) of this section. 

Cf. 1928, No. 12, ss. 141-146; 1935, No. 27, s. 11; 1948, 
No. 39, s. 31 (2) 

"345. Disposal of land not required for road-( 1) Subject 
to subsection (3) of this section, where in forming a new road, 
or in diverting or stopping or diminishing the width of any 
existing road, any part thereof is no longer required as a road, 
the council may-

(a) Either-
(i) Sell that part to the owner or owners of any 

adjoining land for a price to be fixed by a competent 
valuer appointed by the council to value that part; 
or 

(ii) Grant a lease of that part to the owner or 
owners of any adjoining land for a term and at a 
rental and subject to such conditions as the council 
thinks fit;-
and, if no such owner or owners is or are willing to 
purchase the land at the price fixed or, as the 
case may be, take a lease of that part for the term 
and at the rental and subject to the conditions fixed, 
the council may, pursuant to a special order, sell or 
lease the land by public auction or private tender; 
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and a conveyance, transfer, or lease under the seal 
of the council shall constitute a valid title to the 
land; or 

(b) Apply that part, or any part thereof, to any purpose 
to which the council may apply land, either under 
this Act or any other enactment; or 

( c) Grant a lease of that part, or any part thereof, for such 
term and on such conditions as it thinks fit for use 
for any purpose to which the council may apply 
land, either under this Act or any other enactment; 
or 

( d) Transfer that part, or any part thereof, to the Crown 
for a public reserve or for addition to a public reserve 
or for any purpose of public convenience or utility 
or as Crown land subject to the Land Act 1948. 

(2) Where the council pursuant to subsection (1) (a) (i) 
of this section sells the land to the owner or owners of any 
adjoining land, it may require, notwithstanding the provisions 
of any other enactment, the amalgamation of that land with 
the adjoining land under one certificate of title. The District 
Land Registrar may, if he thinks fit, dispense with any survey 
that would otherwise be required for the purposes of the 
issue of a certificate of title under this section, and may issue 
a certificate of title limited as to parcels. 

(3) Where any road along the bank of a river or stream 
with an average width of not less than 3 metres or along the 
margin of any lake with an area in excess of 8 hectares or 
along the mean high-water mark of the sea or of any of its 
bays, inlets, or creeks, or any portion of any such road, is 
stopped or diminished in width, the land which thereby 
ceases to be road shall become a public reserve vested in the 
council as a local purpose reserve under the Reserves Act 
1977 for the purpose of providing access to the river, stream, 
lake, or sea, as the case may be, and to protect the environ
ment: 

Provided that the council, with the consent of the Minister 
of Lands, may waive this requirement in respect of the whole 
or any part or parts of the land which ceases to be road, 
subject to such conditions as the council may impose or as 
that Minister may require, and thereupon, subject to any 
such conditions, subsection (1) of this section shall apply with 
respect to the land or, as the case may be, that part or those 
parts thereof. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 190; 1956, No. 64, s. 191F; 1972, No. 
132, s. 2; 1977, No. 134, s. 2 
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U Limited Access Roads 
"346. Interpretation-In sections 346A to 346J of this 

Act, unless the context otherwise requires,-
"'Limited access road' means any road declared to be 

a limited access road under section 346A of this Act 
or the corresponding provisions of any former 
enactment: 

"'Road' does not include an access way or a servIce 
lane. 

"346A. Declaration and revocation of limited access raads
(1) The council may from time to time, by special order, 

declare any road or part thereof in the district to be a limited 
access road. 

(2) The council may from time to time, by special order 
revoke the status as limited access road of any road or any 
part thereof. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (1) ; 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"346B. Provisions of Acts relating to roads to apply to 
limited access roads-Subject to sections 346c to 346J of 
this Act, the provisions of this Act and of every other enact
ment relating to roads, as far as they are applicable and with 
the necessary modifications, shall apply to every limited 
access road. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (3); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"346c. Requirements of declaration of lUnited access 
road-The following provisions shall apply in respect of the 
declaration under section 346A (1) of this Act of a limited 
access road: 

(a) Every such declaration shall refer to a plan showing
(i) The road or part thereof to which the 

declaration relates: 
(ii) Any crossing places to be authorised: 
(iii) The boundaries of all road frontages of 

each parcel of land adjoining the road or part 
thereof to which the declaration relates: 

(iv) The boundaries of all other types (if any) 
of legal access (whether roads, private roads, 
private ways, rights of way, or any other types 
whatsoever) connecting the road or part thereof to 
any other parcel of land: 

(v) The title references to every parcel of land 
to which subparagraph (iii) or subparagraph (iv) 
of this paragraph applies: 
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(b) Every such declaration shall indicate where the plan 
is held and may be inspected: 

( c) The council shall forward to the District Land Regis
trar a certificate authenticated by the council (to
gether with a copy of the plan and of any resolution 
under section 346D (3) of this Act), setting out by 
sufficient descriptions and title references, and the 
District Land Registrar shall record it against the 
titles to all the parcels of land therein described: 

( d) The council shall cause a copy of the certificate to be 
served on the owner and the occupier (if he is not 
also the owner) of any land to which the declara
tion relates, so far as they can be ascertained. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (9); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"346D. Access to and from l'and- ( 1) Each parcel of land 
that adjoins or has legal access to a limited access road and 
that does not have reasonably practicable alternative legal 
access to some other road that is not a limited access road, 
shall be entitled to one crossing place at which vehicles are 
permitted to proceed to and from the limited access road 
from and to the parcel of land. The location of that crossing 
place shall be specified by the council from time to time by 
notice issued to the owner under section 346E of this Act. 

(2) No road, or part thereof, shall be declared a limited 
access road, unless the council, in any case where it considers 
it inexpedient to authorise any sufficient specified crossing 
place as aforesaid, purchases or takes under the Public Works 
Act 1928 or otherwise acquires any parcel of land that does 
not have a reasonable practical alternative legal access. 

(3) In this section and in section 346E of this Act the term 
'parcel of land' means a parcel of land that can legally be 
transferred to a person other than an owner of adjoining 
land without the dedication of any further land as a road 
and without the deposit of any further plan: 

Provided that the council may, by resolution, declare
(a) Two or more adjoining parcels of land, while remain

ing in one ownership; and 
(b) All parcels of land included in one unit title plan 

deposited in accordance with the Unit Titles Act 
1972-

to be a single parcel of land for the purposes of this section 
and of section 346E of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (4); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 
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"346E. Authorisation of crossing places-The council may 
from time to time-

( a) By notice to the owner of the parcel of land affected,-
(i) Authorise, subject to such conditions (if any) 

as it may specify, any crossing place (whether 
formed or not) at which vehicles may proceed to 
and from any limited access road from and to that 
parcel of land: 

(ii) Specify the location of any authorised cross
ing place: 

(iii) Cancel any such authorisation or specified 
location if the parcel of land has reasonably practi
cable legal access to some other road that is not a 
limited access road or has another authorised cross
ing place: 

(iv) Cancel or vary all or any conditions imposed 
under this section or impose further conditions or 
vary the location of any authorised crossing place: 

(b) Construct any road that it may be expedient to con
struct to give access, whether additional or not, to 
any land adjoining or near the limited access road. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (4); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"346F. Restricting movement to or from a limited access 
road-Without restricting any provision of any other Act, 
it is hereby declared that no person shall drive or move any 
vehicle or animal, or permit any vehicle or animal to be 
driven or moved, onto or from any limited access road, 
except-

(a) At a motorway or road from which vehicles or animals, 
as the case may be, might lawfully be driven or 
moved onto the limited access road or part thereof 
immediately before its declaration as a limited 
access road; or 

(b) At a motorway or road from which vehicular or animal 
access to the limited access road has been authorised 
by the council and subject to such conditions as 
the council approves and publicly notifies; or 

( c) At a crossing place authorised and specified by the 
council and subject to such conditions as are for the 
time being imposed by the council in accordance 
with section 3460 or section 346E of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (5); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 
A-16 
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"3460. Limited access road not a road for purpose of sub
division or sale-( 1) Where any provision of this Act or any 
other Act makes any person's right to erect or use a 
building of any kind on any land, or to subdivide or 
sell any land, conditional upon the land having a frontage 
or vehicle access to a road, or in any other way conditional 
upon the existence of a road, then, for the purposes of that 
provision, a limited access road shall be deemed not to be a 
road, except for such purpose, to such extent, and on such 
conditions, as may be notified from time to time by the council 
to the District Land Registrar. 

(2) Any person aggrieved at-
( a) The refusal of the council to issue a notice to the 

District Land Registrar under subsection (1) of this 
section; or 

(b) Any condition subject to which any such notice is 
issued-

may object in writing to the Planning Tribunal within 1 
month after being notified of that refusal or condition, or 
within such further time as the Planning Tribunal may 
allow, and shall be made and determined by the Planning 
Tribunal in the manner prescribed by the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977 and the regulations under that Act. 

(3) Subject to section 162 of the Town and Country Plan
ning Act 1977, the decision of the Planning Tribunal on any 
such objection shall be final. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (6); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"346H. Certificate of land affected to be forwarded to 
District Land Registrar- ( 1 ) Where any road is declared to 
be a limited access road under section 346A of this Act, the 
council shall forward to the District Land Registrar a certi
ficate authenticated by the council specifying by sufficient 
description and title reference every parcel of land that is 
affected by that limited access road, either by reason of the 
parcel of land adjoining the limited access road or by reason 
of the legal access of the parcel of land to any other road 
being lost or adversely affected as a result of the creation of 
the limited access road; and the District Land Registrar shall 
record the certificate against the titles specified therein. 

(2) Where the council revokes the status as a limited 
access road of any road or part thereof, the council shall 
forward to the District Land Registrar a certificate authenti
cated by the council that the status of the road or part there
of as a limited access road has been revoked, and setting out 
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by sufficient descriptions and title references all parcels of 
land affected by the revocation, and the District Land Regis
trar shall record the certificate against the titles to all the 
parcels of land therein described. 

(3) The council shall also cause a copy of that certificate 
to be served on the owner and the occupier (if he is not also 
the owner) of every parcel of land affected by the revocation, 
so far as they can be ascertained. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (9); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"3461. Compensation-Where the exercise of any power 
given by any provision of sections 346A to 346H of this Act 
gives rise to any claim for compensation under section 42 of 
the Public Works Act 1928,- . 

( a) The claim shall not be made after a period of 5 years 
from the date of the exercise of the power: 

(b) Section 29 of the Finance Act (No. 3) 1944 shall be 
read as if the term 'specified date' meant the date 
of the exercise of the power: 

(c) The Land Valuation Tribunal shall take into account, 
by way of deduction from the total amount of com
pensation that would otherwise be awarded, any 
increase in the value of the parcel of land in respect 
of which compensation is claimed that has occurred 
in consequence of the exercise by the council of any 
power under section 346E of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (10); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"346J. Offences-Every person commits an offence against 
this Act who-

(a) Acts in contravention of or fails to comply with any 
provision of section 346F of this Act; or 

(b) Uses or makes any crossing place to or from a limited 
access road that is not a crossing place authorised 
under section 346E of this Act. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 170B (8); 1970, No. 89, s. 4 

"Private Roads and Private Ways 

"347. Width, etc., of private roads-Subject to the Town 
and Country Planning Act 1977, the provisions of this Part 
of this Act relating to the widths, grades, and formation of 
roads and to building lines shall apply to private roads as 
they apply to other roads under the control of the council. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 179 
A-16* 
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"348. Powers of council with respect to private roads and 
private ways- ( 1) Except with the prior permission of the 
council, no person shall lay out or make any private road or 
private way, or grant or reserve a right of way over any 
private way, in the district. 

(2) Subj'ect to section 347 of this Act, in granting any such 
permission the council may-

(a) Impose such conditions as to widths, levels, entrances, 
courses, formation, cost of formation, maximum 
number of buildings to be erected fronting any such 
private road or private way, minimum distances 
between any 2 buildings, position of building line, 
and otherwise in all respects whatsoever as the 
council thinks fit; and 

(b) Require the owner or owners to whom permission is 
given to enter into a bond to comply with any 
conditions imposed by the council. Every such bond 
shall be deemed-

(i) To be an instrument creating an interest in 
each parcel of land to which the conditions apply 
within the meaning of section 62 of the Land 
Transfer Act 1952, and may be registered 
accordingly; and 

(ii) To he a covenant running with each such 
parcel of land, and shall bind subsequent owners. 

(3) Any permission of the council under subsection (1) of 
this section to layout or make any private road or private 
way as aforesaid shall be deemed to lapse on the expiration of 
3 years after the grant thereof, unless the work has then been 
completed to the satisfaction of the council; but may from 
time to time be extended by the council for a period or periods 
not exceeding 1 year at anyone time. 

( 4) With respect to any private road, the council-
(a) May require any projection or obstruction in or over 

any part thereof to be removed at the expense of 
the person causing the same or to whom the same 
belongs: 

(b) May by notice in writing require the owners of land 
or buildings abutting on the private road to con
struct or repair the road, with the footways, kerb
ing, and channelling thereof, and every such owner 
shall be 'liable for the construction and repair of so 
much of the private road as the council thinks fit: 
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(c) In case of default, may execute the said works, and 
recover the cost from the owners in the aforesaid 
proportions. 

(5) Subsection (4) of this section shall apply to every 
private way which for the time being serves as an approach 
to 2 or more allotments that are separately owned or 
separately occupied or to any allotment on which there are 
2 or more buildings that are separately occupied. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, ss. 180, 184; 1956, No. 64, ss. 198A, 
198E; 1961, No. 131, s. 40; 1964, No. 119, s. 14; 1968, 
No. 123, s. 16; 1968, No. 124, s. 16 

"349. Council may declare private road or right of way 
to be public road- ( 1) The council may, by special order, 
declare to be a public road-

(a) Any private road within the meaning of any Act in 
force at the time of its being laid out: 

(b) Any right of way within the meaning of any Act in 
force at the time of its being laid out, and which 
was laid out within the district on or after the 
2nd day of November 1878, but before the 1st day 
of January 1887. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything in the foregoing provisions 
of this section, the council shall not declare any private road 
or right of way as aforesaid to be a public road unless and 
until it is properly formed and constructed by the owners 
thereof or frontagers thereto. 

(3) On fulfilment by the owner of the land of the require
ments of the council and of this Act in respect of any private 
road or right of way the same shall by special order of the 
council be declared to be a public road. 

( 4) Every private road and right of way declared to be a 
public road as aforesaid shall become a road vested as such 
in the council. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76,s. 185 

"350. Penalty for laying out private road or private way in 
contravention of this Act-If any person lays out or makes, or 
permits or allows to be open for use, any private road or 
private way, or grants or reserves any right of way, contrary 
to the provisions of this Act, or refuses or neglects 
to perform, observe, or keep any condition imposed by the 
council as aforesaid, he commits an offence, and is liable to a 
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fine not exceeding $50 for every day during which the offence 
has continued after the day on which he receives notice from 
the council that the offence has been committed. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 181; 1956, No. 64, s. 198B; 1961, 
No. 131, s. 40 

"351. Illegal private road or private way not to be regis
tered-No plan, deed, or instrument of any kind whatsoever 
whereby contrary to the provisions of this Part of this Act 
any private road or private way is created, recognised, refer
red to, granted, or reserved shall be received for deposit or 
registration under the Deeds Registration Act 1908 or under 
the Land Transfer Act 1952. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 182; 1956, No. 64, s. 198c; 1961, 
No. 131, s. 40 

"352. Conditions to be noted on title by Registrar-The 
District Land Registrar shall enter upon the certificate of 
title, memorandum of lease, or other proper instrument a 
note of all conditions imposed under section 348 of this Act 
by the council which are contained in or endorsed upon any 
instrument or plan presented to him for registration or deposit, 
and the conditions so noted shall be deemed to constitute a 
registered encumbrance under the Land Transfer Act 1952. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, s. 183; 1956, No. 64, s. 198D; 1961, 
No. 131, s. 40 

"Safety Provisions as to Roads 

"353. General safety provisions as to roads-The council 
shall take all sufficient precautions for the general safety of 
the public and traffic and workmen employed on or near any 
road, and in particular shall-

(a) Take all reasonable precautions to prevent accidents 
during the construction or repair by the council of 
any road, or when any opening is made therein by 
the council for the repair of drains or gas pipes or 
for any other purpose, and require other persons 
doing such work to take such precautions, by erect
ing barriers, devices to cause traffic to slow down, 
or fences across any such road or around any dan
gerous place therein, or otherwise, and shall cause, 
and require other persons doing such work to cause, 
any such dangerous place to be sufficiently lighted 
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by night; and any person removing any such protec
tive work, or removing or extinguishing any such 
light, without the authority of the council, commits 
an offence: 

(b) Require the owner or occupier of any land upon which 
there is any hole, well, excavation, or other place 
dangerous to persons passing along any road forth
with to fill in, cover, or enclose the same: 

( c) Whenever the public safety or convenience renders it 
expedient, require the owner or occupier of any 
land not separated from a road by a sufficient fence 
to enclose the same by a fence to the satisfaction of 
the council. 

Cf. 1954, No. 76, ss. 173, 201, 202; 1956, No. 64, ss. 194, 
208, 209 

"354. Construction of cellar or making any excavation in 
vicinity of road- ( 1) Where the owner or occupier of any 
land proposes to construct a cellar, or make any other excava
tion, within 20 metres from any road, private road, or any 
adjoining property, he shall give notice of his intention to 
the council, whose consent must first be obtained before the 
work is commenced; and the owner or occupier shall cause 
the cellar or excavation to be so constructed or made that it 
cannot become a receptacle for stagnant water or other 
impure matter. 

(2) Where under subsection (1) of this section, the council 
grants its consent to the construction of any cellar, it may 
grant its consent subject to a condition that neither the owner 
nor the occupier nor their successors in title shall be entitled 
to claim against the council for any damage caused to the 
cellar or any property therein arising, whether directly or 
indirectly, from any defect in any water-supply system, 
sewerage system, or other public-utility service under the 
control of the council. 

(3) As soon as conveniently may be after the passing of a 
resolution by the council granting its consent to the construc
tion of a cellar subject to the conditions specified in subsection 
(2) of this section, the council shall send a copy of the resolu
tion, authenticated by the council, to the District Land Regis
trar, or the Registrar of Deeds, as the case may require, who 
shall deposit the same in his office and register against the 
title to the land a memorandum under his hand that the land 
is subject to those conditions. 
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( 4) This section shall bind the Crown. 
Cf. 1954, No. 76, ss. 203, 203A; 1959, No. 91, s. 17; 1972, 

No. 131, s. 12 (1) 

"355. Council may require removal of overhanging trees, 
etc.-(l) The council may, by notice in writing under the 
hand of the Chairman or the principal officer, require the 
owner of any land abutting upon any road within the district 
to do any of the following acts: 

(a) To remove, lower, or trim to the satisfaction of the 
council any tree or hedge overhanging or over
shadowing the road in cases where, in the opinion of 
the council, the removal, lowering, or trimming is 
necessary in order to prevent injury to the road or 
obstruction to the traffic thereon or to any channel, 
ditch, or drain appertaining thereto: 

(b) To cut down or grub up, as the council directs, and 
remove all obstructions to traffic or drainage arising 
from the growth of plants or the spreading of roots 
upon or under the road up to the middle line thereof 
along the whole frontage of the land occupied or 
owned by him: 

(c) To remove, lower, or trim to the satisfaction of the 
council any tree or hedge, or to lower any fence or 
wall, if in the opinion of the council the tree, hedge, 
fence, or wall is likely, by reason of its obstructing 
the view, to cause danger to the traffic on that or 
any other road. 

(2) Within 10 days after service of the notice, the owner 
may apply to a Magistrate's Court for an order setting aside 
the notice. 

(3) On the hearing of the application, the Court, whose 
decision shall be final, shall determine whether the notice 
should or should not be set aside, and in the former case the 
notice shall be deemed to be void. 

( 4) In the case of a notice which is not set aside as aforesaid, 
if the owner fails to do any such act in compliance therewith 
within 1 month from the service thereof, or, where applica
tion as aforesaid has been heard, then within 1 month after 
the giving of the decision of the Court, he commits an offence 
and is liable to a fine not exceeding $5 for every day during 
which the failure has continued, and the council, by its officers 
or agents, may enter on the land and do that act and recover 
the cost from him. 
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(5) The said cost shall be a charge upon the land. 
(6) In any case where the council might give any such 

notice as aforesaid in respect of any land, any resident of the 
district may, by notice in writing, request the council to do so. 

(7) If for the space of 28 days after the receipt of the last
mentioned notice the council fails to comply therewith, the 
resident making the request may apply to a Magistrate's 
Court for an order requiring the council to comply with that 
notice. 

(8) On the hearing of the application, the Court shall 
determine whether and to what extent the notice shall be 
complied with by the council, and the decision of the Court 
shall be final. 

(9) The council may remove, lower, cut down, grub up, or 
trim, as the case may be, any fence, wall, tree. hedge, or plant 
to which subsection (1) of this section applies, after giving 
oral notice to the occupier, or, where there is no occupier, to 
the owner, of the land, if life, property, or any road is in 
imminent danger. The cost of the work shall be a charge 
against the land as if notice had been given under subsection 
( 1) of this section and had not been set aside by a Magis
trate's Court. 

(10) For the purposes of this section the term 'cut down' 
means cutting down and keeping cut down or removing or 
controlling by chemical means the stem and roots of any 
plants so as to prevent their throwing out any leaf, offshoot, 
or flower. 

Cf. 1928, No. 12, ss. 169, 170, 171, 172A; 1948, No. 39, 
s. 32; 1954, No. 76, s. 204; 1956, No. 39, s. 4; 1956, 
No. 64, s. 210 

"356. Removal of abandoned vehicles from roads-(I) Any 
person duly authorised in that behalf by a council may take 
possession of and remove any motor vehicle which is on any 
road in the district of that council or under its control, if it 
appears to that person that the motor vehicle has been 
abandoned by the owner, and either-

( a) That it is unregistered; or 
(b) That no licence to use the vehicle has been issued for 

the current licensing year. 
(2) If any motor vehicle so removed is not claimed and the 

expenses of removal and storage thereof paid by the owner or 
some other person having an interest therein within 2 months 
after the date of the removal, the council may give 14 days' 
notice by advertisement in some newspaper circulating in the 
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locality in which the road is situated of its intention to sell the 
vehicle, and at any time thereafter the vehicle may be sold 
and disposed of to any person, and that person shall there
upon become the lawful owner of the vehicle, or the vehicle 
may be otherwise disposed of in such manner as the council 
thinks fit. 

(3) The proceeds of any such sale shall be applied in pay
ment of the costs and charges attending the sale, including 
the advertisement aforesaid, and of the expenses of the re
moval and storage of the motor vehicle, and the residue, if 
any, shall be payable to the former owner of the vehicle. 

( 4) Where a council believes on reasonable grounds that 
any motor vehicle to which subsection (1) of this section does 
not apply appears to have been abandoned by its owner on 
any road in the district of that council, any person duly 
authorised in that behalf by the council may take posses
sion of and remove the motor vehicle to a place of safety. 

(5) If, on application to a Magistrate's Court, the Court 
is satisfied that any motor vehicle which has been removed 
from a road pursuant to subsection (4) of this section appears 
to have been abandoned, the Court may make an order 
authorising the council to exercise in relation to the motor 
vehicle the powers conferred by subsections (2) and (3) of 
this section as if no licence to use the motor vehicle had been 
issued for the current licensing year. Where, pursuant to any 
such order, the council exercises those powers in relation to 
any motor vehicle, the provisions of subsection ( 3 ) of this 
section shall apply as if there were inserted in that subsection, 
after the word 'including', the words 'the expenses incurred 
in obtaining the order'. 

(6) A council which has removed a motor vehicle from a 
road pursuant to subsection (1) or subsection (4) of this sec
tion shall, where it is practicable to do so, give notice to the 
last registered owner and the immediately preceding regis
tered owner of the motor vehicle of its intention to sell the 
vehicle. 

(7) Before applying to a Magistrate's Court for an order 
under subsection (5) of this section in relation to any motor 
vehicle, a council shall, where it is practicable to do so, give 
notice to the last registered owner and the immediately 
preceding registered owner of the motor vehicle of its inten
tion to apply to the Court. 

(8) Where any motor vehicle removed by the \ council 
under subsection (1) or subsection (4) of this section-
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(a) Is claimed by the owner before it is sold or otherwise 
disposed of pursuant to this section, the owner shall 
pay to the council, before taking delivery of the 
vehicle, all expenses incurred by the council in 
removing and storing the vehicle: 

(b) Is disposed of by the council otherwise than by way 
of sale, the owner shall be liable to the council for 
all expenses incurred by the council in removing 
and storing the vehicle. 

(9) In this section
" 'Council'-

(a) In relation to a State highway that is under 
the control of the National Roads Board, means 
that Board: 

(b) In relation to a regional road that is under 
the control of a regional council or united council, 
means that council: 

"'Road' includes a public place: 
Expressions defined in section 2 of the Transport Act 1962 

have the meanings so defined. 
Cf. 1962, No. 135, s. 76; 1967, No. 153, s. 10; 1968, No. 

148, s. 15 

"357. Penalties for damage to roads- ( 1 ) Every person 
commits an offence who, not being authorised by the council 
or by or under any Act,-

( a) Encroaches on a road by making or erecting any build
ing, fence, ditch, or other obstacle or work of any 
kind upon, over, or under the road, or by planting 
any tree or shrub thereon; or 

(b) Places or leaves on a road, any timber, earth, stones, or 
other thing; or 

( c) Digs up, removes, or alters in any way the soil or surface 
or scarp of a road; or 

( d) Damages or, except with the consent of the council, 
removes or alters any gate or cattle stop lawfully 
erected across any road; or 

( e) Allows any water, tailings, or sludge, or any filthy or 
noisome matter, to flow from any building or land 
in his occupation on to a road; or 

(f) Wilfully or negligently causes or allows any oil, or 
any liquid harmful to sealed or paved road surfaces 
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or likely to create a danger to vehicles on such 
surfaces, to escape on to any road having a sealed 
or paved surface; or 

(g) Causes or permits any timber or other heavy material, 
not being wholly raised above the ground on wheels, 
to be dragged on a road; or 

(h) Causes or negligently allows any retaining wall, founda
tion wall, or fence erected on any land, or any batter 
or slope of earth, or any building, erection, material, 
or thing, to give way or fall so as to damage or 
obstruct a road; or 

(i) Digs up or removes any stone, gravel, sand, or other 
material from a river bed within 50 metres of a 
bridge or ford on any road or any dam on which a 
road is constructed; or 

(j) Does or causes or permits to be done any act whatso
ever by which any damage is caused to a road or 
any work or thing in, on, or under the same,-

and is liable to a fine not exceeding $200 and, where the 
offence is a continuing one, to a further fine not exceeding 
$20 for every day on which the offence has continued and 
may be ordered to pay the cost incurred by the council in 
removing any such encroachment, obstruction, or matter, or 
in repairing any damage caused as aforesaid: 

Provided that no fine shall be imposed unless the informa
tion is laid by authority of the council or by an officer thereof. 

(2) Except with the prior consent in writing of the Post
master-General or the Minister of Works and Development, 
as the case may require, the council shall not authorise or 
suffer any encroachment on a road if the encroachment would 
or might interfere with or in any way obstruct the right of 
the Crown, or of any person so authorised by any Act, to 
construct, place, maintain, alter, remove, or otherwise deal 
with any electric wires, telephone wires, telegraph wires, 
pneumatic tubes, or gas pipes on, over, or under the road. 

Cf. 1928, No. 12, s. 168; 1954, No. 76, s. 199; 1956, No. 
64, s. 206; 1968, No. 123, s. 18; 1968, No. 124, s. 18 

({Contracts and Leases Relating to Ferries 

"357 A. Leasing powers of council with respect to ferries
The council having control of a ferry may let the ferry for a 
term not exceeding 14 years, for such rent and on such 
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terms and conditions as to the maintenance of the ferry as 
the council thinks fit, and without submitting the lease to 
public auction or public tender: 

Provided that before granting any such lease for any term 
exceeding 3 years the proposed terms and conditions thereof 
shall be publicly notified for at least 2 months. 

Cf. 1928, No. 12, s. 128; 1956, No. 64, s. 212 

"Privately Constructed Bridges and Ferries 

"358. Privately constructed bridges and ferries- (1) Sub.iect 
to such conditions as he thinks fit, the Minister may from time 
to time, by notice in the Gazette, authorise any person to con
struct a bridge across any river, creek, or stream, the bed of 
which is vested in the Crown, or to establish a ferry across 
any river, creek, stream, or lake, the bed of which is vested 
in the Crown, and to maintain that bridge or ferry for such 
period as the Minister thinks fit, and to occupy for such period 
as the Minister thinks fit such portion of any road or Crown 
land as seems to him to be necessary as a site for that bridge 
or ferry. 

(2) Every such bridge or ferry shall be deemed to be respec
tively a public bridge or ferry, and shall be open to the use 
of the public at all hours, subject to any regulations that may 
be made pursuant to this Act for regulating the use thereof. 

Cf. 1956, No. 64, s. 220 

"359. Regulations for maintenance and use of privately con
structed bridges and ferries-Without limiting the general 
power to make regulations conferred by section 639 of this 
Act or by section 410 of the Municipal Corporations Act 1954 
or section 449 of the Counties Act 1956, regulations may from 
time to time be made under any of those sections, applying 
generally to bridges or ferries constructed or established under 
section 358 of this Act or to any such specified bridges or 
ferries,-

(a) For the management of those bridges or ferries and the 
approaches thereto, and for the maintenance of those 
bridges or ferries in good repair: 

(b) Fixing the tolls (if any) to be levied on those bridges, 
and the fares to be chargeable for the conveyance of 
passengers, animals, or goods by those ferries: 

(c) Declaring what exemptions shall be allowed from the 
payment of any such tolls or fares: 



462 Local Government Amendment 1978, No. 43 

(d) Regulating the collection of any such tolls or fares, and 
preventing the evasion thereof. 

Cf. 1956, No. 64, s. 221 

"360. Minister may delegate powers to council-The 
Minister may from time to time, by notice in the Gazette, 
delegate to the council all or any of the powers conferred on 
him by section 358 of this Act, or authorise the council to 
make bylaws for all or any of the matters specified in section 
359 of this Act. 

Cf. 1956, No. 64,s. 222 

HT olls at Bridges, Tunnels, and Ferries 

"361. Establishment or abolition of toll gates at bridges, 
tunnels, and ferries-( 1) The Minister may from time to time, 
by notice in the Gazette,-

(a) Authorise a council to establish, by special order, toll 
gates and collect tolls at any bridge, tunnel, or 
ferry within the district or under the control of the 
council; or 

(b) With the agreement of the council, abolish any toll gate 
or reduce the tolls to be taken at any toll gate if the 
Minister is of the opinion that any toll gate estab
lished by a council is not necessary or that the tolls 
taken thereat are excessive. 

(2) Any authority granted under subsection (1) (a) of 
this section may be granted subject to such terms and condi
tions as the Minister thinks fit, including, but without limiting 
the generality of the foregoing provisions of this subsection, 
terms and conditions as to---

(a) The tolls that may be taken: 
(b) The conditions under which the tolls may be taken: 
( c) The persons and classes of persons exempted from pay

ment of the tolls: 
( d) The manner in which and the conditions on which 

tolls may be leased: 
( e) The distraining for or recovery of tolls: 
(f) The appointment and duties of collectors of tolls: 
(g) The making of any toll gate in the district clearing any 

other toll gate in the district or in any other district. 
(3) Notwithstanding the repeal by section 4 of the Local 

Government Amendment Act 1978 of sections 179 to 199 
of the Public Works Act 1928, sections 206 to 211 of the 
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Municipal Corporations Act 1954 and the Ninth Schedule to 
that Act, and sections 213 to 218 of the Counties Act 1956 
and the Fourth Schedule to that Act, every toll gate 
established before the date of the commencement of this Part 
of this Act under any section so repealed and in existence 
immediately before that date shall continue in force on and 
after that date as if the said sections 179 to 199 or, as the 
case may be, sections 206 to 211 and the said Ninth Schedule 
or sections 213 to 218 and the said Fourth Schedule had not 
been repealed. 

( 4) Nothing in this section or in any notice given under 
this section shall be construed to limit or interfere with the 
right to levy tolls on any bridge, ferry, tunnel, tramway, or 
toll gate granted to any person ~uring the period for which 
the tolls have been so granted, except on payment of adequate 
compensation. 

(5) Every person commits an offence against this Act who-
(a) Evades the payment of any toll payable by him; or 
(b) Resists or obstructs any toll keeper in the execution of 

his duty; or 
(c) Falsely claims exemption from any toll. 

Cf. 1928, No. 12, ss. 179-198; 1954, No. 76, ss. 206-211; 
1956, No. 64, ss. 213-218; 1972, No. 96, s. 3 (1); 
1972, No. 131, s. 12 (1); 1972, No. 132, s. 23; 1973, 
No. 44, s. 3 (2) 

"PART XXII 

"REGIONAL ROADS 

"362. Interpretation-In this Part of this Act, unless the 
context otherwise requires,-

" 'Council' means a regional council or a united council, 
as the case may require; and includes the Auck
land Regional Authority; and 'region' includes the 
Auckland Regional District: 

" 'Regional road' means any road or part thereof or other 
land declared to be a regional road pursuant to 
section 363 of this Act or the corresponding pro
visions of any former enactment: 

" 'Road' has the same meaning as in section 315 of this 
Act; but does not include a State highway or a 
Government road or an access way or a service 
lane. 
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"363. Power to declare regional roads-(1) The council 
may from time to time, with the prior written consent of the 
National Roads Board, by resolution published in the Gazette 
and also publicly notified, but subject to the provisions for 
objection and appeal contained in this Part of this Act, declare 
any road or part thereof, whether then actually constructed 
or not, and any other land that is not theretofore constituted 
part of a road, to be, or to be requir,ed for the purposes of, a 
regional road within the meaning and for the purposes of this 
Part of this Act, and shall, by the same or a subsequent resolu
tion published in the Gazette and also publicly notified, define 
the boundaries of that regional road. A copy of every resolu
tion passed under this subsection shall forthwith be sent to 
every constituent authority within the region and to the 
District Commissioner of Works: 

Provided that where a proposed regional road is included 
in an approved regional planning scheme for the region, the 
consent of the National Roads Board to the declaration of that 
regional road shall not be required. 

(2) Any land declared pursuant to subsection ( 1 ) of 
this section to be, or to be required for the purposes of, 
a regional road shall be deemed to be a road for the purposes 
of Parts XX and XXI of this Act. 

(3) The National Roads Board shall not give its consent 
under subsection (1) of this section before the council has by 
resolution recommended a regional planning scheme or an 
appropriate section thereof in accordance with the Town and 
Country Planning Act 1977, which shall, among other things, 
show which existing roads or other land it proposes, initially, 
to declare as, or as being required for the purposes of, a 
regional road, unless the National Roads Board is satisfied 
that it is in the interests of the region or a substantial part 
thereof that its consent shall be given. 

( 4) In defining the boundaries of any regional road, the 
council shall not be constrained to accept the boundaries of 
any existing road or part thereof, and may, if it thinks fit, 
declare either permanently or temporarily more than one 
regional road between any 2 places. 

(5) Every resolution under this section may from time to 
time in like manner and with the like consent of the National 
Roads Board be varied, altered, or revoked: 

Provided that this subsection shall not affect or limit the 
provisions of section 369 of this Act. 
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(6) No road or part thereof nor any other land shall, under 
this section, be declared to be or to be required for the 
purposes of a regional road unless the road is within the 
region and unless the council resolves that it is of the opinion 
that the road-

( a) Forms part or will form part of a system of arterial 
and regional traffic routes (including motorways or 
State highways) providing for through traffic move
ment and interconnecting or providing access to or 
discharge from important areas of traffic generation 
in the region; and 

(b) Is or will be of material advantage to the region as a 
whole or a substantial part thereof. 

(7 ) No declaration shall be made by the council under this 
section in respect of any road or other land within a con
stituent district without prior consultation with the consti
tuent authority for that district. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 608; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"364. Constituent authority may request council to declare 
regional road-( 1) If any constituent authority is of the 
opinion that any road or part thereof within its district, 
whether then actually constructed or not, and any other land 
that is not part of a road should be declared to be or to be 
required for the purposes of a regional road or part thereof, 
the constituent authority may, with the prior written consent 
of the National Roads Board in any case where that consent 
is necessary under section 363 (1) of this Act, by notice in 
writing, request the council to pass a resolution under section 
363 of this Act declaring the road or part thereof or any other 
land described in the notice to be a regional road or part 
thereof, and the said section 363 and section 365 of this Act 
shall apply to any resolution passed under this subsection. 

(2) If the council considers that the road or part thereof 
or any other land described in the notice given by a consti
tuent authority under subsection (1) of this section should 
not be declared to be a regional road or part thereof, the 
council shall, within 3 months from the date of receipt by 
it of the notice under that subsection, give written notice to 
the constituent authority that the council refuses to declare 
the road or part thereof or any other land described in the 
said notice to be a regional road and of the grounds of its 
refusal. 
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(3) Where the council refuses a request made under sub
section (1) of this section, the constituent authority whose 
request is refused may, within 2 months after the date of 
receipt by it of the written notice of refusal, appeal against 
the refusal to the Planning Tribunal. 

( 4) If the council does not give notice of its refusal under 
subsection (2) of this section, it shall, by resolution made not 
later than 3 months after the date of receipt by it of the 
notice under subsection (1) of this section, declare the road 
or part thereof or any other land described in the notice 
to be a regional road or part thereof. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 609; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"365. Objections and appeals by constituent authorities
(1) The Minister of Works and Development or any consti
tuent authority may, within 2 months from the date of receipt 
of a copy of a resolution referred to in section 363 of this Act, 
give to the council and to every other constituent authority 
within the region written notice that he or it objects to the 
declaration contained in the said resolution, and shall in that 
notice set forth the grounds of the objection. 

(2) The council shall, as soon as reasonably possible after 
receipt by it of any such objection, give to the Minister of 
Works and Development and to every constituent authority 
within the region not less than 1 month's written notice of 
the time and place at which the objection is to be considered 
by the council or by a committee thereof, and the said Minister 
and every constituent authority shall at that time and place 
be entitled to make such submissions as he or it thinks fit in 
support of or in opposition to the objection. 

(3) If the council, after hearing the aforesaid submissions 
(if any), refuses to allow, either in whole or in part, any 
objection made under this section, the said Minister or any 
constituent authority may, within 2 months after notice of 
the disallowance, either in whole or in part, of the objection 
is given, appeal to the Planning Tribunal against that refusal. 

(4) Nothing in this section shall affect the right of objec
tion given to any person by the Public Works Act 1928. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 610; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"366. Powers of council in relation to regional roads
(1) After-

(a) The council has, as required by the Public Works Act 
1928, considered any objection which may lawfully 
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be made under that Act to the taking of any land 
pursuant to section 237 A of this Act for the purposes 
of a regional road; and 

(b) The council has considered any objection made under 
section 365 of this Act and any appeal referred to 
in that section has been determined; and 

( c) The issuing of any requisite Proclamation under section 
23 of the Public Works Act 1928-

the road or other land specified and so taken, purchased, or 
acquired shall, subject to any variation thereof made conse
quent upon the hearing of any objection or appeal thereupon, 
become a regional road. 

( 2) The council shall, in respect of every regional road, 
but subject to sections 367 to 371 of this Act, have the sole 
powers of formation, construction, upgrading, maintenance, 
and control thereof; and for that purpose the powers, rights, 
duties, obligations, and liabilities vested in or imposed on a 
constituent authority in respect of any road under its control 
shall in respect of a regional road be deemed to be vested in 
or imposed on the council : 

Provided that nothing in this Part of this Act shall vest in 
the council the soil of any regional road or part thereof that 
is vested in any constituent authority. 

(3) The council shall, in respect of any land purchased or 
taken or otherwise acquired pursuant to section 237A of 
this Act for the purposes of a regional road and not ye1 
used as a road, have the powers of administration, main
tenance, sale, leasing, and other disposal that are vested 
in a territorial authority under this Act or any other Act in 
respect of public works and in respect of land held for the 
purpose of a public work. 

(4) The council may at any time dedicate as a road any 
land or part thereof vested in it for the purposes of a regional 
road. 

(5) No rates, whether pursuant to the Rating Act 1967 
or any other enactment, shaH be payable by the council to 
any constituent authority in respect of any regional road or 
in respect of any land purchased or otherwise acquired or 
taken for the purpose of any regional road: 

Provided that-
( a) If any land or part thereof purchased or otherwise 

acquired or taken for the purpose of any regional 
road as aforesaid is let or leased by the council, 
the council shall, in respect of the land so let or 
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leased for the period of such letting or leasing, 
pay to the constituent authority in whose district 
the land so let or leased is situated all rates in 
respect thereof which the council would be liable 
to pay but for the exemption granted by this 
subsection: 

(b) In any case where land liable to any special rate as 
defined in section 2 of the Local Authorities Loans 
Act 1956 is purchased or otherwise acquired or 
taken for the purposes of any regional road pursuant 
to section 237 A of this Act, the council shall, but 
until such time only as the land is used as a regional 
road as aforesaid, be liable for payment of the rate 
for any year during which there is no occupier 
of the land within the meaning of the Rating Act 
1967: 

( c) Where any land to which paragraph (a) or paragraph 
(b) of this proviso applies does not appear in the 
district valuation roll, its rateable value for the pur
poses of any rates payable under either of those para
graphs shall be as shown in a certificate provided 
for the purpose by the Valuer-General. 

(6) Without limiting the liability of the council under 
paragraph (b) of the proviso to subsection (5) of this section, 
where a constituent authority has-

( a) Made a special rate to secure the repayment of money 
borrowed for the purpose of repaying the whole or 
any part of any special loan as defined in section 2 
of the Local Authorities Loans Act 1956; or 

(b) Made a special rate or a consolidated special rate as 
security for the new securities issued on the conver
sion of any special loans-

the council shall, but until such time only as the land on 
which the rate is levied is used as a regional road, be liable 
for payment of that rate to the same extent as, but not to 
any greater extent than, if the special loan has not been 
repaid or converted. 

(7) If any dispute arises as to the extent to which the 
council is liable for the payment of any special rate or consoli
dated special rate by virtue of subsection (5) of this section, 
it shall be determined by the Audit Office, whose decision 
sha:II be final. 
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(8) Nothing in section 48 of the Local Authorities Loans 
Act 1956, or in any resolution or special order made under 
that section, shall affect the liability of the council for the 
payment of any special rates. 

(9) Section 326 of this Act shall, with any necessary 
modifications, apply with respect to every regional road as if 
the council were a territorial authority, a regional road were 
a road to which that section applied, and the region were the 
district of a territorial authority. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 612; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"367. Objections to intention to commence formation, con
struction, or upgrading of regional road- ( 1) The powers of 
formation, construction, or upgrading of any regional road 
or part thereof conferred by section 366 of this Act shall not 
be exercised by the council without the prior written consent 
of the National Roads Board. 

(2) Not less than 3 months before applying for that consent, 
the council shall by notice in writing inform every constituent 
authority within the region of its intention to proceed with 
the work, and shall in that notice give all such information 
relating to the council's intention as in the circumstances is 
reasonably necessary to give each constituent authority a 
proper understanding of the intention. The council shall make 
available for inspection by any constituent authority plans 
setting out the proposed design or specification of the road 
or part thereof. 

(3) If any constituent authority to which notice is required 
to be given under subsection (2) of this section considers

(a) That priority should be given to the formation, con
struction, or upgrading of some other regional road; 
or 

(b) That the proposed design or specification of the 
regional road is unsatisfactory,-

it may, within 3 months after the date of receipt by it of the 
notice, object to the National Roads Board on those grounds, 
and the decision of that Board on the objection shall be final. 

( 4) Any constituent authority to which notice is given 
under subsection (2) of this section which does not lodge an 
objection on the grounds and within the period specified in 
subsection (3) of this section shall be deemed to agree with 
the council's intention. 

(5) Nothing in this section shall be deemed to prevent the 
council and the constituent authority in whose district the 
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regional road or part thereof is situated from agreeing upon 
and carrying into effect any minor variations of the route or 
design or specification of a regional road or part thereof. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 613; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"368. Power to delegate-· ( 1) The council may, of its own 
motion or on the application of the constituent authority or, 
as the case may be, any 1 or more of the constituent 
authorities, delegate, in whole or in part, the power to con
struct, upgrade, maintain, and control a regional road 
conferred upon the council by section 366 of this Act, or any 
of those powers, to the constituent authority or constituent 
authorities in whose district or districts the road or part 
thereof is situated: 

Provided that if the constituent authority or constituent 
authorities so require, the council shall delegate, in whole 
or in part, that power to that authority or those authorities 
if in the opinion of the council the authority or authorities 
have the ability and facilities to carry out the construction, 
upgrading, maintenance, and control of the regional road 
in a proper and workmanlike manner in accordance with 
plans, specifications, or requirements relating thereto pre
pared or approved by the council, without any undue delay 
and at a cost acceptable to the council. 

(2) Where the powers of the council are not delegated to 
the constituent authority or constituent authorities under 
subsection ( 1) of this section, the council may, in its dis
cretion, with the approval of the National Roads Board, 
delegate those powers or any of them to any other constituent 
authority or constituent authorities, or may, with the like 
approval, undertake the work itself or by or through its 
contractors. 

(3) Any delegation by the council under this section shall 
be effected by a resolution of the council, and may be either 
absolute or subject to such conditions as the council may by 
that resolution determine, and any such delegation may be 
at any time in like manner revoked or varied. 

( 4) While any powers of the council are delegated to a 
constituent authority under this section, the constituent auth
ority shall exercise the delegated powers in its own name and 
shall be liable accordingly, and the council shall not be 
answerable for any act or default of the constituent authority. 

(5) This section shall, in the case of a united council, be read 
subiect to section 238A of this Act. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 614; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 
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"369. Revocation of a regional road-(1) The council may, 
with the prior written consent of the National Roads Board, 
from time to time, by resolution publicly notified, declare 
that any regional road or part thereof shall cease to be a 
regional road as from the date specified in the resolution, and 
as from that date (but subject always to the determination of 
any appeal under this section) the said road or part thereof 
shall cease to be a regional road and all the powers, rights, 
duties, and liabilities in respect of the road or part thereof 
shall thereupon be transferred to or vested in or imposed 
upon the constituent authority or constituent authorities in 
whose district or respective districts the road or part thereof 
is situated. 

(2) A copy of any resolution passed under subsection (1) 
of this section shall forthwith be sent to every constituent 
authority in whose district the road or part thereof is situated. 

(3) Any such constituent authority may, within 2 months 
after the date of receipt by it of a copy of the resolution, 
give to the council written notice that it objects to the 
declaration contained in the said resolution, and shall in that 
notice set forth its grounds of objection. 

( 4) The council shall, as soon as reasonably possible after 
receipt by it of any objection under subsection (3) of this 
section, give to the constituent authority making the objection 
not less than 1 month's written notice of the time and place at 
which the objection is to be considered by the council or by 
a committee thereof, and the constituent authority shall, at 
that time and place, be entitled to make such submissions as 
it thinks fit in support of its grounds of objection. 

(5) If, after hearing submissions (if any) in the manner 
provided, the council refuses to allow, either in whole or in 
part, any objection made by a constituent authority under 
this section, the constituent authority may, within 2 months 
after receipt by it of notice of the disallowance, either in 
whole or in part, of its objection, appeal to the Planning 
Tribunal against that refusal. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 616; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"370. Appeals-(l) Any appeal by the Minister of Works 
and Development or a constituent authority pursuant to 
section 364 or section 365 or section 369 of this Act shall be 
commenced by notice of appeal given within the time speci
fied therein to the Registrar of the Planning Tribunal, which 
shall hear and determine the appeal in accordance with this 
Part of this Act. 
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(2) Notwithstanding anything in section 364 or section 
365 or section 369 of this Act, there shall be no right of appeal 
against any decision of the council under any of those sections 
giving effect to any provision of an operative regional planning 
scheme. 

(3) The notice of appeal shall set forth the grounds thereof, 
and a copy of the notice shall at the same time be given to 
the council, to the Minister of Works and Development, and 
to every other constituent authority within the region. The 
Registrar of the Planning Tribunal shall give to the Minister 
of Works and Development or the constituent authority filing 
a notice of appeal not less than 1 month's written notice of 
the date, time, and place at which the appeal is to be heard, 
and the said Minister or the constituent authority filing the 
notice of appeal shall give to the council and to every other 
constituent authority within the region not less than 1 month's 
written notice of the date and time and place of the hearing 
of the appeal. 

( 4) The grounds of any appeal shall be limited-
(a) In the case of an appeal under section 364 of this Act, 

to the grounds set out in the notice of objection 
given under subsection (2) of that section: 

(b) In the case of an appeal under section 365 of this Act, 
to the provisions of section 363 (6) of this Act and 
to the grounds set out in the notice of objection 
given under subsection (1) of the said section 365: 

( c) In the case of an appeal under section 369 of this Act, 
to the grounds of appeal set out in the notice of 
objection given under subsection (3) of that section. 

(5) On the hearing of any appeal, the council and the 
Minister of Works and Development and the constituent 
authority which is appealing and any other constituent 
authority may appear and call evidence of any matter which 
the Planning Tribunal considers should be taken into account 
in determining the subject-matter of the appeal. 

(6) If the Planning Tribunal allows, either in whole or in 
part, an appeal under section 364 of this Act, section 363 (6) 
of this Act shall not apply to the declaration of the road or 
part thereof concerned in the appeal as a regional road or 
part thereof, and the council shall make such declaration 
with respect to the road or part concerned in the appeal 
as is necessary to comply with the decision of the Planning 
Tribunal. 
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(7) In determining any appeal as aforesaid, the Planning 
Tribunal may disallow the appeal or allow the same either in 
whole or in part, and the Planning Tribunal shall, in addition 
to any other matters which it considers to be relevant in 
connection with the subject-matter thereof, have due regard 
to the provisions of section 363 (6) of this Act and to any 
matters which, in its opinion, are, or are likely to be, included 
in any regional planning scheme or district scheme or any 
section or sections thereof and which would be or be likely to 
be prejudiced or detrimentally affected by allowing the 
appeal either in whole or in part, but in no case shall the Plan
ning Tribunal allow any appeal, either in whole or in part, in 
any case where the objection or question in respect of which the 
appeal is brought is contrary to, or prohibits the implemen
tation of, any of the provisions of a regional planning scheme 
or any section or sections thereof which has or have become 
operative. 

(8) The Planning Tribunal, on application to it in that 
behalf, may waive compliance with any requirement of this 
Part of this Act as to the time or method of serving documents 
(other than the time for lodging notices of objection or appeal 
in cases where the council does not consent to any waiver) 
and as to the documents to be served and the persons or 
parties upon whom any documents are to be served, if it is 
satisfied that no person or party to any such objection or 
appeal will be prejudiced by the waiver. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 617; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"371. Limited access regional roads- ( 1) The council may 
from time to time, by resolution publicly notified, declare 
any regional road, or part thereof, to be a limited access 
regional road within the meaning of and for the purposes of 
this Part of this Act. 

(2) Where pursuant to this section the council declares 
any regional road (or part thereof) to be a limited access 
regional road, the provisions of this Part of this Act shall 
continue to apply with respect to that limited access regional 
road, subject to sections 346 to 346J of this Act, which, as 
far as they are applicable and with the necessary modifica
tions, shall apply with respect to every limited access regional 
road, as if-

(a) Every reference therein to the council were a reference 
to the regional council or united council, as the 
case may require: 
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(b) Every reference therein to the district were a reference 
to the region: 

( c) Every reference therein to a limited access road were 
a reference to a limited access regional road. 

(3) This Part of this Act shall apply with respect to every 
access road constructed pursuant to section 346E (b) of this 
Act (as applied to limited access regional roads by subsection 
( 2) of this section) as if it were a regional road. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 618; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"372. Bylaws-Every bylaw in force in respect of any road 
immediately before its constitution under this Part of this Act 
as a regional road shall continue in force as if made by the 
council in respect of that regional road or limited access 
regional road until it is revoked or superseded pursuant to 
the powers conferred by this Part of this Act. 

C£. 1974, No. 66, s. 619; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"373. Road improvement land-(1) The council may from 
time to time, by resolution published in the Gazette and also 
publicly notified, declare any land, not being part of an exist
ing road, to be required for regional road improvement, and 
may at any time in like manner revoke or vary any such 
declaration. A copy of every such resolution shall be forth
with forwarded to all constituent authorities within the region. 

(2) Road improvement land shall, for the purposes of the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1977, be deemed to be a 
public work for which the council has financial responsibility. 

(3) Any road improvement land may be designated as 
such in a district scheme, whether proposed or operative, or 
in a variation, change, or review of any district scheme 
commenced under the Town and Country Planning Act 
1977. Every constituent authority, other than the authority 
in whose district the designated land is situated, shall be 
entitled to object against the designation under section 45 
of that Act and to appeal under section 49 of that Act against 
the decision on any such objection. 

(4) The council may purchase or take under the Public 
Works Act 1928 or otherwise acquire any road improvement 
land designated as such in any operative district scheme, and 
the council may by agreement with the registered proprietor 
thereof purchase any land declared, by resolution under sub
section (1) of this section, to be required for road improve
ment. 
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(5) The council may at any time dedicate as a road any 
road improvement land vested in the council, and may also 
declare that land to be a regional road, whereupon section 
363 of this Act shall not apply in respect of that land. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 620; 1977, No. 122, s. 6 

"374. Regional motorways-( 1) The National Roads 
Board is hereby authorised to declare what motorways or 
proposed motorways within a region are in its opinion regional 
in character and to be designated as regional motorways. 

(2) All powers and responsibilities that may be conferred 
or imposed on or delegated to constituent authorities within 
a region in relation to motorways may be conferred or 
imposed on or delegated to the council. 

(3) The National Roads Board may at any time revoke 
any declaration of any regional motorway under subsection 
(1) of this section, but no such revocation shall affect its 
status as a motorway. 

Cf. 1974, No. 66, s. 622; 1977, No. 122, s. 6" 

PART 11 

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

3. Consequential amendments- ( 1) The principal Act is 
hereby further amended by inserting, after the Ninth 
Schedule (as enacted by section 7 (1) of the Local Govern
ment Amendment Act (No. 3) 1977), the Tenth, Eleventh, 
Twelfth, and Thirteenth Schedules set out in the First 
Schedule to this Act. 

(2) The principal Act is hereby further amended in the 
manner indicated in Part I of the Second Schedule to this 
Act. 

(3) The Public Works Act 1928 is hereby amended in the 
manner indicated in Part 11 of the Second Schedule to this 
Act. 

(4) The Maori Affairs Act 1953 is hereby amended in the 
manner indicated in Part III of the Second Schedule to this 
Act. 

(5) The enactments specified in Part IV of the Second 
Schedule to this Act are hereby amended in the manner 
indicated in that Schedule. 

( 6) The principal Act (as amended by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act (No. 3) 1977) is hereby 
further amended-
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( a) By inserting in section 98 (1), after the words "( not 
being the Mayor)", the words "and any member of 
a district community council or community council": 

(b) By omitting from section 98 (2) (b) the words "the 
council", and substituting the words "that council": 

(c) By omitting from subsection (3) of section 151 and 
also from subsection (4) the words "any separately 
rateable property", and substituting in each case 
the words "all separately rateable property": 

(d) By omitting from section 160 (1) (a) the words "Part 
XVIII of that Act", and substituting the words 
"Part III of the Counties Amendment Act 1961": 

( e) By inserting in section 169 (1), after the words "on 
the capital value", the words "or land value": 

(f) By omitting from section 225 (2) (b) the words "with
in the district", and substituting the words "whether 
in the district or not". 

(7) The principal Act is hereby further amended by 
omitting from clause 1 0 of the Seventh Schedule (as inserted 
by section 7 (1) (b) of the Local Government Amendment 
Act (No. 3) 1977) the words "Akitio County". 

(8) The following notices are hereby revoked: 
(a) The Road and Street Formation Contracts Notice 

1954 (S.R. 1954/57): 
(b) The Road and Street Formation Contracts Notice 

1954, Amendment No. 1 (S.R. 1954/142): 
(c) The Road and Street Formation Contracts Notice 

1954, Amendment No. 2 (S.R. 1965/53). 

4. Repeals and savings- ( 1) The enactments specified in 
the Third Schedule to this Act are hereby repealed. 

(2) Notwithstanding the repeal of Part II of the Counties 
Amendment Act 1961,-

(a) Section 44 of that Act shall continue to apply, as if it 
had not been repealed, with respect to every public 
reserve to which it applied immediately before the 
commencement of this Act: 

(b) Section 55 of that Act shall continue to apply, as if it 
had not been repealed, with respect to money to 
which it applied immediately before the commence
ment of this Act. 
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(3) The Local Authorities (Prohibiting Liquor in Streets 
and Roads) Regulations 1975 (S.R. 1975/268) shall con
tinue in force after the commencement of this Act as if they 
had been made pursuant to section 343 of the principal Act 
(as enacted by section 2 of this Act). 

(4) All other regulations in force at the commencement of 
this Act pursuant to any enactment repealed by subsection 
( 1) of this section shall continue in force after the commence
ment of this Act as if they had been made under the corres
ponding provisions of the principal Act (as enacted by 
section 2 of this Act). 

(5) For the purposes of the Acts Interpretation Act 
1924-

(a) Parts II to XVII of the principal Act (as enacted by 
section 2 of the Local Government Amendment 
Act (No. 3) 1977) shall be deemed to be an Act 
consolidating the enactments repealed by section 
8 (1) of that Act: 

(b) Parts XVIII to XXII of the principal Act (as enacted 
by section 2 of this Act) shall be deemed to be an 
Act consolidating the enactments repealed by sub
section (1) of this section. 

(6) Every reference to any provisions of the Municipal 
Corporations Act 1954 or the Counties Act 1956 or of any 
amendment of either of those Acts repealed by this section 
for which there is a corresponding provision in any Part of 
the principal Act substituted by section 2 of this Act shall, 
after the commencement of this Act, be read as a reference 
to that corresponding provision. 

(7) Every special order made under any enactment re
pealed by this Act and in force at the commencement of this 
Act shall continue in force after the commencement of this 
Act, as if it has been made under the corresponding provision 
of the principal Act as enacted by section 2 of this Act. 

(8) Section 9 (22) of the Local Government Amendment 
Act (No. 3) 1977 is hereby amended by adding the words 
"In clause 5 of that order the term 'committee' includes and 
shall be deemed always to have included a subcommittee 
appointed by a territorial authority or by any committee of 
a territorial authority". 
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SCHEDULES 

Section 3 (1) FIRST SCHEDULE 

NEW TENTH, ELEVENTH, TWELFTH, AND THIRTEENTH 
SCHEDULES TO PRINCIPAL ACT 

Sections 319 (h), 342 "TENTH SCHEDULE 

CONDITIONS AS TO STOPPING OF ROADS AND THE TEMPORARY PROIDBITION 

OF TRAFFIC ON ROADS 

Stopping of Roads 
1. The council shall prepare a plan of the road proposed to be 

stopped, together with an explanation as to the purpose or purposes 
to which the stopped road will be put, and a survey made and a plan 
prepared of any new road proposed to be made in lieu thereof, showing 
the lands through which it is proposed to pass, and the owners and 
occupiers of those lands so far as known, and shall lodge the plan in the 
office of the Chief Surveyor of the land district in which the road is 
situated. 

2. On receipt of the Chief Surveyor's notice of approval and plan 
number the council shall open the plan for public inspection at the 
office of the council, and the council shall at least twice, at intervals 
of not less than 7 days, give public notice of the proposals and of the 
place where the plan may be inspected, and shall in the notice call 
upon persons objecting to the proposals to lodge their objections in 
writing at the office of the council on or before a date to be specified in 
the notice, being not earlier than 40 days after the date of the first 
publication thereof. The council shall also forthwith after that first 
publication serve a notice in the same form on the occupiers of all 
land adjoining the road proposed to be stopped or any new road pro
posed to be made in lieu thereof, and, in the case of any such land 
of which the occupier is not also the owner, on the owner of the 
land also, so far as they can be ascertained. 

3. A notice of the proposed stoppage, shall during the period between 
the first publication of the notice and the expiration of the last day 
for lodging objections as aforesaid be kept fixed in a conspicuous place 
at each end of the road proposed to be stopped: 

Provided that the council shall not be deemed to have failed to comply 
with the provisions of this clause in any case where any such notice is 
removed without the authority of the council, but in any such case 
the council shall, as soon as conveniently may be after being infonned 
of the unauthorised removal of the notice, cause a new notice complying 
with the provisions of this clause to be affixed in place of the notice so 
removed and to be kept so affixed for the period aforesaid. 

4. If no objections are received within the time limited as aforesaid, 
the council may by public notice declare that the road is stopped; and 
the road shall, subject to the council's compliance with clause 9 of this 
Schedule, thereafter cease to be a road. 

5. If objections are received as aforesaid, the council shall, after the 
expiration of the period within which an objection must be lodged, 
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"CONDITIONS AS TO STOPPING OF ROADS AND THE TEMPORARY PROIDBITlON 
OF TRAFFIC ON ROADs-continued 

unless it decides to allow the objections, send the objections together 
with the plans aforesaid, and a full description of the proposed alter
ations to the Planning Tribunal. 

6. The Planning Tribunal shall consider the plan, the council's 
explanation under clause 1 of this Schedule, and any objection made 
thereto by any person likely to suffer injury thereby, and confirm or 
reverse the decision of the council which shall be final and conclusive 
on all questions: 

Provided that the Planning Tribunal shaH not confirm the decision 
of the council unless satisfied that adequate access to the lands in the 
vicinity of the road is left or provided. 

7. If the Planning Tribunal reverses the decision of the council, no 
proceedings shall be entertained by the Planning Tribunal for stopping 
the road for 2 years thereafter. 

8. If the Planning Tribunal confirms the decision of the council, the 
council may declare by public notice that the road is stopped; and 
the road shall subject to the council's compliance with clause 9 of this 
Schedule, thereafter cease to be a road. 

9. Two copies of that notice and of the plans hereinbefore referred 
to shall be transmitted by the council for record in the office of the 
Chief Surveyor of the land district in which the road is situated, and 
no notice of the stoppage of the road shall take effect until that record 
is made. 

10. The Chief Surveyor shall allocate a new description of the land 
comprising the stopped road, and shall forward to the District Land 
Registrar or the Registrar of Deeds, as the case may require, a copy 
of that description and a copy of the notice and the plans transmitted 
to him by the council, and the Registrar shall amend his records accord
ingly. 

Temporary Prohibition of Traffic 
11. The council may close any road or part thereof to all traffic 

or any specified type of traffic-
(a) While the road, or any drain, water race, pipe, or apparatus 

under, upon, or over the road is being constructed or repaired; 
or 

(b) Where, in order to resolve problems associated with traffic 
operations on a road network, experimental diversions of 
traffic are required; or 

(c) During a period when public disorder exists or is anticipated; 
or 

(d) When for any reason it is considered desirable that traffic should 
be temporarily diverted to other roads; or 

(e) For a period or periods not exceeding in the aggregate 31 days 
in any year for any exhibition, fair, show, market, concert, or 
public function: 
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"CONDITIONS AS TO STOPPING OF ROADS AND THE TEMPORARY 

PROmBmON OF TRAFFIC ON ROADs-continued 
Provided that no road may be used for any purpose specified in 

this paragraph (e) if that use would, in the opinion of the council, 
be likely to impede traffic. 

12. The powers conferred on the council by clause 11 (except para
graph (e)) may be exercised by the Chairman on behalf of the council 
or by any officer of the council authorised by the council in that 
behalf. 

13. Where it appears to the council that owing to climatic conditions 
the continued use of any road in a rural area, other than a State highway 
or Government road, not being a road generally used by motor 
vehicles for business or commercial purposes or for the purpose of any 
public work, may cause damage to the road, the council may by 
resolution prohibit, either conditionally or absolutely, the use of that 
road by motor vehicles or by any specified class of motor vehicle for 
such period as the council considers necessary. 

14. Where a road is closed under clause 13 of this Schedule, an 
appropriate notice shall be posted at every entry to the road affected, 
and shall also be published in a newspaper circulating in the district. 

15. A copy of every resolution made under clause 13 of this Schedule 
shall, within 1 week after the making thereof. be sent to the Minister of 
Transport, who may at any time, by notice to the council, disallow the 
resolution, in whole or in part, and thereupon the resolution, to the 
extent that it has been disallowed, shall be deemed to have been revoked. 

16. No person shall-
(a) Use a vehicle, or permit a vehicle to be used, on any road which 

is for the time being closed for such vehicles pursuant to 
clause 11 of this Schedule; or 

(b) Use a motor vehicle, or permit a motor vehicle to be used, on 
any road where its use has for the time being been prohibited 
by a resolution under clause 13 of this Schedule. 

"ELEVENTH SCHEDULE 
Section 325 (1) 

"WIDTH OF ROADS, ACCESS WAYS, AND SERVICE LANES 

1. Every road shall be not less than 20 metres wide, measured at right 
angles to its course. 

2. Notwithstanding anything in clause 1 of this Schedule, where it is 
difficult or inexpedient to layoff a road at a width of 20 metres through
out the whole of its length as required by that clause, and the council 
has resolved that any specified width (being not less than 12 metres) is 
adequate for present and likely future traffic over that road, the council 
may, pursuant to a special order, layoff or permit the laying off of that 
road at that specified width for the whole or any part or parts of its 
length. 
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"WIDTH OF R0ADS, ACCESS WAYS, AND SERVICE LANEs-continued 

3. Every service lane shall be of a width approved by the council, 
being not less than 3.7 metres and not more than 10.7 metres, measured 
at right angles to its course: 

Provided that a service lane may be of any greater width for a distance 
of not more than 6 metres from where it meets any road or private road: 

Provided also that in the case of any service lane which has a blind 
end, if the council so requires, there shall be provided in any part 
of the service lane a turning space of a width approved by the council. 

4. Every access way shall be of a width approved by the council, being 
not less than 1.3 metres nor more than 6 metres, measured at right angles 
to its course. 

S. Notwithstanding anything in clauses 3 and 4 of this Schedule, 
the width of any service lane or access way may be increased in any case 
where the topographical features are such that it is impracticable to 
adhere to the widths specified in the said clause 3 or the said clause 4, 
as the case may be. 

6. For the purposes of clauses 1 and 2 of this Schedule, the term 
'road' does not include a service lane or an access way." 

"TWELFTH SCHEDULE 
Section 326 (3) 

Form 1 
CLAIM FOR PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT OF BETTERMENT FROM THE CREATION 

OR WIDENING OF A ROAD OR SERVICE LANE 
To , owner of an estate or interest in fee simple [or as the case 
may be] in the land described below. 

Whereas the [Name of council] has created or widened [Describe 
road or service lane] in the district whereby the value of the land describ
ed below which fronts the said road [or service lane] and in which you are 
interested as aforesaid, has been increased. 

This is to give you notice that the council claims from you the sum 
$ on account of betterment for the said increase in value of the 
said land. 

[Description of land] 
Given under my hand this . . ........ day oL ................. .19 ...... . 

Principal Officer. 

Form 2 
CHARGE Section 326 (5) (b) 

PURSUANT to section 326 (S) (b) of the Local Government Act 1974, 
I, the undersigned ................. , hereby charge my estate or interest as 
(Here describe the same] in [Here describe land] with the payment to the 
[Name of council] of [Number] equal half-yearly payments of 
$ , each payable on the.... ...... day of the months of .................... .. 
A-17 
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in each year, the first payment to be made on the ........ .......... ... day 
of ....................... 19 ........ , the charge to be a first charge upon my said estate 
and interest in priority to all estates, encumbrances, and interests created 
by me or any of my predecessors in title, as provided by the said Act; 
and I, the said ........................ , hereby covenant with the said council to 
pay to the council the said several instalments on the respective dates 
aforesaid. 

Given under my hand this ................ day of ..................... 19 ..... . 

Section 330 (4) "THIRTEENTH SCHEDULE 

"CoNDmONS OF FIXING LEVELS OF ROADS 

1. The council shall publish in the district a notice of its intention to 
fix the level, describing therein the road by name and situation, and the 
proposed level thereof, by reference to plans to be open for inspection at 
a place named in the notice. 

2. The council shall in the notice appoint a day, not being less than 
1 month after the publication of the notice, at which it will hear all 
objections to the proposed level by persons affected thereby. 

3. The council shall forthwith after the publication of the notice 
serve a notice in the same form on the occupiers of all land adjoining 
that part of the road the level of which is proposed to be fixed and, 
in the case of any such land of which the occupier is not also the 
owner, on the owner also, so far as they can be ascertained. 

4. All such objections must be in writing, addressed to and sent to 
the council not less than 10 days before the day of meeting hereinafter 
referred to. 

5. The council shall hold a meeting on the day so notified, at which 
all persons having so made objections shall be entitled to be heard in 
support thereof. 

6. At that meeting the council may, after considering all such objec
tions, resolve to abandon the proposed level, or to adopt it with any 
alterations it thinks fit. 

7. The council shall publicly notify the level so fixed, and shall in the 
notice refer to a plan to be deposited at the office of the council, and to 
be open for inspection." 
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SECOND SCHEDULE Section 3 (2), (3) 

ENACTMENTS AMENDED 

Part I-Amendments o{ Principal Act 

Section of Principal 
Act Amended 

Section 2 (1) 

A-17* 

Amendment 

By omitting from the definition of the term 
"out-district" (as amended by section 6 
(2) of the Local Government Amendment 
Act (No. 3) 1977) the words "section 
626", and substituting the words "section 
269". 

By omitting from the definition of the term 
"regional road" (as amended by section 
7 (2) of the Local Government Amend
ment Act (No. 3) 1977) the expression 
"Part XVIII", and substituting the 
expression "Part XXII". 

Hy inserting, in their appropriate alpha
betical order, the following definitions: 

"'District scheme', 'operative' in rela
tion to a district scheme, and 
'proposed district scheme' have 
the same meanings as in section 
2 (1) of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977: 

"'Farm land' means land used or 
intended to be used solely or prin
cipally for agricultural or horti
cultural or pastoral purposes or 
the keeping of bees or poultry or 
other livestock; and 'farming' and 
'farming purposes' have corre
sponding meanings: 

"'Government road' means a Govern
ment road declared as such under 
any Act: 

"'Planning Tribunal' means the Plan
ning Tribunal established under 
the Town and Country Planning 
Act 1977: 

"'Regional planning scheme' has the 
same meaning as in section 2 (1) 
of the Town and Country Plan
ning Act 1977: 

"'Rural area' means an area zoned 
rural in a proposed or an opera
tive district scheme: 

"'State highway' means a State high
way declared under section 11 of 
the National Roads Act 1953." 
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SECOND SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS AMENDED-Continued 

Part I-Amendments 0/ Principal Act-continued 

Section of Principal 
Act Amended 

Section 25 ( as enacted 
by section 2 of the 
Local Government 
Amendment Act 
(No. 2) 1977) 

Section 39 (as enacted 
by section 2 of the 
Local Government 
Amendment Act (No. 
3) 1977) 

Section 230 (as enacted 
by section 2 of the 
Local Government Act 
(No. 3) 1977) 

Section 231 (as enacted 
by section 2 of the 
Local Government 
Amendment Act (No. 
3) 1977) 

Part XVIII (as renum
bered by section 7 (2) 
of the Local Govern
ment Amendment Act 
(No. 3) 1977) 

Section 600 (as renum
bered by section 6 (1) 
of the Local Govern
ment AmeI1dment Act 
(No. 3) 1977) 

Part XIX (as renum
bered by the said 
section 7 (2» 

Part XX (as renum
bered by the said 
section 7 (2» 

Part XXI (as renum
bered by the said 
section 7 (2» 

Part XXII (as renum
bered by the said 
section 7 (2» 

Amendment 

By omIttmg the words "section 602", and 
substituting the words "section 265". 

By omlttmg the words "section 628", and 
substituting the words "section 268". 

By omlttmg from subsection (5) (c) 
the words "section 190 of the Municipal 
Corporations Act 1954 or section 191F 
of the Counties Act 1956 (as inserted by 
section 2 of the Counties Amendment Act 
1972)", and substituting the words 
"section 345 of this Act". 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or under the Municipal Corporations 
Act 1954 or, as the case may be, the 
Counties Act 1956". 

By omitting from the heading to this Part 
the expression "PART XVIII", and sub
stituting the expression "PART XXIII". 

By omitting from subsection (3) the words 
"Sections 601, 602, 603 to 606, 608 to 
621, and 623 to 625", and substituting 
the words "Sections 261, 262, 265 to 267, 
604 to 606, 621, and 624". 

By omitting from the heading to this Part 
the expression "PART XIX", and sub
stituting the expression "PART XXIV". 

By omitting from the heading to this Part 
the expression "PART XX", and sub
stituting the expression "PART XXV". 

By omitting from the heading to this Part 
the expression "PART XXI", and sub
stituting the expression "PART XXVI". 

By omitting from the heading to this Part 
the expression "Part XXII", and sub
stituting the expression "PART XXVII". 
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SECOND SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS AMENDED-Continued 

Part I-Amendments of Principal Act-continued 

Section of Principal 
Act Amended 

Section 642 as (renum
bered by section 6 (1) 
of the Local Govern
ment Amendment Act 
(No. 3) 1977) 

Section 643 (as renum
bered by the said 
section 6 (1» 

Tenth Schedule (as re
numbered by the said 
section 7 (2» 

Eleventh Schedule (as 
renumbered by the 
said section 7 (2» 

Amendment 

By omIttmg the words "Tenth Schedule", 
and substituting the words "Fourteenth 
Schedule" . 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"Eleventh Schedule", and substituting 
the words "Fifteenth Schedule". 

By omitting from the heading the words 
"Tenth Schedule", and substituting the 
words "Fourteenth Schedule". 

By omitting from the heading the words 
"Eleventh Schedule", and substituting the 
WOI'd~ "Fifteenth Schedule". 

Part II-Amendments of Public Works Act 1928 

(Reprinted, 1975, Vo!. 3, p. 2283) 

Section Amended 

Section 2 

Section 13 (as substi
tuted by section 2 (1) 
of the Public Works 
Amendment Act 1952) 

Section 42 

Amendment 

By adding the following definition: 
" 'Territorial authority' means a 

borough council, county council, 
district council, or town council; 
and, in relation to land that does 
not form part of the district of 
any such council or to land in the 
County of Fiord, means the 
Minister." 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or street". 

By repealing paragraph (c) of subsection 
(2) (as added by section 8 (1) of the 
Counties Amendment Act 1972), and 
substituting the following paragraph: 

"( c) Any road or ~ervice lane or access 
way vested in a territorial 
authority by section 316 of the 
Local Government Act 1974 
(as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment 
Act 1978) :". 
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Part II-Amendments of Public Works Act 1928 
(Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2283)-continued 

Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 4-2-continued 

Section 112 ..... . 

Section 115 ..... . 

Section 121 ..... . 

Section 122 ..... . 

By repealing paragraph (d) of subsection 
(2) (as added by the said section 8 (1»). 

By omitting from paragraph ( e) of sub
section (2) (as added by the said section 
8 (1» the words "a county", and substi
tuting the words "the district of a 
territorial authority". 

By omitting from the said paragraph (e) 
the words "County Council", and substi
tuting the words "territorial authority". 

By repealing subsection (3) (as substituted 
by the said section 8 (1», and substi
tuting the following subsection: 

"(3) The Minister may in like manner 
declare that any road constructed or 
controlled by the Minister within the 
district of a territorial authority shall be 
under the control and management of the 
territorial authority, and thereupon that 
road shall be deemed to be a road within 
the meaning of Part XXI of the Local 
Government Act 1974 (as enacted by 
section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978). 

By repealing subsections (4-) and (5). 
By omitting from subsection (2) the words 

"or streets" in paragraph (a) and also the 
words "or street". 

By repealing subsection (lA) (as inserted 
by section 8 (1) of the Counties Amend
ment Act 1972). 

By omitting from subsection (2) (as 
amended by the said section 8 (1» the 
words "the Minister or, as the case may 
be, the County Council," and substituting 
the words "the Minister". 

By repealing subsection (3) (as substituted 
by section 8 (1) of the Counties Amend
ment Act 1972), and substituting the 
following subsection: 

"(3) That notice shall be signed by the 
Mayor or Chairman, as the case may be, 
of the territorial authority in the case of 
roads under the control of a territorial 
authority, or by the Minister or some 
person on his behalf in the case of 
Government roads and State highways." 
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ENACTMENTS AMENDED--continued 

Part Il-Amendments of Public Works Act 1928 

(Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2283)-continued 

Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 134 

Section 135 ... 

Section 147 .... , 

Section 172A (as inserted 
by section 4 of the 
Public Works Amend
ment Act 1956) 

Section 216 ..... . 

Section 219 ..... . 

Section 220 ..... . 

Section 221 ..... . 

Section 223 ..... . 

By omitting the words "or street" in both 
places where they occur. 

By repealing the definition of the term 
"district" in subsection (1), and substi
tuting the following definition: 

"'District' means the district of a 
territorial authority:". 

By omitting from subsection (2) (as added 
by section 12 (2) of the Public Works 
Amendment Act 1952) the words "or 
street". 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or street". 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"section 169 or section 170", and sub
stituting the words "section 355 of the 
Local Government Act 1974 (as enacted 
by section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978)". 

By omitting from paragraph (d) of sub
section (1) the words "or street" in the 
3 places where they occur; and by 
omitting the same words in paragraphs 
(e) and (i). 

By omitting from subsection (5) the words 
"or street" in both places where they 
occur. 

By omitting from paragraph (b) of sub
section ( 1 ) the words "or street" and 
from paragraph (c) the word "street" in 
both places where it occurs. 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or street" in both places where they 
occur; and by omitting those words from 
subsection (2) and also from subsection 
(3) in both places where they occur. 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or street" in the 3 places where they 
occur; by omitting those words from 
subsection (2) in the 4 places where they 
occur; and by omitting from subsection 
(3) the words "or streets". 

By omitting the words "or streets" in both 
places where they occur. 
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Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 225 

Section 226 (as substi
tuted by section 2 of 
the Public Works 
Amendment Act 1971) 

Section 253 

Section 254 

By omlttmg from subsection (1) and also 
from subsection (4) the word "street". 

By omitting from subsection (1) the word 
"street". 

By repealing paragraph (d) of subsection 
(2), paragraph (e) of that subsection (as 
substituted by section 8 (1) of the Coun
ties Amendment Act 1972), and para
graph (f) of that subsection, and 
substituting the following paragraph: 

"(d) The territorial authority in the 
case of a road or access way or 
service lane, or a proposed road 
or access way or service lane, 
within the district of a terri
torial authority." 

By repealing subsection (3) (as substituted 
by section 8 (1) of the Counties Amend
ment Act 1972), and substituting the 
following subsection: 

"(3) On the date of publication in the 
Gazette of a notice under subsection (1) 
of this section, or on such later date as 
may be specified in the notice as the date 
on which it shall take effect, the land to 
which the notice relates shall vest in the 
territorial authority named in the notice 
as road, or in any case where no such 
territorial authority is so named, shall, 
notwithstanding anything in section 316 
of the Local Government Act 1974 (as 
enacted by section 2 of the Local Govern
ment Amendment Act 1978), vest in the 
Crown, in each case free from all other 
reservations, trusts, rights, titles, estates, 
or interests of any kind whatsoever." 

By omitting the words "or street" in both 
places where they occur. 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or street" where they first occur. 

By omitting from paragraph (a) of sub
section ( 1 ) the words "road, or street", 
and substituting the words "or road". 
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Part Il-Amendments of Public Works Act 1928 
(Reprinted, 1975, Vo!. 3, p. 2283)-continued 

Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 254-continued 

Section 258 ..... . 

By omIttmg from paragraph (c) of sub
section (1) the words "or street". 

By omitting from subsection (2), in the 3 
places where they occur, the words "or 
street". 

By omitting from subsection (3) the words 
"or street" in the first 2 places where 
they occur. 

By omitting from subsection (3) the words 
"road, or street" in both places where 
they occur and by omitting those words 
from subsection (4), and substituting in 
each case the words "or road". 

By omitting from subsection (2) the words 
"or street" in the 6 places where they 
occur. 

Part Ill-Amendments of Maori Affairs Act 1953 

(Reprinted, 1968, Vol. 3, p. 2199) 

Section Amended \ Amendment 

Section 2 

Section 173 

By inserting in subsection ( 1), after the 
definition of the term "Registrar", the 
following definition: 

"'Road' has the same meaning as in 
section 315 of the Local Govern
ment Act 1974 (as enacted by 
section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978) :". 

By inserting in subsection (1), after the 
definition of the term "State Loan Depart
ment", the following definition: 

" 'Territorial authority' means a 
borough council, county council, 
district council, or town council:". 

By omitting from subsection (3) (as sub
stituted by section 20 (1) of the Maori 
Affairs Amendment Act 1967) the words 
"sections 430, 432, and 432A", and sub
stituting the words "sections 430 and 432". 

By omitting from the said subsection (3) 
the words "or street". 
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Part Ill-Amendments of Maori Affairs Act 1953 
(Reprinted, 1968, Vol. 3, p. 2199)-continued 

Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 173-continued 

Section 415 ..... . 

Section 416 ..... . 

Section 421 ..... . 

By omitting from the said subsection (3) the 
words "a borough or an independent 
town district, and to partition orders made 
in respect of land situated in a county", 
and substituting the words "the district 
of a territorial authority". 

By omitting from paragraph (a) of subsec
tion (3) (as substituted by section 22 of 
the Maori Affairs Amendment Act 1967) 
the words "local authority", and sub
stituting the words "territoral authority". 

By repealing paragraphs (b) to (d) of sub
section (3) (as so substituted), and sub
stituting the following paragraph: 

"(b) The territorial authority in the 
case of a roadway connected 
with a road in its district." 

By omitting from subsection (5) the words 
"situated within a borough". 

By omitting from subsection (5) the word 
"street", and substituting the word "road". 

By repealing subsection (6), and substituting 
the following subsection: 

"(6) Notwithstanding anything in this 
Part of this Act, no private road or private 
way shall be laid out within the district of 
a territorial authority otherwise than in 
accordance with sections 347 and 348 of 
the Local Government Act 1974 (as en
acted by section 2 of the local Government 
Act 1978)." 

By repealing subsection (7). 
By omitting from subsection (1) and also 

from subsection (2) the words "or street". 
By repealing subsection (3), and sub

stituting the following subsection: 
"( 3) No roadway shall be declared to 

be a road pursuant to this section without 
the consent of-

"(a) The National Roads Board and the 
territorial authority in whose 
district the land is situated in 
the case of a State highway or 
a proposed State highway: 
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Part Ill-Amendments of Maor; Affairs Act 1953 
(Reprinted, 1968, Vol. 3, p. 2199)-continued 

Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 421-continued 

Section 422 ..... . 

Section 423 

Section 425 

"(b) The territorial authority within 
whose district the road or pro
posed road is situated." 

By omitting from subsection ( 4) (as 
amended by section 8 (1) of the Counties 
Amendment Act 1972) the words "in the 
Corporation of the county in the case of a 
road situated in a county (otherwise than 
in a dependent town district) or in the 
Corporation of the borough in which it is 
situated in the case of a street, as a road 
or street, as the case may be,", and sub
stituting the words "as a road in the 
territorial authority within whose district 
the land is situated". 

By omitting from subsection (1) and also 
from subsection (3) the words "or street". 

By omitting from subsection (2) the words 
"local authority", and substituting the 
words "territorial authority". 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or street". 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or streets" in both places where they 
occur. 

By repealing subsection (2), and substi
tuting the following subsection: 

"(2) With the consent in writing of the 
Minister of Works and Development and 
of the authority having the control of the 
road under section 317 of the Local 
Government Act 1974 (as enacted by 
section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978), the Court may 
make an order closing the road or any 
defined portion thereof, and every such 
order shall have effect according to its 
tenor." 

By omitting from subsection (3) the words 
"or street" in both places where they 
occur. 
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Part Ill-Amendments of Maori Affairs Act 1953 
(Reprinted, 1968, Vol. 3, p. 2199)-continued 

Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 426 ..... . 

Section 429 ..... . 

Section 430 M_ 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"or street" in the 4 places where they 
occur; by omitting those words from 
subsection (2) in both places where they 
occur; and by omitting those words from 
subsection (3). 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"local authority", and substituting the 
words "territorial authority". 

By omitting from subsection (1) the words 
"section 125 of the Public Works Act 
1928", and substituting the words "Part 
XXI of the Local Government Act 1974 
(as enacted by section 2 of the Local 
Government Amendment Act 1978)". 

By repealing subsection (2), and substitu
ting the following subsection: 

"(2) When the owner of any Maori 
freehold land has, to the satisfaction of 
the territorial authority, complied with 
the conditions as to roads, water supply, 
and drainage imposed by the territorial 
authority pursuant to any provision of 
Part XXI or Part XXII of the Local 
Government Act 1974 (as enacted by 
section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978), the Court, on the 
receipt of a certificate under the seal of 
the territorial authority to the effect that 
those conditions have been complied with 
to its satisfaction, or that a bond to 
secure that compliance has been given to 
the satisfaction of the territorial authority, 
may make an order vesting in the terri
torial authority the land required to be 
dedicated, and declaring the land to be 
dedicated as a road accordingly." 

By repealing subsection (1). 
By repealing subsections (2) and (3), and 

substituting the following subsections: 
"(2) For the purposes of section 322 

of the Local Government Act 1974 (as 
enacted by section 2 of the Local Govern-
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Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 430-continued ment Amendment Act 1978), a partition 
of Maori freehold land shall be deemed 
to be a subdivision of that land, and para
graph (d) of subsection (2) and sub
section (3) of the said section 322 shall, 
subject to this section, apply with respect 
to every such partition. 

"(3) On application for a partition 
order in respect of any land to which 
the said paragraph (d) applies, the Court 
may make an order vesting in the terri
torial authority the strip of land required 
to be dedicated for the widening of the 
road and declaring that strip to be dedi
cated as a road accordingly." 

By repealing subsection (5), and substitu
ting the following subsection: 

"( 5) A vesting order made for tht" 
purposes of this section shall have no 
force or effect until the territorial 
authority has, under its seal, accepted 
the dedication." 

.By repealing subsection (7) (as enacted 
by section 5 of the Maori Purposes Act 
1965). 

By repealing subsection (9) (as added by 
section 15 of the Maori Purposes Act 
1960), and substituting the following sub
section: 

"(9) Where the territorial authority has 
under section 327 of the Local Govern
ment Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 
of the Local Government Amendment 
Act 1978), or the corresponding provi
sions of any former enactment, imposed 
a building-line restriction in relation to 
land having a frontage to any road and a 
partition order is made in respect of that 
land, the Court may embody that restric
tion in the partition order, and the parti
tion order shall have the same force and 
effect as if the restriction had been 
imposed by the council under the said 
section 327." 



494 Local Government Amendment 1978, No. 4:~ 

SECOND SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS AMENDED--continued 

Part Ill-Amendments of Maori Affairs Act 1953 
(Reprinted, 1968, Vo!. 3, p. 2199)-continued 

Section Amended I Amendment 

Section 43O-continued By omitting from subsection (10) (as added 
by section 15 of the Maori Purposes Act 
1960) the words "resolution of the local 
authority", and substituting the words 
"the territorial authority pursuant to the 
said section 327". 

Section 432 ...... By repealing this section, and substituting 
the following section: 

"432. Partition of land to comply with 
Part XX of Local Government Act 1974 
as to subdivisions-( 1) This section shall 
apply to any partition of land by the 
Court which divides the land in such a 
manner that, if the partition were a sub
division of the land as defined in section 
271 of the Local Government Act 1974 
( as enacted by section 2 of the Local 
Government Amendment Act 1978), it 
would require the preparation and ap
proval of a scheme plan under the said 
Part XX. 

"(2) No partition to which this section 
applies shall be made otherwise than in 
accordance with a preliminary plan ap
proved by the territorial authority 
pursuant to this section. 

"( 3) A preliminary plan of a proposed 
partition for the purposes of this section 
shall comply with the provisions of the 
said Part XX of the Local Government 
Act 1974 as to the preparation and sub
mission of a scheme plan of subdivision 
under that Part. 

"( 4) On the submission of a prelimi
nary plan as aforesaid, the territorial 
authority shall, subject to subsection (5) 
of this section, deal with the plan and 
shall have the same powers in relation 
thereto as if it were a scheme plan of 
subdiVIsion under the said Part XX of 
the Local Government Act 1974. 
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Part Ill-Amendments of Maori Affairs Act 1953 
(Reprinted, 1968, Vo!. 3, p. 2199)-continued 

Section Amended 

Section 432-continued 

Amendmemt 

"(5) In addition to the grounds set out 
in section 279 of the Local Government 
Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act 1978) 
upon which the territorial authority may 
refuse to approve a preliminary plan 
under that section, the territorial auth
ority may refuse to approve such a plan 
and may require the land to be divided 
by a subdivision under the said Part XX 
of the Local Government Act 1974, in 
any case where--

"( a) The plan provides for the division 
of the land into more than 2 
parcels or allotments; and 

"(b) The territorial authority is of 
opinion that the final settle
ment of the details of the 
division requires continued 
consultation and negotiation, 
whether in relation to the exact 
definition of allotments, or to 
the carrying out of any roading 
or other work, or to any other 
matter or circumstance neces
sary to the effective completion 
of the division. 

"(6) Section 300 of the Local Govern
ment Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 
of the Local Government Amendment 
Act 1978) shall apply to any decision of 
the territorial authority in relation to a 
preliminary plan submitted under this 
section. 

"(7) On the approval of a plan as 
aforesaid, the Court may make an order 
vesting in the territorial authority the 
land which, in accordance with the plan, 
is required for the construction of roads, 
or the making of reserves, and declaring, 
as the case may require, that the said land 
is dedicated for the construction of roads, 
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Part Ill-Amendments of Maori Affairs Act 1953 
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Section Amended Amendment 

Section 432-continued or is set apart as reserves for the purposes 
indicated in the plan and subject to the 
Reserves Act 1977. 

"(8) No vesting order shall be made 
under this section in respect of any land 
that is subject to any lease, licence, mort
gage, charge, or other encumbrance. 
Where any land proposed to be dedicated 
or set apart under this section is subject 
to any lease, licence, mortgage, or other 
encumbrance as aforesaid, the Court, 
with the consent of the person entitled to 
the benefit of the encumbrance, may 
release the land therefrom and the 
vesting order shall vest the land free 
from that encumbrance. 

"(9) A vesting order in favour of the 
territorial authority made for the purposes 
of this section shall have no force or 
effect until the territorial authority has, 
under its seal, accepted the dedication 
and has certified in its acceptance that 
the conditions prescribed by the ~aid Part 
XX of the Local Government Act 1974 
have been complied with to the sati,fac
tion of the territorial authority. 

" ( 10) Where any land is dedicated or 
'set apart as aforesaid, the Court shall, in 
partitioning the residue of the land, make 
such adjustments as in the circumstances 
it deems equitable as between the several 
owners. 

"( 11) No consents in accordance with 
section 306 of the Local Govt'rnment Act 
1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the Local 
Government Amendment Act 1978) shaH 
be required in respect of any partitioll to 
which this section applies. 

"(12) On the completion of a vesting 
order made by the Court for the purposes 
of this section, the Registrar of the Court 
shall forward the order to the District 
Land Registrar, together with a certified 
copy of the acceptance by the territorial 
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------

Section 432-continued 

Section 432A (as inserted 
by section 23 ( 1 ) of 
the Maori Affairs 
Amendment Act 1967) 

authority of the dedication or sett~ng 
apart of the land to which the vestmg 
order relates, and the District Land 
Registrar shall thereupon register the 
vesting order. 

"( 13) In this section the term 'terri
torial authority', in relation to land in the 
County of Fiord and to land that does 
not form part of the district of any 
territorial authority (as defined in section 
2 of this Act) means the Minister of 
Works and Development." 

By repealing this section. 

Part IV -Amendments of Other Acts 

Enactment 

1947, No. 46-The Public 
Works Amendment 
Act 1947 (Reprinted, 
1975, Vol. 3, p. 2521) 

1948. No. 39-The 
Public Works Amend
ment Act 1948 (Re
printed, 1975, Vol. 3. 
p. 2529) 

Amendment 

By omitting from section 4 (1) the word 
"street" . 

By omitting from section 5 (5) the words 
"or streets". 

By omitting- from section 5 (6) the words 
"or street". 

By omitting from the proviso to section 8 
the words "or streets". 

By omitting from section 9 (1) the words 
"road, . or street", and substituting the 
words "or road". 

By omitting from subsection (1) of section 
10 and also from subsection (2) the words 
"or street". 

By omitting from section 12 (1) (b) the 
words "road, or street", and substituting 
the words "or road". 

By repealing paragraph (d) of the proviso 
to section 29 (1), and substituting the 
following paragraph: 

"( d) The NatIonal Roads Board and 
the territorial authority In 
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Enactment 

1948, No. 39-The 
Public Works Amend
ment Act t948 (Re
printed, 1975, Vol. 3, 
p. 2529)-continued 

Amendment 

whose district the land is 
situated in the case of a State 
highway or a proposed State 
highway; and the territorial 
authority within whose district 
the land is situated in the case 
of a road:". 

By omitting from section 29 (2) (as sub
stituted by section 8 (1) of the Counties 
Amendment Act 1972) the words "the 
Corporation of the county or borough or 
town district named in the notice as road 
or street, as the case may be, or, in any 
case where no such Corporation is so 
named, shall, notwithstanding anything in 
section 191A of the Counties Act 1956 (as 
enacted by section 2 of the Counties 
Amendment Act 1972)", and substituting 
the words "the territorial authority 
named in the notice as road or, in any 
case where no territorial authority is so 
named, shall, notwithstanding anything 
in section 316 of the Local Government 
Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act 
1978),". 

By repealing section 29 (3), and substituting 
the following subsection: 

"( 3) Subject in the case of a State 
highway to the consent of the National 
Roads Board and of the territorial auth
ority in whose district the land is situated, 
and in the case of a road to the consent 
of the territorial authority in whose dis
trict the road is situated, the Minister 
may, by notice, close that road or any 
part thereof." 

By repealing section 29 (3A) (as enacted 
by section 8 (1) of the Counties Amend
ment Act 1972). 

By repealing section 29 (3B) (as enacted 
by the said section 8 (1», and substi
tuting the folIowing subsection: 
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1948, No. 39-The 
Public Works Amend
ment Act 1948 (Re
printed, 1975, Vol. 3, 
p. 2529)-continued 

Amendment 

"( 3B) The land comprised in any such 
closed road may be dealt with by the 
territorial authority in the same manner 
in all respects as if it had been closed 
pursuant to the provisions in that behalf 
of Part XXI of the Local Government 
Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act 
1978) ." 

By repealing section 29 (3c) (as enacted 
by the said section 8 (1)). 

By omitting from section 29 (3D) (as en
acted by the said section 8 (1)) the words 
"the Borough Council or Town Council 
or County Council, as the case may be", 
and substituting the words "the terri
torial authority". 

By omitting from the said section 29 (3D) 
the words "street or" in the 3 places 
where they occur. 

By omitting from section 29 (5) the words 
"or street" in the 3 places where they 
occur. 

By omitting from section 29 (6) (as substi
tuted by section 24 (1) of the Public 
Works Amendment Act 1973) the words 
"or street". 

By omitting from paragraph (a) of sec
tion 29 (6A) (as substituted by the said 
section 24 (1» the words "or street". 

By omitting from paragraph (b) of the said 
section 29 (6A) the words "corporation 
of the county, borough, or town district", 
and substituting the words "territorial 
authority". 

By omitting from paragraph (c) of the said 
section 29 (6A) the word "corporation", 
and substituting the words "territorial 
authority" . 

By repealing paragraph ( a) of section 29 
(6c) (as substituted by the said section 
24 (1», and substituting the following 
paragraph: 
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1948, No. 39-The 
Public Works Amend
ment Act 1948 (Re
printed, 1975, Vol. 3, 
p. 2529)-continued 

1948, No. 64-The Land 
Act 1948 (Reprinted, 
1972, Vo!. 2, p. 1557) 

Amendment 

"(a) The territorial authority may be 
dealt with by that authority in 
all respects as if it had been 
comprised in a road closed 
under this section:". 

By omitting from section 29 (8) the words 
"or street" in both places where they 
occur. 

By omitting from section 32 the words 
"sections 169 and 170 of the principal 
Act", and substituting the words "section 
355 of the Local Government Act 1974 (as 
enacted by section 2 of the Local Govern
ment Amendment Act 1978)". 

By repealing section 32 (2). 
By omitting from paragraph (f) of the 

definition of the term "Crown land" in 
section 2 the words "Part 11 of the Coun
ties Amendment Act 1961", and substi
tuting the words "Part XX of the Local 
Government Act 1974 (as enacted by 
section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978)". 

By inserting in section 82, after subsection 
(3), the following subsection: 

"(3A) Where any lease or licence con
stitutes a folium of the register in the 
office of the District Land Registrar,-

"( a) The Commissioner may lodge for 
deposit with the District Land 
Registrar a plan of survey of 
definition or subdivision of the 
land in the lease or licence; and 

"(b) Where on the deposit of a plan of 
subdivision any land on the 
plan will vest pursuant to any 
of the provisions of subsections 
(3) to (5) of section 306 of 
the Local Government Act 
1974 (as enacted by section 2 
of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978), the 
Commissioner shall request the 
District Land Registrar to issue 
a certificate of title under the 
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Enactment 

1948, No. 64-The Land 
Act 1948 (Reprinted, 
1972, Vol. 2, p. 1557) 
-continued 

1949, No. 4O-The 
Government Railways 
Act 1949 (Reprinted, 
1973, Vol. 2, p. 1403) 

1952, No. 58-The 
Public Works Amend
ment Act 1952 (Re
printed, 1975, Vol. 3, 
p. 2566) 

1955, No. 51-The 
Housing Act 1955 
(1957 Reprint, Vol. 6, 
p.221) 

Amendment 

Land Transfer Act 1952 in the 
name of Her Majesty the 
Queen for the land comprised 
in the lease or licence at the 
time of the lodging of the plan 
for deposit, and the District 
Land Registrar shall issue a 
certificate of title accordingly." 

By omitting from section 62 (1) the words 
"Borough Council, County Council, or 
Town Council, or any Road Board of a 
road district in which the Counties Act 
1956 is not in full force, or any 2 or more 
such Councils or Boards", and substituting 
the words "borough council, county coun
cil, district council, or town council or 
any 2 or more such councils". 

By omitting from section 62 (1) the words 
"or Board" in both places where they 
occur. 

By omitting from the definition of the term 
"road" in section 11 (1) the word 
"street". 

By omitting from section 20 (1) the word 
"street" . 

By omitting from the definition of the term 
"local authority" in section 2 (1) the 
words "or Road Board", and substituting 
the words "or District Council". 

By repealing subsection (1) of section 10, 
and substituting the following subsection: 

" ( 1) Where the Minister desires tha t 
any access way or service lane be laid out 
or constructed in the district of any local 
authority pursuant to this Part of this 
Act, it shall not be necessary for the 
laying out or construction to be auth
orised by the territorial authority." 

By omitting from section 10 (2) the words 
"section 3 of the Public Works Amend
ment Act 1948", and substituting the 
words "Part XXI of the Local Govern
ment Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 
of the Local Government Amendment Act 
1978" . 
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1955, No. 51-The 
Housing Act 1955 
(1957 Reprint, Vo!. 6, 
p. 221 )-continued 

1963, No. 42-The 
Public Works Amend
ment Act 1963 (Re
printed, 1975, Vo!. 3, 
p. 2602) 

Amendment 

By omitting from section 10 (3) the words 
"Part I of the Public Works Amendment 
Act 1948", and substituting the words 
"the said Part XXI of the Local Govern
ment Act 1974". 

By repealing subsection (1) of section 11 
(as substituted by section 8 (1) of the 
Counties Amendment Act 1972), and 
substituting the following subsection: 

"( 1) The Governor-General may, by 
Order in Council published in the Gazette, 
declare that any road, street, access way, 
or service lane laid out or constructed 
under this Part of this Act within the 
district of a local authority shall be vested 
in the local authority and be under the 
control and management of the local 
authority, and thereupon the road, street, 
access way, or service lane, and the soil 
thereof and all materials of which it is 
composed, shall be deemed to be vested 
in that local authority in fee simple, and 
the local authority shall have control and 
management of the road, street, access 
way, or service lane, and shall have 
power to alter, maintain, and repair it in 
accordance with this section." 

By omitting from section 11 (3) (as 
amended by the said section 8 (1» the 
words "the Municipal Corporations Act 
1954, the Counties Act 1956", and sub
stituting the words "Part XXI of the 
Local Government Act 1974 (as enacted 
by section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978)". 

By omitting from section 4 (4) the words 
"and at the request of the controlling 
local authority in any case where the 
limited access road or proposed limited 
access road is not to be a State highway". 

By omitting from section 4 (5) the words 
"and the local authority in respect of any 
limited access road under its control". 
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SECOND SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS AMENDED-Continued 

Part IV-Amendments of Other Acts-continued 

Enactment I Amendment 

1963, No. 42-The 
Public Works Amend
ment Act 1963 (Re
printed 1975, Vol. 3, 
p. 2602)-conti1lued 

1971, No. 25-The 
Mining Act 1971 

By omitting from paragraph (a) of section 
4 (6) the words "or road" in both places 
where they occur. 

By omitting from paragraph (b) of section 
4 (6) the words "or the controlling local 
authority, as the case may be" in both 
places where they occur; and by omitting 
those words from paragraph (c) in both 
places where they occur. 

By omitting from paragraph (a) of section 
4 (6) and also from paragraph (b) the 
word "street". 

By omitting from section 4 (7) the words 
"or street" in the 3 places where they 
occur. 

By omitting from paragraph (a) (iii) of 
section 4 (10) the words "and street". 

By omitting from section 4 (11) the words 
"or a certificate by the controlling local 
authority where the request to the Minis
ter under that subsection has been made 
by the controlling local authority"; and 
also by omitting the words "or street". 

By omitting from the definition of the term 
"road" in section 110 (1) (as amended 
by section 8 (1) of the Counties Amend
ment Act 1972) the words "or of section 
191 of the Counties Act 1956 (as enacted 
by section 2 of the Counties Amendment 
Act 1972)", and substituting the words 
"or of section 315 of the Local Govern
ment Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 
of the Local Government Amendment 
Act 1978)". 

By repealing the definition of the term 
"street" in section 11 0 (1). 

By omitting from subsection (2) of section 
110 the words "or street" in the 3 places 
where they occur; by omitting those words 
from subsection (3) in the 4 places where 
they occur; and by omitting those words 
from subsection (4) and also from sub
section ( 6 ) . 
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SECOND SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS AMENDED--continued 

Part IV -Amendments of Other Acts-continued 

Enactment 

1972, No. 132~The 
Counties Amendment 
Act 1972 

1977, No. 66-The Re
serves Act 1977 

Amendment 

By repealing so much of the Second 
Schedule as relates to--

(a) Sections 112 (3) and 120, sub
'Sections (lA) and (2) of section 
121, and sections 122 and 226 
of the Public Works Act 1928: 

(b) Sections 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, and 29 (1) 
(d) of the Public Works Amend
ment Act 1948: 

(c) Section 415 (3) (c), subsections (3) 
and (4) of section 421, section 
425 (2), and 432A of the Maori 
Affairs Act 1953: 

(d) The Housing Act 1955: 
(e) The Counties Amendment Act 

1961: 
(f) The Mining Act 1971. 

By omitting from the second proviso to 
section 16 (1) the words "Part XXV of 
the Municipal Corporations Act 1954 or 
Part II of the Counties Amendment Act 
1961", and substituting the words "Part 
XX of the Local Government Act 1974 
(as enacted by section 2 of the Local 
Government Amendment Act 1978)". 

By inserting in the second proviso to section 
23 (2) (a), after the words "Part XXV 
or Part II", the words "or under Part XX 
of the Local Government Act 1974 (as 
enacted by section 2 of the Local Govern
ment Amendment Act 1978)". 

By inserting in section 24 (7), after the 
words "Land Laws Amendment Act 
1920", the words "or Part XX of the 
Local Government Act 1974 (a'S enacted 
by section 2 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act 1978)". 

By inserting in section 91, after the words 
"riding accounts", the words "or out of 
any separate ward account, in the case of 
a City Council, Borough Council, or 
District Council which keeps ward 
accounts" . 
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SECOND SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS AMENDED-continued 

Part IV -Amendments of Other Acts-continued 

Enactment 

1977, No. 121-The 
Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977 

Amendment 

By omitting from section 23 (8) the words 
" (as enacted by section 2 of the Local 
Government Amendment Act (No. 2) 
1977)". 

By omitting from section 63 (2) the words 
"section 16 (2) (f)", and substituting the 
words "section 35 (1) (f)". 

By omitting from section 79 (3) the words 
"section 143 of the Municipal Corpora
tions Act 1954 or section 165 of the 
Counties Act 1956, as the case may 
require", and substituting the words 
"section 208 of the Local Government 
Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act 
(No. 3) 1977)". 

By omitting from section 87 (1) the words 
"section 63 of the Municipal Corporations 
Act 1954 or section 71 of the Counties 
Act 1956", and substituting the words 
"section 104 of the Local Government Act 
1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act 
(No. 3) 1977)". 

By omitting from section 178 (8) the words 
"section 143 of the Municipal Corpora
tions Act 1954 or section 165 of the 
Counties Act 1956, as the case may 
require", and substituting the words 
"section 208 of the Local Government 
Act 1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act 
(No. 3) 1977)". 

By omitting from clause 7 (h) of the Second 
Schedule the words "sections 24 and 25 
of the Disabled Persons Community 
Welfare Act 1975", and substituting the 
words "section 25 of the Disabled Persons 
Community Welfare Act 1975 and section 
331 (2) of the Local Government Act 
1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendmp.nt Act 
1978)". 
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SECOND SCHEDULE-continued 
ENACTMENTS AMENDED-Continued 

Part IV-Amendments of Other Acts-continued 

Enactment 

1977, No. 121-The 
Town and Country 
Planning Act 1977-
continued 

Amendment 

By OmIttIng from clause 6 of the Third 
Schedule the words "sections 24 and 25 
of the Disabled Persons Community Wel
fare Act 1975", and substituting the words 
"section 25 of the Disabled Persons Com
munity Welfare Act 1975 and section 
331 (2) of the Local Government Act 
1974 (as enacted by section 2 of the 
Local Government Amendment Act 
1978)". 
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THIRD SCHEDULE Section 4 (1) 

ENACTMENTS REPEALED 

1928, No. 21--The Public Works Act 1928: Sections 112 (4), 120, 
123, 125 to 134, 138, 141 to 146, 168, 169, 170, 
171, and 179 to 199, and the Eleventh Schedule. 
(Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2283.) 

1935, No. 27-The Public Works Amendment Act 1935: Sections 10 
and 11. (Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2480.) 

1948, No. 39-The Public Works Amendment Act 1948: Part I and 
sections 23, 24, and 25. (Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, 
p. 2529.) 

1952, No. 58-The Public Works Amendment Act 1952: Sections 
14 (2) and 16. (Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2566.) 

1954, No. 76-The Municipal Corporations Act 1954: Sections 169, 
170, 170A, 170B, 1700, 171 to 174, 176, 177A, 178, 
178A, 178B, 179 to 203, 203A. 204, and 206 to 211, 
Part XXV, and the Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, and 
Ninth Schedules. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 4, p. 2439.) 

1955, No. 59-The Public Works Amendment Act 1955: Section 6. 
(Reprinted, 1975, VoI. 3, p. 2583.) 

1956, No. 39-The Public Works Amendment Act 1956: Section 2. 
(Reprinted, 1975, VoI. 3, p. 2586.) 

1956, No. 64-The Counties Act 1956: Sections 191, 191A to 191H, 
192 to 198, 198A to 198H, 199A, 1990, 200 to 210, 
21OA, 211 to 222, and the Third, Fourth, Eighth, and 
Ninth Schedules. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 2, p. 1077.) 

1958, No. 81-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1958. 
(Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 4, p. 2731.) 

1959, No. 91-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1959: 
Sections 15, 16, 17, and 28. (Reprinted, 1969, VoI. 
4, p. 2732.) 

1961, No. 60-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1961: 
Sections 9 and 10. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 4, p. 
2736.) 

1961, No. 131-The Counties Amendment Act 1961: Part 11 (except 
sections 44 and 45) and the First and Second 
Schedules. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 2, p. 1412.) 

1962, No. 38-The Counties Amendment Act 1962. (Reprinted, 1962, 
Vol. 2, p. 1412.) 

1962, No. 39-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1962: 
Section 4. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 4, p. 2737.) 

1962, No. 135-The Transport Act 1962: Sections 76 and 76A. (Re
printed, 1974, Vol. 3, p. 2489.) 

1963, No. 102-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1963: 
Section 2 (1). (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 4, p. 2738.) 

1964, No. 119-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1964: 
Sections 11 to 15, 22 to 28, 30, and 36. (Reprinted, 
1969, Vol. 4, p. 2739.) 

1964, No. 129-The Counties Amendment Act 1964: Sections 9, 19 to 
21, and 23 to 29. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 2, p. 1413.) 

1965, No. 26-The Public Works Amendment Act 1965: Section 5. 
(Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2608.) 
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THIRD SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS REPEALED-Continued 

1978, No. 43 

1965, No. 76-The Counties Amendment Act 1965: Paragraphs (c) 
and (e) of section 2 (2). (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 2, 
p. 1416.) 

1965, No. 121-The Maori Purposes Act 1965: Section 5. 
1965, No. 127-The Transport Amendment Act 1965: Section 7. (Re

printed, 1974, Vo!. 3, p. 2722.) 
1966, No. 52-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1966: 

Section 5. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 4, p. 2742.) 
1967, No. 124--The Maori Affairs Amendment Act 1967: Section 

23 (1). 
1967, No. 153-The Transport Amendment Act (No. 2) 1967: Section 

10. (Reprinted, 1974, Vol. 3, p. 2729.) 
1968, No. 123-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1968: 

Sections 14, 16, 17 (1), (2) (a), 18, and 28 to 33. 
(Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 4, p. 2743.) 

1968, No. 124--The Counties Amendment Act 1968: Sections 16 to 18 
and Part n. (Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 2, p. 1417.) 

1968, No. 14B-The Transport Amendment Act 1968: Section 15. (Re
printed, 1974, Vol. 3, p. 2731.) 

1969, No. 30-The Counties Amendment Act 1969: Sections 6 and 7. 
(Reprinted, 1969, Vol. 2, p. 1444.) 

1970, No. 58-The Counties Amendment Act 1970. 
1970, No. 89-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1970. 
1970, No. 145-The Public Works Amendment Act 1970: Section 7 

and so much of the First Schedule as relates to 
subsections (4) and (5) of section 112 of the Public 
Works Act 1928. (Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2611.) 

1971, No. 62-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1971: 
Sections 16, 18, 20, 21, and 35 to 37. 

1971, No. 63-The Counties Amendment Act 1971: Section 20 and 
Part n. 

1972, No. 15-The Unit Titles Act 1972: Section 3 (2). 
1972, No. 96-The Public Works Amendment Act 1972: So much of 

Part I of the Schedule as relates to sections 125, 
128, 132, 144, 145, 168, 181, 182, 187, and 189 of 
and to the Eleventh Schedule to the Public Works 
Act 1928. (Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2614.) 

1972, No. 131-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1972: 
Sections 8 and 9, and so much of the Schedule as 
relates to sections 169, 170, 186, 188, 203, 207, and 
209 of the Municipal Corporations Act 1954. 

1972, No. 132-The Counties Amendment Act 1972: Sections 2 to 5, 
7, and 17 to 19, the First Schedule, and so much 
of the Second Schedule as relates to sections 32, 
112 (3) and 120, subsections (lA) and (2) of 
section 121, and sections 125, 131, and 132 of the 
Public Works Act 1928, or to the Maori Affairs 
Act 1953, or to the Counties Amendment Act 1961. 

1972, No. 135-The Maori Purposes Act 1972: Section 10. 
1973, No. 44--The Public Works Amendment Act 1973: Section 13 

(2). (Reprinted, 1975, Vol. 3, p. 2416.) 
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THIRD SCHEDULE-continued 

ENACTMENTS REPEALED-Continued 

1974, No. 8-The Counties Amendment Act 1974: Sections 17, 18, 
and 25 to 27, so much of Part I of the First Schedule 
as relates to sections 193 and 199B of the Counties 
Act 1956, and so much of Part II of that Schedule 
as relates to section 28 of the Counties Amendment 
Act 1961. 

1974, No. 9-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1974: 
Sections 22 and 23 and so much of the Schedule as 
relates to section 351c of the Municipal Corpora
tions Act 1954. 

1974, No. 66-The Local Government Act 1974: Sections 601, 602, 
603, 608 to 620, 622, 623, 625, 626, and 628 (as 
renumbered by section 6 of the Local Government 
Amendment Act (No. 3) 1977). 

1975, No. 2-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1975: 
Section 6. 

1975, No. 8-The Counties Amendment Act 1975: Sections 7, 10, 
and 12 (2) and Part II of the Schedule. 

1975, No. 122-The Disabled Persons Community Welfare Act 1975: 
Section 24. 

1976, No. 57-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1976: 
Section 10. 

1976, No. 58-The Counties Amendment Act 1976: Section 9. 
1977. No. 66-The Reserves Act 1977: So much of the Second 

Schedule as relates to the Municipal Corporations 
Act 1954 and to the Counties Act 1956. 

1977, No. 121-The Town and Country Planning Act 1977: Section 
62 (5) and subsections (2) to (5) of section 79. 

1977. No. 122-The Local Government Amendment Act (No. 3) 1977: 
So much of Part II of the First Schedule as relates 
to sections 600 (3),608 (4),609 (1),611,612,613 
(1), 614 (1), 615, 617, and 620 (6) of the 
Local Government Act 1974, and so much of Part 
I of the Third Schedule as relates to the definition 
of the term "regional road" in section 2 ( 1), to 
Parts XVIII, XIX, XX, XXI, XXII, and to sections 
601, 642, and 643 of the Local Government Act 
1974, and to the Tenth and Eleventh Schedules to 
that Act. 

1977, No. 134-The Counties Amendment Act 1977: Sections 2, 4, 
and 5. 

1977, No. 129-The Municipal Corporations Amendment Act 1977: 
Section 3. 

1977, No. 169-The Public Works Amendment Act 1977: Section 
2 (1) (d). 

This Act is administered in the Department of Internal Affairs. 
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Appendix 20 Spur Financial 1990 accounts





Spur purchase 

shown as “Land 

Purchase” 

$52,235, being 

$59,000 less GST 

(12.5%) and rates 

paid in advance. 

Funds brought 

into the 

Property budget 

from the Special 

Funds $52,235. 



Reserve Fund 

shown in the 

Special Funds. 

Despite 

requests, 

details of 

incomings and 

outgoings for 

the 1989-1990 

Financial year 

have not been 

made 

available. 



Excerpt from 

Buddle 

Findlay legal 

opinion 

saying 

money used 

for Spur 

purchase 

came from 

the “general 

budget” 
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Appendix 22 Land Professionals Fax





Appendix 23 UHCC reply to LP Fax



Appendix 24 Memo to Mayor CE CS



Faint traces of 

the yellow 

highlighter used 

to mark the 

Spur refered to 

in the memo as 

“the area 

bounded in 

yellow on the 

attached map” 
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Appendix 26 Uh Leader 10 March 1992



Appendix 27 UHCC Forestry Consent Application











Appendix 28 UHCC Judicial 
Forestry Consent

















Appendix 29 Policy Committee Public Excluded 
Minutes 5 December 2001







































Appendix 30 Letter to Rural Fire Authority



Appendix 31 Letter from Rural Fire Authority





Appendix 32 Report Silverstream Forestry and 
City Environmental Enhancement



Appendix 33 Silverstream Spur Reserve and City Environmental
Enhancement









Appendix 34 UHCC Silverstream Spur Reserve Regeneration





Appendix 35 Letter from F&BUH



Appendix 36 Reply to F&BUH letter



Appendix 37 Behind the Scenes Sale prep work from April 2007



















Appendix 38 GTC Sale and Purchase July 2007
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Annual Plan Submission to UHCC on Behalf of New Zealand Railway and Locomotive Society 
Incorporated, Silver Stream Railway Incorporated and  GB Trust. Prepared on behalf of 
Submitters by Ian Stewart, Council Solutions Limited, P.O.Box 40956 Upper Hutt, Ph 
045262060, ian@councilsolutions.co.nz. Page 1 

IN THE MATTER Section 95 of the Local Government Act 
2002 

A  N  D 

IN THE MATTER Draft Annual Plan for 2014/2015 for the 
Upper Hutt City Council. 

A  N  D 

IN THE MATTER The special consultatiton process required 
by sections 82 and 83 of the Local 
Government Act 2002 

Submission on Behalf of New Zealand Railway and 

 Locomotive Society Incorporated.   

Silver Stream Railway Incorporated  

and The GB Trust 

Introduction 

1. This submission is in opposition to the proposal by Upper Hutt City Council to
dispose of 35.1407 Ha of Land Described as Pt  Section 1 SO 34755 and
known as Silver Stream Spur which is owned by the Council.

2. The Silver Stream Railway Incorporated own and operate an extensive
heritage railway on land stretching from Reynolds Bach Drive up to Field St.
All three submitters own the parcel of land on which the New Zealand Railway
and Locomotive Society has developed a large restoration shed, and Silver
Stream Railway have a large rolling stock storage shed sited upon this land.

3. There has been a railway line in this area since the 1870s and as such has
historical importance.

4. All of these facilities have been the result of hundreds of thousands of hours
of volunteer labour, which has turned the formerly abandoned railway land (
bypassed by a deviation in the 1950's) into a  fully functioning heritage railway
now home to a sizeable collection of historically important and unique
equipment and infrastructure. It continues to be maintained, developed,
expanded and operated for the enjoyment of the public entirely by volunteers.

Appendix 40 Annual Plan Submission SSR
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5. Silver Stream railway is a nationally important tourism attraction and is an
important community and strategic asset for upper Hutt City.  Thousands of
members of the public visit Silver Stream Railway each year.

6. This is recognised in part by the zoning of the site as Special Activity and the
provision for railway museum and ancillary facilities as permitted activities
within the scheme of the Plan

7. Part of Silver Stream Railway land was purchased from Upper Hutt City
Council in 1995 for the purpose of establishing and running a heritage railway
museum and associated facilities.  The remainder of the Land is owned by
Silver Stream Railway Incorporated.

8. The Submitter’s consider that the proposal to dispose of Silver Stream Spur
would undermine their ability to continue to operate Silver Stream Railway,
and would lead to the demise of the facility.

9. The Submitters consider that this proposal by the Council in combination with
the recent (and ongoing) threat to Silver Stream Railway from Proposed Plan
Change 15 is a major betrayal of trust by the Council and is out of accord with
the original sale of the property to the submitters by the Council.

10. The practical impact of the recent difficulties with the council’s plans is to
divert the submitter’s valuable time and funds away from maintaining,
operating and developing a community asset.  Rather they have had to
become involved in the Councils consultation processes in order to ensure
that Silver Stream Railway can keep operating.

11. The major concern with the current Annual Plan Proposal is the fact that the
railway will not be able to obtain insurance for running purposes as the risk is
too great of fire and resulting destruction of any houses built on Silver Stream
Spur.  Further any houses built up there would object to smoke (westerly
winds being prevailing), noise and the fear of fire from sparks from railway
engines.

Effect of the Proposed Sale of Silver Stream Spur on Silver Stream
Railway.

12. Silver Stream Spur’s entire northern boundary abuts Silver Stream Railway.
The Silver Stream railway property along this boundary includes all of the
current buildings and a large section of the narrow rail corridor.  In effect the
majority of Silver Stream Railways current activities occur on or very close to
the boundary with Silver Stream Spur.

13. The current zoning of Silver Stream Spur is rural hill and residential
conservation with approximately equal proportions.  This means that if Silver
Stream Spur was sold to a private developer the property could yield around
twenty residential sections as a controlled activity (ie Council could not refuse
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consent).  Further there would be no opportunity for Silver Stream Railway’s 
interests to be represented through the statutory process. 

14. It is an almost inevitable that housing development of at least this density
would be a consequence of a council decision to sell the land.

15. There is also the potential for the Rural Hill portion of the property to be
rezoned into a residential zoning with the number of sections being doubled.  .
While clearly such a rezoning would require public notification, Silver Stream
Railway would have to waste additional time and resources to protect their
interests.  There is no certainty that even if they fully participated in such a
plan change process that their interests would be recognised and protected.

16. There are four major problems for Silver Stream Railway arising from
residential development on Silver Stream Spur:

 Reverse Sensitivity

 Insurability

 Fire

 Stormwater

Reverse Sensitivity 

17. Silver Stream Railway is a heritage railway museum with operational
locomotives including steam locomotives.  These activities are by their nature
noisy and smoky.  While such effects may have been acceptable 100 years
ago they do not fit within the normal ambit of residential amenity and are
simply not compatible with residential development adjoining the Special
Activity Zone and especially Silver Stream Railway.

18. It is inevitable that residential development of Silver Stream Spur would result
in complaints from new residents some of whom are likely to be less than
ardent rail enthusiasts.  Silver Stream Railway are rightly concerned that such
complaints would force Council to take action that would result in a restriction
in Silver Stream Railways Activities.   Complaints and consequential
restrictions could occur regardless of any existing use rights and non-
complaints covenants and Council has statutory responsibilities to respond to
such complaints.

Insurability 

19. I am advised that Silver Stream Railway would not be able to obtain public
liability and fire insurance for their facility in the event that housing was
developed on Silver Stream Spur.  This effectively would mean that Silver
Stream Railway would no longer be able to operate.

Fire 
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20. The nature of Silver Stream Railways Activities (especially those related to
steam engines) is such that there is an ongoing fire risk for the forested land
on Silver Stream Spur.  I understand that there have been fires from time to
time.  There was quite a major one, the effects of which can still be seen if one
stands on the motorway and looks across the valley.  That one needed
helicopters with fire buckets and it can be seen that that particular fire went
well up into Silver Stream Spur land which could be subject to residential
development.

21. Fires on the spur in its current condition are a significant risk for Silver Stream
Railway.  This risk is reflected in their insurance premiums. However as Silver
Stream Spur is vacant the risk is not for dwellings or life.

22. This risk would dramatically increase if Silver Stream Spur was sold and
subsequently developed.

Stormwater 

23. The Silver Stream Railway land is immediately downhill of Silver Stream Spur
and consequentially much of the stormwater from the spur flows through Silver
Stream Railway land.  While some of this flows via streambeds there is also
general overland flow in more significant rainfall events.

24. I understand that when Council established pine forest above the railway this
caused considerable extra runoff on to Silver Stream Railway land and also
due to the very unstable rock nature of Silver Stream Spur there were many
rock-falls.  Once the scrub regrew after planting of pine trees that then
abated.  One would expect the same thing to happen if the property above
were developed which you seem to have also covered.

25. The Silver Stream Railway’s infrastructure has been designed to cope with the
current pattern and flows of stormwater.

26. Earth works, buildings and other impermeable surfaces consequential from the
development of Silver Stream Spur are likely to change the intensity and
pattern of stormwater flows.  This may have a significant adverse effect on
Silver Stream Railways Land.

Reason for the Purchase of Silver Stream Spur 

27. The Submitters’’ understand that Silver Stream Spur was originally purchased
by Upper Hutt City Council in order to provide a green belt at the entry to
Upper Hutt City.  While the Council controversially decided to plant some of
the Area in production forestry, the plantings were not maintained and the
green belt function remains a significant amenity for the whole of upper Hutt.

28. The amenity purposes remain and it is the Submitters’ view that it would be
both irresponsible and illegal for Council to dispose of this land when it still has
the values and the purpose which justified its original purpose.
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Relief 
29. For the reasons detailed above the Submitter’s seek that Upper Hutt City

Council remove the proposal to dispose of Silver Stream Spur from the Draft
Annual Plan for 2014/2015.

Ian Stewart 
28/04/2014 
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1 Introduction 

Upper Hutt City Council (Council) has indicated within its Annual Plan 2014-15 the potential for sale of a 
number of parcels of Council-owned land. The sales have been proposed to ensure that rates remain 
prudent while also allowing for further investment in the community. 

Through community engagement, a range of concerns have been raised through submissions in relation to 
the potential sale of the Silverstream Spur. The land was originally purchased by Council in 1989 on the 
basis that part of the land could have potential for residential development, with the bulk of the land more 
suited to passive reserve use. Council has planted the majority of the site in pines. 

The Silverstream Spur is viewed by submitters as an important green space landform with a range of 
ecological and amenity values. In addition, its proximity to the Silverstream Railway has raised concerns 
around fire risk and reverse sensitivity issues should the land be disposed of and developed for residential 
use.  All concerns raised have merit for assessment and are the types of land use issues that Council has 
regard to through decision-making on policies and objectives as set out in the District Plan and its long-term 
planning documents.  

The purpose of this report is to assess the concerns raised by submitters in relation to the sale of the 
Silverstream Spur. Each issue will be assessed in terms of its potential risk (i.e. the likelihood of the issue 
occurring combined with the anticipated impact on the community if the issue did occur). Mitigation measures 
and/or further investigations will be recommended to Council in relation to each issue to inform Council 
decision making on the future of the Silverstream Spur.  

1.1 Summary of Findings 

The primary concerns raised by submitters in relation to disposal of the Silverstream Spur relate to the 
potential for: 

 loss of an ecological corridor;
 reduction in visual amenity;
 fire risk to the Silverstream Spur from Silverstream Railway (Silverstream Railway); and
 reverse sensitivity effects from new homes in proximity to Silverstream Railway (potential future

complaints on noise, smoke for example).

Overall, the Silverstream Spur is situated in a strategic position in the valley. The vegetation is mostly pine 
trees that were planted by Council around 15 years ago, with native regrowth occurring in some areas. There 
is potential to provide a buffer area between the Railway operation and any future residential development of 
the spur. Such a buffer area could mitigate reverse sensitivity issues (complaints around noise, smoke, 
amenity from the Railway operation) and also help provide an ecological corridor/ open space through design 
and restriction of development in places. The disposal of the land for residential development could enhance 
the area as pine trees are progressively removed and areas that are not suitable for development could 
regenerate. 

There are a range of measures, from careful siting of houses away from the Railway operation and provision 
of green/ vegetated areas through to ‘no complaint’ covenants on each new residential Certificate of Title 
that can be employed to address the concerns raised. Council also has the consideration to either part-sell or 
fully sell the site with these matters in mind. Again, these are next step discussions between prospective 
developers and Council should the sale and development of the Silverstream Spur progress.  

We also identify some possible further investigations in response to submissions raised. 
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2 Planning Context 

2.1.1 Location and planning features 

The 35.14ha site is legally described as Pt Section 1 SO 34755 and is located at number 690 Kiln Street in 
Upper Hutt City. The site sits above Upper Hutt's southern suburbs, overlooking the Taita Gorge. 

The site is not recognised in the relevant District or Regional Plans as having any notable planning features 
in regards to heritage, ecology, natural hazards or other land use restrictions.  

 

2.1.2 Zoning 

The site is split zoned. Approximately 16.5ha is Rural Hill Zone (green) and 18.5ha is Residential 
Conservation Zone (yellow).  
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2.1.3 Existing Development Rights to Forest, Build Dwellings and Subdivide  

Zoning Forest 
Harvesting 

NB* Permitted 
Activity subject 
to conditions 

Density 
per site 

Site 
Coverage 

Boundary 
Setbacks 

Subdivision 
(Minimum Net Site 
Area) 

NB* Subdivision 
Requires resource 
consent as a 
Controlled Activity 
subject to conditions 

Potential to 
create new lots 

 

NB* Subdivision 
Requires 
resource 
consent as a 
Controlled 
Activity subject 
to conditions 

Rural Hill 
Zone 

Permitted 
subject to 
standards 

One 
dwelling 
+ one 
family flat 

N/A 12m from all 
boundaries 

20 ha None, factoring 
Rural Hill zoned 
land only 

Residential 
Conservation 
Zone 

Work affecting 
indigenous or 
exotic trees 
are Permitted 
subject to 
standards 
 
Forestry is a 
Discretionary 
Activity 

One 
dwelling 
+ one 
family flat 

30% of net 
site area 

-3m from side 
boundary 
-6m from front 
boundary 
-3m from rear 
boundary 
 

-750m2 (front and side 
lots) with a minimum 
frontage of 6m; or 
-950m2 (rear lots); 
and 
-Requirements for a 
shape factor of 17m  

200+ based on 
a basic 
calculation of 
site area divided 
by density 
allowed. 
(Unlikely given 
topographic and 
infrastructure 
constraints) 

 

It is likely that any residential development of the site will require resource consent for subdivision, 
earthworks and land use. In terms of likely development potential, we understand that Graeme Walker has 
provided a preliminary development plan for the site that shows a total of 6 residential houses located 
around the top of the spur accessed from Kiln Street. This may be conservative; however it does provide 
some reality around the development potential of the site – that it is unlikely to provide for 200+ new lots 
based on a crude calculation of land area as tabled above. 
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3 Summary of Issues Raised 

Name Submission Summary Assessment Response 

Chris Cosslett Please read in conjunction with submission 67 regarding the proposed sale of land adjacent 
to the Pinehaven Library. The Pinehaven Progressive Association (PPA) is very concerned 
about the proposed sale of the Silverstream Spur. The spur forms a geographic connection 
between Keith George Memorial Park and the forested hills to the east, enhancing the visual 
appeal of the entrance to Upper Hutt. The PPA supports the recent proposal by Forest and 
Bird and others to protect a green belt around Upper Hutt City. Silverstream Spur is a critical 
part of the proposed green belt. The Upper Hutt branch of Forest and Bird have worked hard 
in building an ecological corridor along Hulls Creek to link Silverstream Spur with Keith 
George Memorial Park and if sold for urban development, it would become a habitat 
fragment, reducing its ecological value and  opportunities to develop a green belt reserve 
would be constrained. Additionally the Silverstream Rail Museum could be negatively 
affected by development on this land. The PPA further believes that proceeds from the sale 
of less significant and sensitive land could be directed towards enhancing the reputation of 
Upper Hutt as an outdoor recreational destination by the establishment of a green belt. The 
PPA is not opposed to the sale of surplus land in principle, but asks that the Upper Hutt City 
Council carefully consider the long term implications of the sale of such a significant piece of 
land. 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback 
If the land was sold for residential development, protection of the significant vegetation could be imposed to assist with the retention of wildlife 
corridors. 
 
Key issues raised by submitter: 
 Visual/amenity 
 Ecological corridor/green belt 
 Adverse impact on Silverstream Railway 
 
Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor and retain visual amenity through design and restriction of development in places. 
 There is an opportunity maintain a fire break/buffer through design and restriction of development in places. 

Pat Van Berkel Submitter opposes the process for the sale of surplus land particularly around Silverstream. Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. Opposition to land sales is noted. 
 
Key concerns raised by submitter: 
 Opposes sale 
 
Summary Assessment: 
 Opposition to sale noted. This is a process matter for Council to consider. 

Lynn McHugh I find the way the questions above have been presented offensive and very disappointing.  
Be careful how you use and represent your response rates as you have failed to develop a 
good question format. Submitter is opposed to the sale of the Silverstream Spur - being an 
important portion of the open space and proposed green belt around Upper Hutt. It is 
paramount to preserving what is ecologically important for the area. Submitter says, " I have 
taken the time to submit comments because I value living in this community." 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. Opposition to the sale of the Silverstream Spur land is noted. 
 
Key concerns raised by submitter: 
 Ecological corridor/green belt 
 Open space 

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor and open space through design and restriction of development in places. 

Bev Abbott Wellington Botanical Society would like to see Wi Tako Paper Road and land at Silverstream 
Spur retained. The Wi Tako paper road forms a buffer of indigenous vegetation between the 
reserve and private properties. It also appears contiguous with Fendalton Park. The botanical 
treasures in Wi Tako Reserve include a populations of more than thirty plants of the 
uncommon swamp maire (mida salicfolia) and the dwarf mistletoe Korthalsella salicornioides. 
This may be the only place in the Hutt Valley where this plant can be found. Selling the land 
is likely to result in the loss of this buffer vegetation. We would like to see the land 
incorporated into Wi Tako scenic reserve. We recommend Council retains Silverstream Spur 
because it has the potential to contribute to a vital ecological corridor linking indigenous plant 
communities with those on the other side of the valley. Retention of these properties is 
consistent with the values expressed in the Draft Annual Plan "We're immersed in scenic 
beauty, we love our river, and feel alive in our great outdoors. Our clean river, our bio-diverse 
bush and our majestic regional parks attract tourists, events and business." 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. The areas of the No 1 road to be incorporated into the adjoining land 
would not have a significant impact on reducing the buffer between Witako reserve. The land that is not going to be disposed of would be 
incorporated into the Witako Reserve.  Comments relating to the Silverstream Spur Reserve is noted. 
 
Key concerns raised by submitter: 
 Ecological corridor/green belt 
 Important buffer vegetation for the Witako Reserve 
 
Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor and buffer vegetation through design and restriction of development in places. 
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Name Submission Summary Assessment Response 

Tom Halliburton Submitter is concerned the proposed timetable for sale appears too short to achieve full 
value. Submitter proposes only a part of the Silverstream Spur should not be sold - maintain 
a reserve strip of 200-300m alongside the railway, plus a strip up the ridge as a reserve for 
wildlife. 

Council response to date: 
The timetable for disposal has not yet been determined, however when it is determined full consideration will be given to how the land will be 
marketed to achieve a maximum return to Council. The comment from the submitter concerning the retention of certain parts of the Silverstream 
Spur land has been noted and will be further considered at the time disposal takes place. 

Key concerns raised by submitter: 
 Timing of sale may impact on value gained
 Ecological corridor/green belt

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor through design and restriction of development in places.

Logan McLean Submitter is opposed to the sale of the Silverstream Spur land parcel and sites the recent 
Southern Hills consultation having identified a strong desire to maintain our bush-clad vistas 
on the hills. Submitter requests a similar study to the Southern Hills study, be carried out 
before selling the land. Submitter believes the land may be needed for future development. 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. The Silverstream Spur is situated in a strategic position in the valley. The 
vegetation is mostly pine trees which were planted by Council around 15 years ago, with native regrowth occurring in some areas. The disposal of 
the land for residential development could enhance the area as pine trees are progressively removed and areas that are not suitable for 
development could regenerate. 

Key concerns raised by submitter: 
 Visual/amenity

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain visual amenity and bush-clad vistas through design and restriction of development in places.

Jane Derbyshire Submitter proposes the money from the sale of land goes towards an upgrade of the 
children's playgrounds and the water park area at Harcourt Park. Submitter is opposed to the 
sale of the Silverstream Spur land parcel and sites the recent Southern Hills consultation 
having identified a strong desire to maintain our bush-clad vistas on the hills. Submitter 
requests a similar study to the Southern Hills study, be carried out before selling the land. 
Submitter believes the land may be needed for future development.  

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. It is intended that the funds generated from the sale of land will be used 
in the first instance to retire the loan ($1.1 million) raised for the Development of Maidstone Park, Stage 1 & 2. Any additional funds received could 
be used by Council to further reduce debt or fund the various projects proposed in the 2014/15 Annual Plan. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Visual/amenity

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain visual amenity and bush-clad vistas through design and restriction of development in places.

Nick Saville Submitter opposes the sale of land and states the following examples why:  1. Rata Park is 
one of the few remaining valley floor forest remnants left in the Hutt Valley,  2. Gentian 
Reserve contains the naturally uncommon swamp Maire tree,  3. the number 1 line paper 
road in Silverstream/Pinehaven is close to the regionally rare plant Gahnia rigida,  4. 
development will lessen their future value and put pressure on the biodiversity within them, 5. 
larger pieces of land like Silverstream Spur could play a keen part in the green belt. 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. Whilst some of the land adjoins native bush areas it is unlikely the 
change of use of some of the adjoining land will have a significant impact on the reserves. Special plants and trees can be identified and provided 
with protection measures. Access to the bush area at Rata Park will not be affected as currently there are no formal accessways created through 
this area, but is something that could be established in the future. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Ecological values/conservation of forest floor remnants in nearby parks and reserves
 Ecological corridor/green belt

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor through design and restriction of development in places.
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Name Submission Summary Assessment Response 

Calvin Berg Submitter supports the Forest and Bird submission. Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Ecological values/conservation of flora and fauna
 Ecological corridor/green belt

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor/ open space through design and restriction of development in places.

Kim  Thorsen Submitter opposes the sale of land in particular to 28 Duncraig Street,14 Duncraig Street, 
Dunleith Reserve, Silverstream Spur, 2-4 Jocelyn Cres, Timberlea Park, and Birchville Park. 
Submitter is not opposed to the sale of local commercial or residential property in our area 
unless it is affecting the local green belt surrounding our community, or land already zoned 
and/or used commercial land. Of most concern is the green land used for sports and 
recreation or land that lines the green belt which is counter to the council's sustainability and 
eco-corridor plans. Submitter believes there is already sufficient land for sale in Upper Hutt.  

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. No areas used for organised sports activities are affected by the land 
sale proposal nor are the eco corridor plans severely affected. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Ecological corridor/green belt
 Recreation/open space

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor/ open space through design and restriction of development in places.

Leo and Lynne Smith Submitter strongly objects to some of the land for sale. Parcel B (Number One Line) - this will 
destroy regenerating native forest having been nurtured by a dedicated group for 30 years. 
Land "appropriate for expansion of properties" is ill-informed in regards to global warming - 
Council the ecological affect and our future generations. (Further information supplied) Parcel 
C (Dunlieth Grove reserve)- submitter strongly object to this sale as it is the only safe off-road 
play area for local children. Parcel O (Silverstream Spur) - opposes this sale as it is cross 
valley link for native birds. 

Council response to date: 
None 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Cross valley link for native birds
 Ecological corridor/green belt

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor/ green space through design and restriction of development in places.

Sue Millar Submitter proposes the money from the sale of land goes towards cycle and walking paths in 
Maidstone Park and upgrading facilities at Harcourt Park. Submitter supports some land sale 
but opposes the sale of the Silverstream Spur and Gentian Drive. Use money from Timberlea 
Park sale to improve the drainage, and money from the sale of Jocelyn Cres should be 
retained for local Pinehaven development projects. 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. It is intended that the funds generated from the sale of land will be used 
in the first instance to retire the loan ($1.1 million) raised for the Development of Maidstone Park, Stage 1 & 2. Any additional funds received could 
be used by Council to further reduce debt or fund the various projects proposed in the 2014/15 Annual Plan. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Opposition to sale.

Summary Assessment: 
Opposition to sale noted. 

John O'Malley Submitter proposes the money from the sale of land goes towards the library and youth 
activities. Silverstream Spur - first preference is not to sell. Second preference, sell with the 
following conditions: 1. further development be a fully notifiable process under the Resource 
Management Act with notifications made within at least a kilometre of the property as the 
crow flies with public submission.  2. New owners obtain road access off Reynolds Bach 
Drive form Hutt City.  3. If sold for logging then in the interest of safety that logging trucks not 
be permitted to use Kiln St, only newly acquired Reynolds Bach Road. 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. The subdivision of the Silverstream spur would require Resource 
Consent which would include resolving any access issues. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 First preference not to sell
 Second preference fully notified planning process and conditions on development
 Safety of traffic access and movement
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Name Submission Summary Assessment Response 

Summary Assessment: 
 District Plan controls access standards. Resource Consent for subdivision would include consideration of site access
 Statutory requirements for public participation will be applied by Council as appropriate.

Russell Bell Lower Hutt Forest and Birds comments are confined to items affecting indigenous flora and 
fauna or natural systems concerning the Silverstream Spur. Ecological corridors, joining 
natural areas provide the diversity to function as one area. It is very possible to join Lower 
Hutt's corridors to those around Upper Hutt, significantly enhancing native bird life. By 
reserving part or all of the Silverstream Spur it would be possible to connect into the 
Southern Hills. Submitters are opposed to the sale of the Silverstream Spur because it is the 
only area of land that can connect the Southern Hills to cross Valley ecological corridor. 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. It may still be possible to both dispose of the land and retain part of the 
Silverstream Spur land to allow for connection to the ecological corridor. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Spur is the only area of land that can connect the Southern Hills to cross Valley ecological corridor
 Ecological corridor/green belt

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor/ open space through design and restriction of development in places.

Bart Hogan Submitter opposes the sale of parks, reserves and open spaces - with the increasing 
population they will be needed more. Submitter is very concerned with the sale of the 
Silverstream Spur with it being critical to the green belt and as part of the ecological corridor 
connecting Upper Hutt to Lower Hutt and a vital link to Keith George Memorial Park. 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Ecological corridor/green belt
 Recreation/open space

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor/ open space through design and restriction of development in places.

Ian Stewart Council Solutions Limited is not opposed to the disposal of surplus land provided the land no 
longer serves a community purpose, is not likely to serve a community purpose and the 
original reason the land was acquired is no longer valid. Submitters support the Silver Stream 
Railway group submission opposing the sale of the Silverstream Spur. Submitter also 
opposes the sale of 22 Whitemans Valley Road - 1. the rural strategy identified the need for 
publicly owned rural areas,  2. it is a useful place for development of community facilities,  3. 
the sale continues Council's disregard for the needs of new rural residents,  4.the land was 
identified in Plan Change 15 Flood Hazard maps as being within a flood hazard (ponding and 
overland flow path). 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. The need for rural open space reserve areas needs to be questioned as 
does the demand to develop community facilities in the rural area. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
Support submission from Silverstream Railway Group which include: 
 Adverse impact on Railway Museum
 Fire/smoke risk to new homes
 Noise disturbance to new homes
 Stormwater overflow hazard

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain a buffer zone/ fire break along the boundary with Silverstream Railway. This would be a ‘no development’

setback along the boundary and potentially extending up the spur given its relatively steep nature. Further work could be done to remove dry
pine branches/ wood from the buffer zone to reduce fire risk. It would likely be problematic to completely remove vegetation from the toe of the
spur because it would likely result in a more unstable top soil/ slope.

 Reverse sensitivities to noise/smoke can be managed by one or more of the following:
– Silverstream Railway compliance with noise standards/emission standards at the boundary. We understand that the railway typically

operates on a Sunday only and the noise/smoke generated from the activities are generally regarded as an acceptable, temporary and
established part of the area.

– Any new houses could be sited around the top of the spur and Kiln Street and setback from the toe of the spur near the railway operation as
set out in the Marshall Day Noise Assessment Report.

– Reverse sensitivity covenant on new land titles (e.g. ‘no complaints in regard to reasonable existing activity from Silverstream Railway site’)
 Any new development of the Spur would need to suitably manage stormwater and water run-off. Resource consent for subdivision would likely

require a stormwater management plan.
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Name Submission Summary Assessment Response 

Ian Stewart (PhD 
Resource 
Management) 

Silver Stream Railway Inc. (SSR) opposes the sale of the Silver Stream spur as it would 
undermine their ability to continue to operate. Part of the SSR land was purchased from 
UHCC in 1995 to establish and run a heritage railway museum and associated facilities. The 
major concern is the railway will not be able to obtain insurance as the risk if fire and resulting 
destruction of any houses built on the spur would be too great. Houses would also be 
subjected to smoke, noise  and the fear of fire from sparks from engines. The majority of SSR 
activities occur on or close to the boundary of the spur. Development of the spur is likely to 
change the intensity and patterns of stormwater flows resulting in a significant adverse effect 
on the SSR land for which the SSR infrastructure has been designed to cope with. (Submitter 
provides more extensive details). 

Council response to date: 
Council notes this submission and thanks the submitter for their feedback. A number of fires have been started in the vicinity of the railway line due 
to the use of steam engines. Several years ago some of the fires in the Spur were actually started by an arsonist who was the caretaker looking 
after the railway. It may be possible to subdivide a strip of land running adjacent to the railway track as a protection zone to be owned and 
maintained by the SS Railway. 

Key concerns raised by submitters: 
 Adverse impact on Railway Museum
 Fire/smoke risk to new homes
 Noise disturbance to new homes
 Stormwater overflow hazard

Summary Assessment: 
 There is an opportunity to maintain a buffer zone/ fire break along the boundary with Silverstream Railway. This would be a ‘no development’

setback along the boundary and potentially extending up the spur given its relatively steep nature. Further work could be done to remove dry
pine branches/ wood from the buffer zone to reduce fire risk. It would likely be problematic to completely remove vegetation from the toe of the
spur because it would likely result in a more unstable top soil/ slope.

 Reverse sensitivities to noise/smoke can be managed by one or more of the following:
– Silverstream Railway compliance with noise standards/emission standards at the boundary. We understand that the railway typically

operates on a Sunday only and the noise/smoke generated from the activities are generally regarded as an acceptable, temporary and
established part of the area.

– Any new houses could be sited around the top of the spur and Kiln Street and setback from the toe of the spur near the railway operation as
set out in the Marshall Day Noise Assessment Report.

– Reverse sensitivity covenant on new land titles (e.g. ‘no complaints in regard to reasonable existing activity from Silverstream Railway site’)
 Any new development of the Spur would need to suitably manage stormwater and water run-off. Resource consent for subdivision would likely

require a stormwater management plan.
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4 Discussion of Issues Raised 

General Issues 
Raised 

Specific Issues 
Raised 

Percentage  
of  feedback 

on issue 

Likelihood 
of issue or 

event 
arising

Impact of 
issue or 

event 
arising

Overall 
Risk 

Discussion Possible Further Investigations 

Ecology Loss of ecological 
corridor/green 
belt 

59% Medium Medium Medium The Silverstream Spur has not been identified as ecologically significant in 
District or Regional Plans. The site is predominantly covered in pine plantation 
which was established by Council around 15 years ago, with native regrowth 
occurring in some areas. However, the site does have some ecological value as 
a large vegetated/ undeveloped area and there is an opportunity to maintain an 
ecological corridor/ open space through design and restriction of development in 
places. Equally, special plants and trees can be identified and provided with 
protection measures during any future development. 
Based on our preliminary investigation, it is likely that the any future residential 
development would be restricted to the top of the spur and away from the 
Silverstream Railway operation around the toe of the spur. This steep terrain 
could be maintained as an undeveloped buffer and there is potential to continue 
an ecological corridor given the relatively large scale of the site and its steep 
terrain in places. 
We have assessed the overall risk as Medium at this preliminary stage; however 
this could be downgraded to a Low risk if during any future subdivision/ 
development planning it was confirmed that an ecological corridor/ open space 
will be maintained through design and restriction of development in places. 

Further investigations: 
Consider what (if any) significant indigenous vegetation is on site. Such 
areas could be incorporated into a protected ecological corridor on site. 
Confirm that any future residential development would be restricted to 
the top of the spur and away from the Silverstream Railway operation 
around the toe of the spur. 

Loss of ecological 
values and 
conservation of 
native flora and 
fauna 

29% Medium Medium Medium 

Green space Loss of open 
space and 
recreational area 

18% Medium Low Low The site is not identified as a park or reserve by the Upper Hutt City Council. We 
understand that the area is informally used for recreation such as walking 
through.   
As above, there is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor/ open space 
through design and restriction of development in places. 

Further investigations: 
Consider areas of land which are challenging for development in terms 
of topography and infrastructure provision. These areas could be 
retained as areas of green/open space. 
Confirm how the site is valued as a recreational space – for example 
where are people walking informally? – is there a common track or 
places of local interest? Such areas could be considered as part of any 
future development plans and integrated into an overall development 
plan for the site. 

Reduced 
visual/amenity 

18% Medium Medium Medium The site is not on a ridge line or hill top that the Council has identified for 
protection or special management. However, the site is a relatively prominent 
and undeveloped spur with some local visual/amenity value. 
As above, there is an opportunity to maintain an ecological corridor/ open space 
through design and restriction of development in places. 

Further investigations: 
Consider areas of land which are challenging for development in terms 
of topography and infrastructure provision. These areas could be 
retained as areas of green/open space. 
Confirm how the site is valued visually – for example where are the 
important viewshafts to the Spur, what are the important visual aspects 
of the spur? Such areas could be considered as part of any future 
development plans and integrated into an overall development plan for 
the site. 

Infrastructure 
Capacity 

Stormwater 
overflow hazard 

12% Low High Medium The site is not within the 1 in 100 year flood zone. The site has not been 
identified as a ponding area. Any residential development will require suitable 
infrastructure capacity. Any resource consent for subdivision will require a 
stormwater management plan. 
We have assessed the overall risk as Medium at this preliminary stage; given 
that the impact of such a hazard arising is High. In reality, stormwater overflows 
can be suitable controlled and managed through subdivision and development 
standards. 

Further investigations: 
Stormwater management as part of any future resource consent 
application for subdivision and development. 

Safety of traffic 
access and 
movement 

6% Low High Medium Access and safety would be a consideration within any application for resource 
consent for subdivision of the site. The design and traffic effects proposed for 
access must be deemed appropriate by Council in terms of the District Plan 
design standards and Code of Practice for Civil Engineering Works. 

We have assessed the overall risk as Medium at this preliminary stage; given 
that the impact of such a hazard arising is High. In reality, traffic safety can be 
suitable controlled and managed through subdivision and development 
standards and road standards and safety rules. 

Further investigations: 
Access and traffic impact as part of any future resource consent 
application for subdivision and development 



Disposal of Silverstream Spur Reserve Land Assessment of Concerns Raised 

Beca // 15 December 2014 
4262131 // NZ1-9565388-8 0.8 // page 10 

General Issues 
Raised 

Specific Issues 
Raised 

Percentage  
of  feedback 

on issue 

Likelihood 
of issue or 

event 
arising

Impact of 
issue or 

event 
arising

Overall 
Risk 

Discussion Possible Further Investigations 

Reverse 
Sensitivity Effects 
on Silverstream 
Railway 
Operations 

Potential fire risk 
from Silverstream 
Railway 
operations to any 
new homes on 
the Silverstream 
Spur 

12% Low High Medium There are records of fire in this location - we understand at least one caused by 
operations at the Silverstream Railway. 
We have assessed the overall risk as Medium at this preliminary stage; given 
that the impact of such a hazard arising is High. In reality, fire risk can be 
suitably controlled in a number of ways – both in terms of minimising the risk at 
the Silverstream Railway through appropriate fire risk management and also as 
part of any future development of the Silverstream Spur. As an example, any 
future development will likely need to be restricted away from the Railway 
operation towards the top of the Spur due to the steep topography of the site 
and potential noise issues. This area between the Railway operation and the top 
of the Spur could provide a natural buffer/ fire break to help minimise the risk. 

Further investigations: 
Consider the range of mitigation measures as part of the conditions of 
sale or any future resource consent application for subdivision and 
development 
Consider a buffer area between the Railway operation and any new 
house as part of any future resource consent application for subdivision 
and development. 

Noise and smoke 
disturbance from 
Silverstream 
Railway 
operations to any 
new homes on 
the Silverstream 
Spur 

12% Low Medium Low The Marshall Day Noise Assessment Report attached at Appendix A shows that 
the area at the top of the Spur can be developed within permitted noise 
standards of the District Plan. There is a portion of the site, being the steeper 
terrain and toe of the spur adjoining the boundary with the Railway operation 
that is not recommended for residential development because the noise limits of 
the District Plan would be breached when the railway is operating. Overall, the 
risk of noise complaints is low if any future residential development is sited 
within the permitted noise limit contours as shown in the Marshall Day Noise 
Assessment Report. 
Similarly, complaint of smoke risks will be low if residential development is sited 
at the top of the spur and away from the boundary with the Railway operation. 

Further investigations: 
Consider the range of mitigation measures as part of the conditions of 
sale or any future resource consent application for subdivision and 
development. 
Consider a buffer area between the Railway operation and any new 
house as part of any future resource consent application for subdivision 
and development. The buffer area should align with the noise standard 
buffer outlined in the Marshall Day Report. 
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High Medium High Critical 
Medium Low Medium High 

Low Low Low Medium 
Low Medium High 
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4.1 Other Matters Raised 

Other matters were raise in relation to Council processes, as outlined below: 

1. Need for public participation in planning process  

Council is bound by statutory requirements under the Resource Management Act in relation to public 
involvement in any resource consent process.  

 

2. Timing of sale may impact on value gained 

Council must consider a range of factors in the disposal of any land. Value of the land is one of these 
considerations.   
 

3. Council purchase of the land 

The submission point raised is that the Council’s proposal to sell the site conflicts with the original 
reasoning for purchasing the land “as a passive reserve and buffer area”. The supporting document dated 
20 November 1989 recommending Council purchase the site states in terms of potential future uses that 
“part of the land may have potential for development as residential sections although a change of zoning 

would be required before any such development could proceed”. We note that change in zoning has 
since occurred, allowing for some residential development on the site subject to conditions. The 
document goes on to say “the bulk of the land is best suited to passive reserve uses which would 

complement the Silverstream beautification reserve and Keith George Memorial Park and Silverstream 

scenic reserve which is immediately across the Hutt River. It would also complement the adjacent 

Silverstream Railway Society facility as well as providing a buffer between that facility and any other 

development that may take place in the area of the unformed Kiln Street”.  Our assessment is that this 
original vision for future development at the time when the site was recommended to be purchased by 
Council still stands as a likely outcome should the land be sold by Council. That is, there some potential 
for residential development and certainly potential to maintain undeveloped vegetated areas for passive 
reserve and a buffer area with the Silverstream Railway operation, particularly given the steep nature of 
the terrain in places. We further note it is not uncommon for Council’s across the country to regularly 
review the reserve lands they manage and either seek to dispose of reserve land or purchase new areas 
of reserve land as circumstances change over time.   

 

5 Conclusion  

Our assessment is that the original vision for future development at the time when the site was 
recommended to be purchased by Council in 1989 still stands as a likely outcome should the land be sold by 
Council. That is, there some potential for residential development and certainly potential to maintain 
undeveloped vegetated areas for passive reserve and a buffer area with the Silverstream Railway operation, 
particularly given the steep nature of the terrain in places.  

Overall, the concerns raised by submitters are all important considerations for the future management and 
potential development of the Silverstream Spur. Our assessment is that the concerns raised can all be 
mitigated in a range of ways as set out in the tables above.  

The degree to which Council seeks to mitigate these concerns and at what stage should the decision be 
made to progress the sale of the site (for example prior to sale, as a condition of sale, or as a requirement of 
any prospective developer of the site at subdivision/development stage) will be a matter for Council to decide 
as a next step. 
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Concerns around maintaining a green belt and ecological corridor can be addressed through good design of 
any future development. The Silverstream Spur has not been identified as ecologically significant in District 
or Regional Plans. The site is predominantly covered in pine plantation which was established by Council 
around 15 years ago, with native regrowth occurring in some areas. However, when it is considered in the 
wider context of green undeveloped land across the Hutt Valley and linking to the green hills either side, it 
clearly has an important place in that network of green space and will no doubt have some ecological merit.  

Ecological corridors are areas or strips of land that connect significant ecological areas together.  They allow 
flora (seed dispersal and habitat) and fauna (e.g.  insects, reptiles and birds) to migrate between different 
areas. These corridors support habitat, species and genetic diversity by not isolating species into small 
patches, which may ultimately affect population sustainability.  Increased species diversity provides greater 
health and robustness to climatic events, infestations of weed and/or pests, and recovery from disaster such 
as storms and fires, disease and other factors.  

This report has not included a detailed ecological assessment of the site. A field flora and fauna survey 
would provide additional information and allow for more confidence on existing species diversity, and 
identification of any threatened species. Such a detailed assessment would be appropriate as part of the 
assessment of any future development of the site, particularly to assist a prospective developer to provide for 
ecological and amenity design – either as a larger single swath of land or smaller interconnected areas 
around housing/street plans.  This is because the design and planning of ecological corridors and retention 
of existing plants and trees depends on the species present, their natural methods of dispersal and migration 
along with the ecological values sought to be protected.  

However, in general terms and in response to submitters concerns,   the application of ecological design 
principles can be incorporated into a future residential development successfully and provide for an 
aesthetically pleasing and ecologically sound environment. These could include retention or establishment of 
either one larger or multiple smaller links to act as corridors areas connecting adjacent undeveloped areas, 
restriction on the size of individual housing sites, development of buffer zones between existing developed 
land (for instance Silverstream Railway), retention  of existing plants and trees within properties or between 
properties and use of open space areas.  

In terms of fire risk, future development of the site aside, the toe of the spur in close proximity to the 
Silverstream Railway activity is typically dry and steep, with large trees in close proximity.  The area has a 
history of fire events as a result of railway activity and arson, and there is a degree of fire risk present.  

There are a number of measures that the Silverstream Railway operator can do to minimise fire risk. Such 
measures include making sure hot ash is disposed of carefully, installing ‘spark arrestors’ in the trains and 
ensuring adequate fire fighting water supply and equipment on site.  It is likely that at least some of these 
measures are being carried out already.  

Equally, there are a number of measures that can be undertaken on the Silverstream Spur site to minimise 
fire risk. Such measures may include felling the pines in close proximity to the railway activities (which 
provide a potential source of fuel) and create a more suitable ‘fire break’ at the boundary of both sites. 
Another measure for future development would be to site residential development well back from the 
Silverstream Railway, ensure adequate access for fire fighting trucks to any new residential lots and ensure 
the provision of adequate fire fighting water supply through Council’s reticulated system or on-site supply. 

Matters of amenity, access and infrastructure capacity, reverse sensitivity of any future residential 
subdivision can be suitably assessed by Council at the time of resource consent. The Marshall Day Noise 
Assessment Report shows the area towards the top of the Spur that is appropriate for development from a 
noise perspective. This setback for noise can equally provide a setback for other reverse sensitivity 
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complaints towards the Railway operation (for example smoke and visual) and can also help provide for an 
ecological/ open space buffer link called for by other submitters. 

The resource consent process provides opportunity to include affected parties should Council consider them 
affected. For more significant development of the site, given its prominence, Council may well decide it 
merits full public notification. These process matters are all to be decided at the appropriate time in the future 
should the sale and development of the Silverstream Spur progress.  

Overall, the Silverstream Spur is situated in a strategic position in the valley. The vegetation is mostly pine 
trees that were planted by Council around 15 years ago, with native regrowth occurring in some areas. There 
is potential; and good reason as shown in the Marshall Day Noise Assessment Report, to provide a buffer 
area between the Railway operation and any future residential development of the spur. Such a buffer area 
could mitigate reverse sensitivity issues (complaints around noise, smoke, amenity from the Railway 
operation) and also help provide an ecological corridor/ open space through design and restriction of 
development in places. The disposal of the land for residential development could enhance the area as pine 
trees are progressively removed and areas that are not suitable for development could regenerate. 

There are a range of measures, from careful siting of houses away from the Railway operation and provision 
of green/ vegetated areas through to ‘no complaint’ covenants on each new residential Certificate of Title 
that can be employed to address the concerns raised. Council also has the consideration to either part-sell or 
fully sell the site with these matters in mind. Again, these are next step discussions between prospective 
developers and Council should the sale and development of the Silverstream Spur progress.  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Upper Hutt City Council is currently considering the sale of an area of Council-owned land on 
the Silverstream Spur. Its proximity to the Silverstream Railway has raised concerns 
regarding fire risk and reverse sensitivity issues, including noise disturbance. 

Marshall Day Acoustics has been engaged by Upper Hutt City Council to assess the 
operational noise of the Silverstream Railway, and to consider noise mitigation options 
where required, in order to avoid problems of reverse sensitivity. 

A glossary of acoustic terms used within this document can be found in Appendix A of this 
report. 

2.0 SILVERSTREAM RAILWAY OPERATION 

Silverstream Railway is a working heritage railway, and operates on Sundays and selected 
public holidays. Trains operate over a 1.5 km length of track that was originally part of the 
Wellington to Upper Hutt main line. This track is located at the toe of the Silverstream Spur, 
in Upper Hutt, and consists of a single track with reversing loops at both ends. 

The operations typically consist of a steam locomotive, sometimes supplemented with a 
diesel locomotive or railcar. 

Figure 1 shows the subject site and the location of the Silverstream Railway. 

Figure 1: Location of the subject site (approximate area highlighted) and surrounds (Base 

image: Beca report 03/10/14). 

3.0 NOISE LEVEL MEASUREMENTS 

A site inspection was carried out on Sunday 30 November 2014, between 2pm and 3:30pm. 
During this site visit, noise from steam locomotives and other rolling stock on the 
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Silverstream Railway was measured, generally in accordance with NZS 6801:1991. Weather 
conditions were fine, with wind speeds of up to 5 m/s. 

All noise level measurements were carried out using a Brüel & Kjær Type 2260 Analyser, 
serial number 2320956, next calibration due 30/09/2016.  

At the time of the measurements, two small steam locomotives were operating: these were 
the Barclay PWD 531, and the larger L class number 509.  

Measurements were carried out at the positions marked MP 1 to MP 4 as indicated on the 
figure included as Appendix B, and the table in Appendix C summarises the measurement 
results.  

The noise level measurements were used to determine the sound power level (Lw) of the 
two locomotives, rolling stock, and whistle blasts. These values were used in the noise 
modelling, and are as follows: 

PWD 531:   Lw 96 to 99 dBA; 

L509:   Lw 114 to 117 dBA. 

Whistle blast (L509): Lw 138 dBA 

For the noise modelling, an Lw of 117 dBA, and an Lmax  Lw of 138 dBA from L509 were used. 

4.0 NOISE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 

For this situation it is considered that the primary method of avoiding reverse sensitivity 
issues related to the noise from operation of locomotives on the Silverstream Railway is to 
determine a setback, or buffer distance, required for the operational noise to be at a level 
that would be considered reasonable, when received at a residential property. 

In order to determine what would be considered to be a reasonable noise level, the Upper 
Hutt District Plan, and the World Health Organisation both provide guidelines. 

4.1 Upper Hutt District Plan 

The subject site is split into two zones, with approximately half being zoned Rural Hill, and 
the balance zoned Residential Conservation. The land occupied by the Silverstream Railway 
is zoned Special Activity. 

The District Plan has noise rules that are designed to control noise emissions from various 
activities. Chapter 32 contains the permitted activity noise criteria for the various 
environmental zones as defined in the Plan. Section 32.5 “Noise from all other activities” 
contains the relevant noise rules. These are as follows: 
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Mon to Sat 
7:00am – 7:00pm 

All other times, 
Sundays & 

public holidays 

dBA L10 Lmax L10 Lmax 

Maximum noise levels measured at or within the 
boundary of any site (other than the source site) 
in the Residential, Rural and Open Space Zones. 

50 - 40 70 

Maximum noise levels measured at or within the 
boundary of any site (other than the source site) 
in the Business and Special Activity Zones. 

65 - 45 75 

Notes 

 Noise levels shall be measured in accordance with the requirements of NZS
6801:1991 Measurement of Sound, and assessed in accordance with the
requirements of NZS 6802:1991 Assessment of Environmental Sound.

 Noise levels shall be measured with a sound level meter complying with International
Standard IEC 60651 (1979): Sound Level Meters, Type 2.

 Adjustments for special audible characteristics, if present, as provided for in clauses
4.3 and 4.4 of NZS 6802:1991, shall apply and will have the effect of imposing a
maximum permitted noise level 5dBA more stringent than the L10 levels stated above.
This condition shall not apply to impulse noise emissions arising from firing and
detonation activities at the Trentham Ranges.

 The definitions of dBA, dBC, L10 and Lmax are those found in NZS 6802:1991

Figure 2 shows the subject site location within the District Plan zoning. 
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Figure 2: Subject site zoning within the Upper Hutt District Plan. (Base Image: Upper Hutt District 

Planning Maps U39 and U40). 

Because the Railway operates during Sundays and selected public holidays, daytime hours 
only, the relevant District Plan permitted activity criteria for noise received within a 
Residential Zone property are 40 dBA L10 and 70 dBA Lmax. 

4.1.1 L10 Descriptor 

Note that the District Plan uses the L10 descriptor. The railway activity noise varies 
depending on the activity and operator technique. It was observed that nearly every 
locomotive event included a whistle blast. This was not of sufficient duration to affect the L10 
descriptor. However it is considered that the whistle blast is an integral part of the sound of 
the railway activity and would be experienced by any residents located within the proposed 
Silverstream Spur residential area. In this case, the L10 is not considered to be an adequate 
descriptor for the impact of the railway noise on the receiving environment. 

Consequently it is our opinion that Leq is a better descriptor than L10 for evaluating the effect 
of this type of noise on a population. In this case the Leq descriptor would include the sound 
energy of the locomotive, other rolling stock, and the whistle blast. 

4.1.2 Lmax Descriptor 

The measured Lmax value was observed to be controlled by the whistle blast. Lmax is the 
highest noise level that occurs over any measurement period. It is typically of such brief 
duration that it does not affect the centiles L10 or L95, but can contribute to the Leq level. In 
this situation, the District Plan limit is 70 dBA Lmax. 
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4.2 World Health Organisation Guidelines 

As noted, for this situation Leq is considered to better describe the effect of this type of noise 
on a population. 

World Health Organisation (WHO) guidelines1 note that during daytime, few people are 
highly annoyed at outdoor noise levels below 55 dBA Leq. The guidelines further recommend 
that in order to protect the majority of people from being seriously annoyed during daytime, 
the outdoor sound level from steady continuous noise should not exceed 55 dBA Leq in 
outdoor living areas.  

4.2.1 Special Audible Characteristics 

NZS 6802 includes the application of an adjustment for special audible characteristics (SAC). 
The presence of SAC within the noise of interest can therefore be adjusted by the addition 
of 5 dB.  

While general railway noise, including that of locomotives, may have audible characteristics 
(as does most noise), it would not normally be considered to have special audible 
characteristics. However, the sound of the warning device (whistles, horns, etc.) is sufficient 
to warrant the application of this 5 dB “penalty” to the Leq descriptor. Consequently it is 
considered that a level of 50 dBA Leq is reasonable for noise containing SAC, received within 
a residential area. 

4.2.2 Duration Adjustment 

In this situation the railway noise is not steady, or continuous, as contemplated by the WHO 
Guidelines. The District Plan daytime hours extend from 7am to 7pm. Within that timeframe 
the railway operates for 5 hours (11am-4pm). Consequently a duration adjustment in 
accordance with NZS 6802 of 3 dB can be applied. This duration adjustment therefore brings 
what would be considered a reasonable level for Silverstream Railway noise, received within 
a residential area, to (50 + 3 =) 53 dBA Leq.  

4.3 Reasonable Noise Level – Summary 

It is considered therefore that a reasonable level of noise from the Silverstream Railway 
activities, received within a residential area, to be as follows: 

 53 dBA Leq; and

 70 dBA Lmax.

5.0 RAILWAY NOISE MODELLING 

The operational noise from the Silverstream Railway, propagating to the Silverstream Spur 
environment, was carried out using sound power levels derived from the on-site 
measurements, in a noise propagation model implemented in SoundPLAN software. In this 
software, the ISO 9613-2 industrial noise propagation model for distributed line sources was 
used.  

Note that the sound power levels have been derived from the highest noise level 
measurement of the noisier of the two locomotives (L509) operating on the day of the 

1 Community Noise ed. B. Berglund, T. Lindvall, D H Schwela (prepared for World Health Organisation), 1999 
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Marshall Day Acoustics site visit. In many cases, noise levels may be less than this. In some 
cases, for instance, with the larger locomotives operating (e.g. Ww571, Ka 935, etc.) the 
noise levels may be higher. However most of these larger locomotives are currently not in 
service. On the day of the Marshall Day Acoustics site visit, only the two locomotives that 
are the subject of this assessment were operating. 

Figure 3 shows the 53 dBA Leq contour, or “limit line” resulting from the railway operational 
noise using L509, and Figure 4 shows the District Plan 70 dBA Lmax contour, again using the 
data measured for L509. Within each image, the indicative location of the proposed 
residential property areas is shown. 

The base image has been taken from a document forwarded by Beca to Marshall Day 
Acoustics. There has been some distortion of the dimensions, but it is sufficient to indicate 
the proposed residential property areas in relation to the noise contour limit lines. 

Appendix D contains a more comprehensive set of noise contours, using the Upper Hutt City 
Council GIS aerial photograph as a base image. 

Appendix E shows an aerial photograph with the area of the Silverstream Spur identified as 
suitable for residential development in terms of noise from the Silverstream Railway. This 
land has been identified using the Lmax 70 dBA contour as it is marginally more conservative, 
compared to the Leq 53 dBA contour. 
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Figure 3: 53 dBA Leq limit contour – L509 (base image provided by Beca). 
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Figure 4: 70 dBA Lmax limit contour L509 (base image provided by Beca). 
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6.0 DISCUSSION 

The modelling, as shown on the indicative Figures 3 and 4, shows that for the railway 
activities as measured by Marshall Day Acoustics on Sunday 30 November 2014, property 
areas 5 and 6 are predicted to be exposed to Silverstream railway activity noise higher than 
would be considered reasonable for a residential area.  

It has been predicted that proposed property areas 1 to 4 would receive sufficient noise 
reduction due to a combination of setback distance and topographical screening so as to 
receive railway noise that would be considered reasonable for a residential area. 

Note that the noise modelling is based on the highest noise level measurement of the 
noisier of the two locomotives (L509) operating on the day of the Marshall Day Acoustics 
site visit. Other locomotives, operating conditions, and rolling stock may produce different 
noise levels. 
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APPENDIX A GLOSSARY OF TERMINOLOGY 

dB Decibel 
The unit of sound level. 

Expressed as a logarithmic ratio of sound pressure P relative to a reference 

pressure of Pr=20 Pa i.e. dB = 20 x log(P/Pr)   

dBA The unit of sound level which has its frequency characteristics modified by a 
filter (A-weighted) so as to more closely approximate the frequency bias of 
the human ear. 

A-weighting The process by which noise levels are corrected to account for the non-linear 
frequency response of the human ear. 

SWL or LW Sound Power Level 
A logarithmic ratio of the acoustic power output of a source relative to 10-12 
watts and expressed in decibels. Sound power level is calculated from 
measured sound pressure levels and represents the level of total sound 
power radiated by a sound source. 

Leq The equivalent continuous (time-averaged) sound level.  This is commonly 
referred to as the average noise level. 

L95 The noise level equalled or exceeded for 95% of the measurement period.  
This is commonly referred to as the background noise level.  

L10 The noise level equalled or exceeded for 10% of the measurement period.  
This is commonly referred to as the average maximum noise level.  

Lmax  The maximum noise level.  The highest noise level which occurs during the 
measurement period. 
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APPENDIX B NOISE MEASUREMENT POSITIONS 

Figure B1: Noise Measurement Positions (Base Image: UHCC GIS). 
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APPENDIX C NOISE LEVEL MEASUREMENTS 

Measurement 
Position 

Measured Noise Levels (dBA) Comments 

L10 Leq Lmax 

MP 1 67 81 103 L509, leaving from east end loop, 25m. 

MP 1 53 51 66 Ambient, no rail traffic. Includes birds, distant 
traffic, etc.  

MP 2 58 74 105 PWD 531 east end loop; De-coupling, re-coupling, 
departing. 16 m at closest point. 

MP 2 73 76 97 L509, no whistle; 6m 

MP 3 79 74 85 PWD 531 passing; no whistle; 5m from track 

MP 3 77 82 90 PWD 531 passing; whistle blast; 5m from tracks 

MP 3 76 89 110 L509 passing; whistle blast; 5m 

MP 4 94 95 118 L509 departs station; whistle blast; 4m from track 
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APPENDIX D NOISE CONTOURS 
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Figure D1: Silverstream Railway activity noise; locomotive L509; Leq, dBA (Base Image: UHCC GIS). 
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Figure D2: Silverstream Railway activity noise; locomotive L509; Lmax, dBA (Base Image: UHCC GIS) 
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APPENDIX E  RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT SUITABILITY AREA 

Figure E1: The purple shaded area represents the area of Silverstream Spur that is not recommended for residential development, in terms of noise 
from the Silverstream Railway locomotive 509 activities. (Base Image: UHCC GIS). 
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SUBMISSION BY SAVE OUR HILLS (UPPER HTT) INCORPORATED 

PROPOSED	PLAN	CHANGE	TO	THE	UPPER	HUTT	CITY	COUNCIL	DISTRICT	PLAN	

Proposed	Plan	Change	49—Open	Spaces—Variation	1	

NAME	OF	SUBMITTER:	SAVE OUR HILLS (UPPER HTT) INCORPORATED. [SOH] 

POSTAL	ADDRESS	OF	SUBMITTER:		P.O. Box 48-070 Silverstream, Upper Hutt, 5142 

AGENT	ACTING	FOR	SUBMITTER	(IF	APPLICABLE):	N/A 

ADDRESS	FOR	SERVICE	(IF	DIFFERENT	FROM	ABOVE):	Same as above 

CONTACT	TELEPHONE	:	027 226 3364 

CONTACT	EMAIL:		helpsaveourhills@gmail.com 

I	could	gain	an	advantage	in	trade	competition	through	this	submission:		No 

Details	of	submission	

The	specific	provisions	of	the	proposed	Plan	Change	that	my/our	submission	relates	to	are	as	
follows:	 

1. Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential
Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space. 

2. Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from
development. 

3. Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor.
4. The proposed site-specific provisions would provide access to the Silverstream Spur

for a range of recreation, conservation and customary purposes, as well as potential 
future access to the Southern Growth Area. 

My/Our	submission	is	that:	[PLEASE	STATE	IN	SUMMARY	THE	NATURE	OF	YOUR	SUBMISSION.	CLEARLY	INDICATE	WHETHER
YOU	SUPPORT	OR	OPPOSE	THE	SPECIFIC	PROVISIONS	OR	WISH	TO	HAVE	AMENDMENTS	MADE,	GIVING	REASONS.]:	 

1) Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation
Zone to Natural Open Space - SOH supports this proposal. The Silverstream Spur has
illegitimately been shown on Council planning maps for the last 30 years as ‘Residential
Conservation’ zone. The Spur was originally a recogised part of Upper Hutt City’s
greenbelt and was intended to be offcially made a Reserve under the reserves Act 1977.
The lapse of 30 years does not make the “Residential Conservation” zoning legitimate. It
is appropriate for Council to take the opportunity now to rezone the entire Spur as
“Natural Open Space”. SOH requests that further to this, Council also carry out now its
original stated intention of making the entire 35.14ha of Silverstream Spur a Reserve
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under the Reserves Act 1977 and provide walking and cycling access through the Spur 
for recreational and consevation puposes for the public (SOH Submission Appendix 1, 
attached). 

2) Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development -
SOH supports this proposal, and requests that it be extended to include the entire 35ha of 
the Spur, i.e. that the entire 35ha of the Spur be protected from development, meaning 
no “transport corridor” and no “infrastructure” on the Spur. SOH would like to see the 
entire Spur cleared of pines and replanted in native plants and trees, as an important 
corridor for birds linking both sides of the Hutt Valley, as commented by forest ecologist, 
John Campbell (see Appendix 2 to this submission, attached): 

a) The natural vegetation of this area would have been hard beech forest on the gentler ridge
tops, with occasional rewarewa, miro and terrestrial rata, over an understorey dominated by
kamahi. Around the edges of the ridge-top hard beech forest and on the upper slopes of the
valley sides, the hard beech would have given way to black beech, rimu and rewarewa, with
occasional matai and terrestrial northern rata, over kamahi with some hinau. The valley
sides would have been composed of black beech, rimu, and occasional miro and matai, with
emergent rewarewa, pukatea, occasional epiphytic rata and mamaku tree ferns, whereas
the valley floor forest would have been composed mainly of kahikatea, pukatea, epiphytic
rata and totara.

b) The bird species most likely to benefit from such a corridor would be tomtit (presently found
on both sides of the valley (Witako Reserve and Dry Gully Reserve)), whitehead, and the
rifleman. Bellbirds are stronger fliers and also present on both sides of the valley, and
numbers appear to be slowly increasing in the Pinehaven area. There are huge advantages in
maintaining genetic diversity in sparse populations of rarer species such as bellbirds that still
inhabit the local area. Although some of the habitats along the ridge may be unsuitable for
populations to establish permanently, birds can disperse through these areas more safely by
flying from tree to tree, thus avoiding cats. If the Guilford land becomes covered in houses,
household cats would effectively create a permanent barrier to the passage of rarer birds
that are weak fliers.

3) Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor - SOH
opposes this proposal. The proposed transport corridor and infrastructure through the 
Spur is for the benefit of a private developer (Guildford Timber Company) and as such 
should not be paid for out of the public purse in this public PC49 Variation 1, but rather it 
should be paid for by the developer via a Private Plan Change. 

4) The proposed site-specific provisions would provide access to the Silverstream Spur for a
range of recreation, conservation and customary purposes, as well as potential future 
access to the Southern Growth Area. 

a) SOH supports the proposal to open up the Spur for a range of recreation,
conservation and customary purposes, and all this requires are walking and cycling 
tracks (like in Ecclesfield and  Witako Reserves, and the native bush areas in 
Trentham Memorial Park) – it does not require “a transport corridor” or 
“infrastructure” to open up the Spur for a range of recreation and conservation 
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purposes. SOH would oppose any proposal to put “a transport corridor” or 
“infrastructure” through the native bush areas in Trentham Memorial Park, and 
similarly we oppose “a transport corridor” or “infrastructure” through the Spur; 

b) SOH opposes the proposal to include in this public Plan Change access by way of “a
transport corridor” and “infrastructure” through the Silverstream Spur to Guildford 
Timber Company’s proposed private development along the Silverstream, Pinehaven 
and Blue Mountains ridge lines. Any access and infrastructure for Guildford’s private 
development (Council’s so-called ‘Southern Growth Area’) should be by way of a 
Private Plan Change.  The majority of the public has strongly opposed Guildford’s 
proposed development on the Pinehaven hills. For example, 

i) 403 out of 508 submissions in UHCC’s Urban Growth Strategy ‘Issues and
Options’ consultation in 2015 stated they did not want development on the 
Pinehaven hills and that: “I want the visual values, landscape values, heritage 
values and ecological values of the hills around Silverstream and Pinehaven 
protected in the UHCC District Plan’s "Southern Hills Overlay." 

ii) The majority public opinion was clear in the results of consultation on UHCC’s
PC50 ‘Outcomes and Methods (Strategic Objectives and Policies)’, held in 
Sept/Nov 2020 – urban development on the forested and bush-clad Pinehaven 
hills is not wanted by the public, evident in 88.5% of respondents opposing 
Objective 1 (development within Gillespies Road, Kingsley Heights and Southern 
Growth Areas), and 83% of respondents opposing Objective 1 Policy 2 which 
proposed a minimum density in the Southern Growth Area of 16 dwellings per 
hectare which translates to a minimum 2,500 dwellings in Guildford’s 
approximate 160ha development area. [This figure for the number of dwellings in 
Guildford’s proposal on the Pinehaven hills is confirmed in a 2022 IPI 
Intensification consultation document which assesses the yield for the proposed 
Guildford development – UHCC Southern Growth Area (SGA) – ranging from 
1,960 to 2,857 Plan-enabled sections on the ridges]. Council’s own report on this 
PC50 consultation acknowledges that: “The two largest themes from written 
feedback in opposition were about the retention of the area as a green backdrop 
to Pinehaven, retaining the greenspace …” 

iii) 53.6% of respondents (45 out of 84 submissions received) opposed or expressed
concern about UHCC’s ‘Southern Growth Area’ (the proposed Guildford 
development on the Silverstream, Pinehaven and Blue Mountains hills) in the 
2021 consultation on the Wellington Regional Growth Framework. Only 3.6%  of 
respondents (3 out of 84) supported the ‘Southern Growth Area’ development. 

c) Access to such a large-scale private development by Guildford Timber Company
(GTC) should be provided by the developer via a Private Plan Change, not via a Public 
Plan Change, and certainly not via PC49 variation 1, a Public Plan Change for making 
the Silverstream Spur ‘Natural Open Space’. Furthermore, there is a no information 
whatsoever in PC49 variation 1 about the location, route or size of the proposed 
“transport corridor” and “infrastructure” through the Spur. Supporting such access 
would be like writing a blank cheque from the public purse for the benefit of a 
private developer, Guildford Timber Company (GTC). Therefore we strongly oppose 
the proposed access through the Spur for opening up the GTC/SGA development. 
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I/We	seek	the	following	decision	from	the	local	authority	[PLEASE	GIVE	PRECISE	DETAILS]	:	

1) Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation
Zone to Natural Open Space for the entire Spur. Then complete the process of officially
making the entire 35ha Silverstream Spur a Reserve under the Reserves Act 1977;

2) Protect the identified Significant Natural Areas on the Silverstream Spur from
development and also protect the remainder of the entire 35ha of Silverstream Spur
from development. Regenerate the entire Spur with native plants and bush;

3) DO NOT enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor,
through the Silverstream Spur;

4) Access:

a) DO provide pedestrian and cycling access to and through the Silverstream Spur for a
range of recreation, conservation and customary purposes;

b) DO NOT provide potential future access to the Southern Growth Area (Guildford
Timber Company private development) through the Silverstream Spur in this Public
Plan Change 49 Variation 1.  Any access for opening up the proposed Guildford
Timber Company land for development should be via a Private Plan Change.

Please	indicate	whether	you	wish	to	be	heard	in	support	of	your	submission:	

YES,	I	do	wish	to	be	heard	in	support	of	my	submission. 

Please	indicate	whether	you	wish	to	make	a	joint	case	at	the	hearing	if	others	make	a	similar	
submission:	

NO,	I/we	do	not	wish	to	make	a	joint	case.	
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Signature	and	date	

Signature	of	person	making	submission	or	person	authorised	to	sign	on	behalf	of	person	making	
submission:	 

Stephen	Pattinson	
President	
Save	Our	Hills	(Upper	Hutt)	incorporated	
M:	027	226	3374	

4th	November	2022	

SIGNATURE		 DATE	
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Proposed	Plan	Change	49—Open	Spaces—Variation	1	 

 
 
Submission by Save Our Hills (Upper Hutt) Incorporated  
 
 

Appendix 1:  Silverstream Spur illegitimately zoned as RCON 
(Residential Conservation) 

 
When Upper Hutt City Council acquired the Spur land it was known as the “Silverstream 
Spur” [so named in a Memorandum to UHCC Ordinary Council Meeting 26 February 1992]. 
The total area of the Spur is 35.14ha.  It was purchased in 1991 from Council Reserve funds.  
It was zoned as “Town Belt”(Fig. 1). It was part of the city’s ‘Green Belt’ (see Figs. 6a, 6b).  
 

 
 
Fig. 1 - Silverstream Spur in 1991 – Part of “Town Belt” zone – a reserve , i.e. part of the city 
“Green Belt” - See PC49 submission by Submitter No. 27 - Silver Stream Railway.  
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On 24 September 1991 Council publicly notified a District Scheme Review (No.4) in the 
Upper Hutt Leader (Fig. 2).  A Planning Map in that review (Urban Map No. 2 – see Figs. 3a & 
3b) showed about 15.84ha of the Spur changed to “Rural Hill” zone and about 19.30ha of 
the Spur changed to Residential Conservation zone.  
 

 
 
Fig. 2 – Public Notification of UHCC District Scheme Review No. 4 on 24 September 1991 
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Fig. 3a - Scheme Review No.4 - Map 2 - half the Spur changed to “Residential Conservation” 

 
 
Fig. 3b - Scheme Review No.4 – LEGEND: R CON = Residential Conservation; Designation R7 
= Scenic Reserve 
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The developer of Sylvan Way subdivision which was being planned at that time, Mr W. S. 
Wyatt, wrote to Council on 21 February 1992 pointing out that the Residential Conservation 
zone on his land was also shown incorrectly on the Spur land (Fig. 4a & 4b). Mr Wyat asked 
that his correspondence be accepted as a late submission in the District Scheme Review. 
 

 
 
Fig. 4a - Corrspondence Mr Wyatt to UHCC, 21 Feb 1992, about incorrect zone on the Spur 
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Fig. 4b - Correspondence Mr Wyatt to UHCC – R CON on north side of Kiln Street is the Spur 
 
The City Planner responded to Mr Wyatt acknowledging that the Residential Conservation 
zoning on the Spur was an error and that it would be altered (Fig. 5).  
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Fig. 5 - UHCC City Planner’s reply to Mr Wyatt acknowledges the incorrrect zoning on the 
Spur and advises that the zoning will be altered [corrected]. 
 
The City Planner then wrote a memo to the Mayor, Chief Executive and City Solicitor 
pointing out this error in the zoning of the Spur on Urban Map No. 2, stating that it would 
be corrected to show the Spur “designated” as “Scenic Reserve”. He wrote, quote: 
 

“Two errors were found on Zoning Map 2 by Mr Warwick Wyatt ...  
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i) The ex: Hutt County Green Belt area bounded yellow on the attached map 
[the half of the Spur shown zoned as Residential Conservation] should be 
designated (R7) Scenic Reserve and not Residential Conservation.”  

 
Memo from City Planner to the Mayor, Chief Executive and City 

Solicitor, dated 25 February 1992. (Figs. 6a & 6b) 
 

 
Fig. 6a - UHCC City Planner’s Memo to the Mayor, Chief Executive and City Solicitor advising 
of the error in the zoning of the Spur and stating it would be designated “Scenic Reserve”. 
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Fig. 6b - UHCC City Planner’s Memo to Mayor, Chief Executive and City Solicitor – yellow 
highlighting around the “R CON” zoning on the Spur is the zoning “error” to be corrected. 
[NB: Yellow highlighting on yellow paper – the highlighting around the R CON area on the 
Silverstream Spur is faint after 30 years but is still discernable] 
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The City Solicitor then wrote to all Councils in the Wellington region, the Minister for the 
Environment and the Department of Conservation pointing out that the zoning of the Spur 
land as Residential Conservation on Urban Map No. 2 was an error and advising that Council 
would correct it to show the Spur land as “Rural B Restricted” with a designation as “Scenic 
Reserve”, stating: 
 

“UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL – PROPOSED DISTRICT SCHEME (REVIEW NO.4) 
 
I refer to my letter dated 19 September 1991 with which I enclosed a copy of the 
public notification of Review No. 4. 
 
A number of objections or submissions were received. Council has prepared a 
summary of alterations proposed by those submissions or objections. The Summary 
will be publicly notified in the “Leader” on 10th March 1992. 
 
... I enclose a copy herewith. 
 
Summary of Requests for Alterations ... 
 
The Council is ... required to publicly notify a summary of all requests for alterations 
to the proposed District Scheme (Review No. 4) contained in the submissions or 
objections received. The summary is set out below. ... 
 
Requests for Alterations to Planning Maps: ... 
 
11. The Upper Hutt City Council seeks the following alterations ... 
 
Correct Map 2 as follows: 
 

a) change zoning of land on northern side of Kiln Street [Silverstream Spur] 
from Residential Conservation to Rural B (restricted) and record its 
designation as R7 (Scenic Reserve). 
 
 UHCC City Solicitor letter, 3rd March 1992 (Figs. 7a – 7e) 
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Fig. 7a - UHCC City Solicitor’s letter to all Councils in the Wellington region, the Minister for 
the Environment and the Department of Conservation advising of publishing of submissions 
on the District Scheme Review No. 4. 
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Fig. 7b - UHCC City Solicitor’s letter (contd) 
 

 
 
Fig. 7c - UHCC City Solicitor’s letter (contd) 
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Fig. 7d - UHCC City Solicitor’s letter (contd) 
 



 13 

 
 
Fig. 7e - UHCC City Solicitor’s letter (contd) – Note at bottom of page – error in zoning on 
Spur to be corrected and designated as “Scenic Reserve” – this was published in the Upper 
Hutt Leader on 10th March 1992 (see Fig. 8). 
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The City Solicitor’s above letter was published in full in the Upper Hutt Leader on 10 March 
1992, being the Council’s summary of public objections and submissions on the District 
Scheme Review No.4. The statement about correcting the zoning of the Spur to “Scenic 
Reserve” is on p36 of this edition of the Leader (Fig. 8) 
 

 
 
Fig. 8 – UHCC City Solicitor’s public notification in the Leader, includes acknowledgement of 
the error in the R CON zoning on the Spur, to be corrected to “Scenic Reserve”. 
 
 



 15 

Although a number of late submissions on the Distrcit Scheme Review No. 4 were accepted 
by Council at its Ordinary Coumcil Meeting on 26th February 1992, Mr Wyatt’s late 
submission (dated 21 February 1992) was left out of the late submissions. However the 
zoning error on the Spur that Mr Wyatt had brought to the Council’s attention was listed 
both in the City Solicitor’s letter to the Department of Conservstion (Figs. 7a – 7e) and i the 
Upper Hutt Leader (Fig. 8) in UHCC’s submission on Scheme review No.4 among Map errors 
to be corrected.  
 
Indications from documents obtained by SOH from Council to date are that the City Planner 
(who was Council’s representative at the Hearing for Council’s objections/submissions on 
Review No. 4) did not include the Map 2 correction from ‘Residential Conservation’ zoning 
to ‘Scenic Reserve’ designation in Council’s presentation at the Hearing.  
 
Council never followed through on it’s commitment to the public, the Minister for the 
Environment and the Department of Conservation to correct the zoning of the Spur to 
“Rural B Restricted” with a Designation as “Scenic Reserve”. Instead the Council has left it all 
these years as “Residential Conservation”, claiming now misleadingly that the zoning change 
on the Spur was an outcome of District Scheme Review No.4 that had followed due planning 
procedure which included public consultation (UHCC OIA Response 20 April 2021 to SOH 
OIA Request 01 March 2021). 
 
SOH is awaiting an OIA response from Council to a request for the City Planner’s Report to 
the Judicial Committee that presided over the Hearing for District Scheme Review No. 4 to 
verify whether or not the City Planner mentioned anything about the incorrect zoning of the 
Spur at the Hearing. 
 
It is clear that the City Planner did not carry out his commitment to Mr Wyatt, the Mayor, 
the Chief Executive, the City Solicitor, the regional and local Councils, the Minister for the 
Environment, the Department of Conservation and the general public to correct the zoning 
error on the Spur.  Consequently the incorrect Residential Conservation zoning on 
Silverstream Spur still exists today on Council’s Urban Planning Maps 39 and 40 (Fig. 9), 
which Council re-formatted in October 2021 (Fig. 10). 
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Fig. 9 - UHCC Planning Maps 39 & 40 

 
Fig. 10 - UHCC Planning Maps 39 & 40 (re-formatted October 2021) 
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The public was not consulted about the zone change of the Silverstream Spur to “Residential 
Conservation”.  Council claims today that it did consult the public about changing the zoning 
of the Spur from reserve land to residential Conservation.  However, Coumncil has not been 
able to provide any documentation to show that the public was consulted.  The reason 
Council cannot provide any documentation to show that it consulted the public about this 
change of zoning to Residential Conservation on Silverstream Spur is because Council never 
never followed due planning processes to consult the public about it. 
 
It is appropriate and indeed incumbent on Council to make good its promise back in 1992 to 
correct the error on its Urban Planning Maps 39 and 40 by including the Silverstream Spur in 
Plan Change 49 ‘Open Spaces’ and officially designating the Silverstream Spur under the 
Reserves Act 1977 as a “Scenic Reserve”.  But regrettably Council left the Silverstream Spur 
out of Plan Change 49 (Fig. 11). The Spur has now been included in PC49 Variation 1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Fig. 11 - UHCC PC49 Planning Map – Silverstream Spur omitted from Open Space zones 
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As representatives of the public interest, we want the zoning of the entirety of the Spur 
(35.14ha) to be “Natural Open Space” with a Dsignation as “Scenic Reserve”, to preserve 
and protect the Spur as a public scenic reserve for present and future generations to enjoy 
(Fig. 12). 
 
 
 

 
 
Fig. 12 - Photo of Silverstream Spur (by Allan Sheppard), and extract from PPA’s “Pinehaven 
News, November 2021. 
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Although Council left the Silverstream Spur out of Plan Change 49, the Spur has now been 
included in PC49 Variation 1 (Fig. 13). 
 

 
 
Fig. 13 – Proposed change of zomning of Silverstream Spur to Natural Open Space in UHCC’s 
PC49 Variation 1 – Silverstream Spur. 
 
Summary: 
 
The Silverstream Spur has illegitimately been shown on Council planning maps for the last 
30 years as ‘Residential Conservation’ zone. The Spur was originally a recogised part of 
Upper Hutt City’s greenbelt and was intended to be offcially made a Reserve under the 
reserves Act 1977.  The lapse of 30 years does not make the “Residential Conservation” 
zoning legitimate. It is appropriate for Council to take the opportunity now to rezone the 
entire Spur as “Natural Open Space”. SOH requests that further to this, Council also carry 
out now its original stated intention of making the entire 35.14ha of Silverstream Spur a 
Reserve under the Reserves Act 1977 and provide walking and cycling access through the 
Spur for recreational and consevation puposes for the public. 
 
Prepared by  
Save Our Hills (Upper Hutt) Incorporated and  
Pinehaven Progressive Association 
 
 
 

GENERAL
RESIDENTIAL

RURALHILL
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Review of Boffa Miskell Report (2015) on the Ecological values of Silverstream Spur  
 
The Boffa Miskell report evaluates the ecological condition of the Silverstream Spur reserve, 
and draws conclusions regarding its ecological value at the time of the survey in April 2015. 
 
Because the purpose of the report was to evaluate the Silverstream Spur reserve, the 
ecological context of the wider area was not examined in detail but was commented on in 
relation to the potential of an ecological corridor for native species. 
 
The final conclusion of the report stated “As such, we can find no evidence nor reason to 
conclude that the Silverstream Spur has any current important ecological values, nor has it 
any critical ecological functional roles in the wider landscape including a corridor 
function.” 
 
Comments on the report in the context of native species in the Hutt Valley. 
 
Overall, the report by Boffa Miskell dismisses any ecological value of the Silverstream Spur, 
which taken in the context of only the Silverstream Spur reserve at the time of the 
evaluation and, if scored against values such as “nativeness” and species rarity, “intact 
mature forest” or threatened species does not rate the reserve highly. However, the 
“ecological value” of the site should be viewed in a broader and longer-term context than 
just modified vegetation on the end of a spur. This reserve instead should be treated as part 
of a broader conservation network for this part of the Hutt Valley. If the corridor can be 
made to function satisfactorily, it will benefit bird populations on both sides of the valley. 
 
The natural vegetation of this area would have been hard beech forest on the gentler ridge 
tops, with occasional rewarewa, miro and terrestrial rata, over an understorey dominated 
by kamahi. Around the edges of the ridge-top hard beech forest and on the upper slopes of 
the valley sides, the hard beech would have given way to black beech, rimu and rewarewa, 
with occasional matai and terrestrial northern rata, over kamahi with some hinau. The 
valley sides would have been composed of black beech, rimu, and occasional miro and 
matai, with emergent rewarewa, pukatea, occasional epiphytic rata and mamaku tree ferns, 
whereas the valley floor forest would have been composed mainly of kahikatea, pukatea, 
epiphytic rata and totara. 
 
None of the forest types referred to in the Boffa Miskell report that included Hall’s totara, 
silver beech, southern rata and red beech would ever have been found in the local area as 
forest containing the first two grows at higher altitudes and neither red beech nor southern 
rata are found locally. 
 
Over half of the present vegetation of the Silverstream Spur (20 ha) is in pines and a hectare 
of land that was burnt within the last 20 years is in young gorse. However, the remainder of 
the area (51%) is now in regenerating broadleaf/gorse and mixed seral forest. These latter 
species combinations are predominately in gullies where the rate of change to native 
vegetation is usually more rapid because of more moisture and thus natives have better 
growth rates to overtop the gorse.  
 



The Taita Gorge and the Silverstream Spur together form the only part of the Hutt Valley 
south of Kaitoke where there is any possibility of creating a biological corridor that would 
link the native forested headwaters of the Wainuiomata and Orongorongo valley 
catchments to the western side of the Hutt Valley. The distance between the end of the 
Silverstream Spur and the western hills is only 700 metres at its shortest distance. We still 
have significant bird species such as the New Zealand falcon, bellbirds and tomtits on both 
sides of the Hutt Valley, but fragmented populations will have a low genetic diversity and 
their long-term viability is more in danger as a result. Any means of keeping or developing 
linkages between currently separated populations will increase the likelihood of their 
survival into future. It is incumbent on planners to retain what is already in existence and to 
ensure that significant native species are protected for future generations. 
 
The linear distribution of areas of native vegetation along the entire ridge, and the short 
distances between adjacent patches of native vegetation makes the entire ridge much more 
valuable as potential corridor that can link areas of native forest and, with a little attention 
to keeping the linkages intact, the corridor concept is not, as the Boffa Miskell report would 
have it, lacking any ecological value. As the vegetation matures with age, the value of the 
native forest remnants will continue to increase. Short term considerations should not over-
ride the future benefits of retaining a healthy environment and diversity of native species. 
Regardless of the final use of the Southern ridge an attempt should be made to both keep a 
corridor of forest vegetation and, where possible, to enhance it by undertaking and 
encouraging the strategic planting of native species to retain or create a tree-to-tree linear 
route for birds. 
 
The bird species most likely to benefit from such a corridor would be tomtit (presently 
found on both sides of the valley (Witako Reserve and Dry Gully Reserve)), whitehead, and 
the rifleman. Bellbirds are stronger fliers and also present on both sides of the valley, and 
numbers appear to be slowly increasing in the Pinehaven area. There are huge advantages 
in maintaining genetic diversity in sparse populations of rarer species such as bellbirds that 
still inhabit the local area. Although some of the habitats along the ridge may be unsuitable 
for populations to establish permanently, birds can disperse through these areas more 
safely by flying from tree to tree, thus avoiding cats. If the Guilford land becomes covered in 
houses, household cats would effectively create a permanent barrier to the passage of rarer 
birds that are weak fliers.  
 
The report listed four species of bird seen during the ground survey: grey warbler, silvereye, 
fantail and starling. In the nearby local area however, there are also tui, bellbirds, native 
falcon, Australasian harrier, blackbird, thrush, chaffinch, dunnock, shining cuckoo (seasonal), 
tomtit, magpie, and native pigeons. Not all these species would use the Silverstream spur, 
but birds that visit the reserve and carry seed of native trees from the western side of the 
valley (less than 1km away) will continually increase the diversity of native species all along 
the ridge.  
 
 
John Campbell 
Forest Ecologist 
20 April 2021 



To:  Upper Hutt City Council 

Submission on Variation 1 on Proposed Plan Change 49 – Silverstream Spur to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan 

Submissions can be: 

Delivered to: HAPAI Building, 879-881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 
Posted to: Variation 1 to PC49 – Silverstream Spur, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 
Faxed to: (04) 528 2652
Emailed to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

The closing date for submissions is Friday 4 November 2022 at 5pm 

PLEASE NOTE THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN YOUR SUBMISSION, INCLUDING YOUR 
CONTACT DETAILS, WILL BE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC 

DETAILS OF SUBMITTER 

Name of submitter Rachel Stuart 

Postal address of submitter 1 Chalfont Road, Upper Hutt 

Agent acting for 
submitter (if applicable) 

Address for service 
(if different from above) 

Contact phone / email Telephone: 0276972052 Email: Rachelryan1@hotmail.com 

I could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through this 
submission 
(Please tick one) 

NO x Only answer this question if you ticked YES: 

I am / am not (select one) directly affected by an effect of the subject 
matter of the submission that: 
(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade
competition.

YES 

File Number:  351/12-051 
Submission Number: 
(for office use only) 

Submission 92

SUBMISSION FORM (FORM 5) 

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL 
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DETAILS OF SUBMISSION 

The specific provisions of the Variation that my submission relates to are as follows: 

The transport corridor 

 

 

 

 

 

(Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

My submission is that: 

The Silverstream Spur should be zoned 100% as open space 

 

I disagree with the following provisions, and want them to be removed from the proposed plan change:  

1. Enable site-specific provisions for infrastructure, including a transport corridor.  

2. The proposed site-specific provisions would provide access to the Silverstream Spur for potential future access to the 
(External link) Southern Growth Area.  

 

I agree with the following provisions: 

1. Rezone the Silverstream Spur from a mix of Rural Hill Zone and Residential Conservation Zone to Natural Open Space.  

2. Protect identified significant natural areas on the Silverstream Spur from development.  

3. Enable site-specific provisions to provide access to the Silverstream Spur for a range of recreation, conservation and 
customary purposes (only). 

 

 

(Please state in summary the nature of your submission.  Clearly indicate whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or 
wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.  Please use additional sheets if necessary) 

I seek the following decision from the local authority: 

That the Silverstream Spur is rezoned to Natural Open Space.  

That the Silverstream Spur remains exclusively Natural Open Space, with no transport corridor (now or in the future). 

 Designate the Spur as a Reserve (Reserves Act 1977) 

 

 

 

 
(Please give precise details and use additional sheets if necessary) 

Please indicate whether you wish to be heard in support 
of your submission (Tick appropriate box) 

I do wish to be heard in support of my submission  

I do not wish to be heard in support of my 
submission 

x 

Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at 
the hearing if others make a similar submission (Tick 
appropriate box) 

I do wish to make a joint case  

I do not wish to make a joint case x 



 

 

SIGNATURE AND DATE 

 
 
Rachel Lee Stuart (digital signature) 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission 
 
Date: 4 November 2022 
(Note: A signature is not required if you are making your submission by electronic means) 
 
Terms of making a submission - Upper Hutt City Council collects contact information on this form as part of the consultation process. Your personal 
information will be securely stored at Upper Hutt City Council and only accessed by Council officers for the intended purpose. You can request that 
your personal information be corrected at any time. Submission of this form is deemed as your agreement to these terms.  
 
PLEASE NOTE Your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the 
submission (or part of the submission): 1 it is frivolous or vexatious; 2 it discloses no reasonable or relevant case; 3 it would be an abuse of the 
hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further; 4 it contains offensive language; 5 it is supported only by material that 
purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised 
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter. 
 

 



Ā UPANE KA UPANE WHITI TE RA 

Te Rūnanga o Toa Rangatira Inc. 26 Ngāti Toa Street, Takapūwāhia, Porirua 5022. Ph: 04 237 7922. www.ngatitoa.iwi.nz 

Emily Thomson  
Planning Policy Manager 
Upper Hutt City Council   
838-842 Fergusson Drive
Upper Hutt Central, Upper Hutt 5018

10 Noema 2022 

Tēnā koe Emily, 

Submission: Variation 1 to proposed Plan Change 49 - Silverstream Spur 

This is a submission on the following proposed plan change: Plan Change 49 by Te Rūnanga 
o Toa Rangatira as the mandated iwi authority under the Ngāti Toa Deed of Settlement Claims
Act (2014).

Thank you for providing Rūnanga kaimahi the opportunity to conduct a site visit with your 
Planners to Upper Hutt’s Silverstream Spur.  

We understand, with the Plan Variation 1, you are seeking to change the Zoning of the area 
Silverstream Spur in your Operative District Plan. We do support this area to be rezoned and 
considered as ‘Natural Open Space’ to strengthen its importance to Tangata Whenua and iwi 
in the area.  

In addition to its cultural significance and providing cultural activities to be performed, rezoning 
will provide protection and conservation of natural character, indigenous vegetation, and 
ecological and landscape values the Spur has. These are important matters to Tangata 
Whenua. It is important that cultural, ecological and environmental values are protected from 
development in the District Plan and inappropriate subdivision and land development is 
prevented through rezoning and provisions.  

The proposal for this variation includes the protection of identified significant natural areas on 
Silverstream Spur from development. We ask that identifying sites and areas of significance 
to Māori is made a priority so that they are protected from development in the Silverstream 
Spur. We are aware that current operative District Plan does not have a legal sites and areas 
significant to Māori schedule and an associated Chapter providing protection and maintenance 
of these sites and areas.  
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We request the addition of NOSZ-R22 which makes the removal of indigenous vegetation a 
discretionary activity. Discretionary activity status is more appropriate if specific conditions or 
standards are not met while considering proposals for this zone.  

The plan variation mentions enabling access for customary activities however, there are not 
any meaningful provisions for customary activities. We are more than happy to work with you 
and with our Tangata Whenua partners in the rohe to come up with a solution that focuses on 
producing such provisions with your kaimahi.  

The Open Space Strategy Objectives do not mention the protection of indigenous vegetation 
or Māori rights and cultural traditions associated with this Plan Variation. We would be more 
than happy to have a kōrero with you and improve how all Council documents can align 
strategically and should support the District Plan provisions suggested above, and finally how 
they could help implementing it.  

 

Ngā mihi,  

 
Pou Toa Matarau 
 
Naomi Solomon 

  
 



You don't often get email from hayley.boyd@uhcc.govt.nz. Learn why this is important

From: Onur Oktem Lewis
To: Hayley Boyd; Jaida Howard
Subject: RE: Plan change 49
Date: Monday, 14 November 2022 9:36:41 am
Attachments: image001.png

Kia ora Hayley, see responses below.

Onur

TE RŪNANGA O
TOA RANGATIRA

Onur Oktem-Lewis (PhD)
Principal Resource Management Advisor – Treaty & Strategic
Relationships
Principal Planner – Land Development and Policy

Level 2, 1 Cobham Court, Porirua
Phone: 027 772 5182 Email: onur.oktem@ngatitoa.iwi.nz
Website: www.ngatitoa.iwi.nz

From: Hayley Boyd <hayley.boyd@uhcc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Monday, 14 November 2022 9:35 AM
To: Onur Oktem Lewis <Onur.Oktem@ngatitoa.iwi.nz>; Jaida Howard
<Jaida.Howard@ngatitoa.iwi.nz>
Subject: RE: Plan change 49

Kia ora Onur and Jaida,

Thank you for sending through your submission for V1 on PC49.

Can you please just advise the following and I can add this to your submission:

1. Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission?   No
2. Do you wish to be heard in support of your submission? Yes
3. Please indicate whether you wish to make a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission. No

Thank you
Hayley

mailto:hayley.boyd@uhcc.govt.nz
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
mailto:Onur.Oktem@ngatitoa.iwi.nz
mailto:hayley.boyd@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:Jaida.Howard@ngatitoa.iwi.nz
mailto:onur.oktem@ngatitoa.iwi.nz
http://www.ngatitoa.iwi.nz/
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( OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number|

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN

Proposed Plan Change 49—Open Spaces—Variation 1

 

C The closing date for submissionsis Friday, 4 November 2022, at 5.00 pm )
 

 

To UpperHutt City Council

Submission on Proposed Plan Change 49 to the UpperHutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: HAPAI Service Centre, 879 - 881 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019

Post to: Planning Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makesa submissionorfurther submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information.-By making a submission your personal

details, including your name and addresses, will be madepublicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. This is because, under the Act, all submissions

mustbe publishedto allow for further submission on the original submission. There are limited circumstances whenyour submissionor your contact details can be

kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submissionor your contact details should be kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via

email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER SeAY\ ey AmnWo vo YN

POSTALADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

—

\ “2, ©) PL areauw Ra / Ve Mana, Up wer Nutt.+ 7 |

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESSFOR SERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE O4 5267499. CONTACT EMAIL

| could gain an advantagein trade competition through this submission (pleasetick one @): yes C) /(fno

 

Only answerthis questionif you ticked 'yes' above:

lam OC) / C) am not(tick one @) directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submissionthat:

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

The specific provisions of the proposed Plan Change that my submission relates to are as follows:
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PLEASE STATE IN SUMMARY THE NATURE OF YOUR SUBMISSION, CLEARLY INDICATE WHETHER YOU SUPPORTOR OPPOSETHESPECIFIC

PROVISIONS OR WISH TO HAVE AMENDMENTSMADE, GIVING REASONS.PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek the following decision from the local authority:
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oe le You
 

 

Please indicate whether you wish i do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box @): OC) | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box @): C) | do not wish to makea joint case.
2

Signature and date
 

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE —KinylQt “ DATE \ liv| 22.
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