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1 Meeting Conduct 
 

1. 1 Apologies 
The Chairperson invites notice from members of: 
 
1. Leave of absence for future meetings of the Makara/Ohariu Community Board; or 
2. Apologies, including apologies for lateness and early departure from the meeting, 

where leave of absence has not previously been granted. 
 

1. 2 Conflict of Interest Declarations 
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision making when 
a conflict arises between their role as a member and any private or other external interest 
they might have. 
 

1. 3 Confirmation of Minutes 
The minutes of the meeting held on 30 October 2014 will be put to the Makara/Ohariu 
Community Board for confirmation.  
 

1. 4 Public Participation 
A period of at least 10 minutes shall be set aside near the beginning of Makara/Ohariu 
Community Board meetings to enable members of the public to make statements about any 
matter on the Agenda for that meeting. The total time set aside for public participation may 
be extended with the majority agreement of the Board.  

 
1. 5 Items not on the Agenda 
A motion relating to any matter not on the Agenda may be made without notice, by the 
unanimous resolution of the meeting. The Chairperson shall explain to the meeting why the 
item is not on the agenda and the reason why discussion of the item cannot be delayed until 
a subsequent meeting. 
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2. Reports 
 

 

RESOURCE CONSENT APPLICATIONS AND APPROVALS FOR 

14 OCTOBER TO 25 NOVEMBER 2014 
 
 

Purpose 

1. In accordance with an agreement reached with the Makara Ohariu Community Board, 
the purpose of this report is to advise the Board of all resource consents lodged, along 
with decisions made by Officers acting under delegated authority, on land use and 
subdivision resource consent applications.  

 

Recommendation 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 

 

Background 

2. This report advises the Community Board of resource consents lodged and decisions 
made during the period 14 October to 25 November 2014. 

Discussion 

3. For the period from 14 October to 25 November 2014, there were no applications 
lodged with the Council. 

4. For the period from 14 October to 25 November 2014, there was one application 
approved under delegated authority. 

 

 

Service 
Request  

Address Applicant 

309869 474 Ohariu Valley Road Katapo Holdings Ltd 

Land use consent for a new dwelling in a rural area, associated earthworks and part 
cancellation of a consent notice. 

 
 

Attachments 
Nil  
 

Author Kiri Whiteman, Executive Support Officer  
Authoriser Anthony Wilson, Chief Asset Officer  
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TRAFFIC COUNTS 
 
 

Purpose 

1. To provide the Makara/Ohariu Community Board with information on traffic movements 
in Makara and Ohariu Valley. 

Summary 

2. Please refer to the attached report (Attachment 1) for detailed information of traffic 
counts carried out in the Makara and Ohariu areas. 

 

Recommendation 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 
 

 
 
 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Makara Ohariu Traffic Counting Information   Page 11 
  
 

Author Steve Wright, T/L Resurfacing/Contracts  
Authoriser Anthony Wilson, Chief Asset Officer  
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 

Not Required 
 

Treaty of Waitangi considerations 

Not Applicable 

 

Financial implications 

There are no financial implications 

 

Policy and legislative implications 

There are no policy or legislative implications 

 

Risks / legal  

There are no risks or legal implications 

 

Climate Change impact and considerations 

There is no climate change impact 

 

Communications Plan 

There is no communication plan required 
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DISTRICT PLAN MONITORING REPORT 2014 
 
 

Purpose 

1. The purpose of the report, which is primarily embodied within Attachment 1 as 
prepared by Council’s District Plan team, is to provide an overview of subdivision and 
new dwelling development within the Makara/Ohariu part of Wellington City’s Rural 
Area since 2002.   

 

Recommendation 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 
 

Background 

2. The report provides an outline of the context within which subdivision and new dwelling 
development has eventuated over the period 2002-2014, and the background to the 
current district plan provisions. 

 
 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Makara/Ohariu subdivision and new dwelling report   Page 18 
  
 

Author Andrew Buchanan, Governance Advisor/Dep. EO  
Authoriser Lynlee Baily, Governance Team Leader  
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District Plan Monitoring Report 2014 
 
Rural Area - Makara and Ohariu  

 

Prepared by the District Plan Team 
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1. Purpose of report 
 

The purpose of this report is to provide an overview of subdivision and new dwelling 
development within the Makara/Ohariu part of Wellington City’s Rural Area since 
2002.  In addition, this report provides an outline of the context within which that 
development has happened and the background to the current district plan 
provisions. 

 

 

2. Executive Summary 

The Rural Area of Wellington makes up 60% of the land area of Wellington City.  The 
district plan provisions that apply to this area have historically been very restrictive 
in relation to subdivision and new dwelling construction and this approach 
continued into the 1994 Proposed District Plan. 

As part of resolving the 1994 Proposed District Plan Council agreed to undertake a 
comprehensive review of the provisions that applied to the Rural Area.  This process 
involved extensive consultation and the creation of 4 Rural Community Plans for the 
four distinct rural areas of Wellington.  The resulting Plan Change sought to achieve 
a balance between those who wished to subdivide to provide rural/residential type 
development and those who wanted the status quo. 

The policy and rule approach has been operative for 5 years and while there was an 
initial surge in subdivision applications after the notification of the plan change, this 
has since slowed down.  Overall the provisions have achieved the outcomes of 
retaining rural amenity while providing for a limited amount of change in accordance 
with the policy approach adopted as part of Plan Change 33. 

 

 

3. Context  

3.1 History of Rural Area Zoning 

Approximately 60% of the Wellington 
City Area is zoned Rural Area.  The 
majority of this area was part of the Old 
Hutt County which was amalgamated 
with Wellington City in 1973.  The Hutt 
County District Scheme was the 
planning document for this area until a 
review of the Wellington City District 
Scheme was initiated in 1979.  The 
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District Scheme became operative in 1985. 

The provisions of the 1985 District Scheme reflected the planning philosophies of 
the day under the Town and Country Planning Act1977  and directed and controlled 
development.   The District Scheme provisions included providing for the 
protection of food producing land, and the prevention of sporadic subdivisions in 
rural areas.  Agricultural uses were generally provided for as of right, despite their 
potential to significantly change the character of the rural area.  The rules for new 
houses and subdivisions were restrictive. 

Land subdivision occurred at a relatively low level which was considered to be at a 
rate that was ‘acceptable to the locals’.1 

 

3.2 Proposed Plan under the Resource Management Act 

The Resource Management Act was introduced in 1991 and represented a new 
philosophy that focused on the effects of activities.  The Wellington City Council 
(WCC) District Plan adopted a relatively permissive approach where activities were 
permitted provided certain effects were avoided.   This approach was embraced in 
both the Central and Suburban Centres Areas of the district plan.   

The homogeneous character of the Rural Area along with public demand for 
certainty meant an effects based approach was not easy to adopt in the Rural Area.  
As a result more traditional planning responses were used in the Proposed Plan.  
  

As notified, the 1994 Proposed District Plan contained a minimum lot size of 50 
hectares as a means of maintaining the status quo.  However, a major unresolved 
issue was the extent to which rural subdivision should be provided for in the district 
plan.  Submissions on the proposed plan revealed that the rural community was 
divided between those who wished to maintain the status quo and those who wanted 
to be able to create rural/residential type developments.  In resolving the 
submissions on the proposed plan Council agreed to undertake further work on the 
Rural Area. 

 

3.3  Rural Review – Plan Changes 33 and 32 

In the late 1990’s, the Council began a review of the Rural Area provisions.  This 
process involved extensive community consultation and the creation of ‘Rural 
Community Plans’ for the 4 distinct rural communities of Wellington (Makara, South 
Karori, Oharui Valley and Horokiwi).  

In 2000 Council commissioned a survey of the Rural Area and a report ‘Rural 
Wellington and Thoughts on its Future’ was produced.  241 responses to the survey 
were received on questions ranging from: the preferred future for the Wellington 
Rural Area; potential subdivision rules; rural versus non-rural activities; and the use 
of a design guide for future development in the Rural Area. 

                                                
1 From a Brief of Evidence to the Environment Cout on a Subdivision appeal, given by Brett Mckay 
Chief Planning Officer for WCC. 
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The responses were evenly split on the question of subdivision with half seeking 
maintenance of the status quo and half seeking the ability to subdivide into smaller 
lots.  The most important values identified in the Rural Area included: maintaining 
rural character; continued public access; and the protection and restoration of 
indigenous vegetation.  Maintaining the ability to undertake ‘real farming’ was the 
overall preference for a preferred future. 

The Rural Review culminated in the notification of Plan Change 332 (PC33).  PC33 
had two distinct parts; 

-  a review of the district plan provisions relating to subdivision and 
development; and 

-  the introduction of landscape protection provisions through the use of a 
Ridgelines and Hilltops Overlay. 

PC33 received a large number of submissions (approximately 600).  The decision on 
PC 33 was issued in 2005 and a total of 14 appeals were received.  The majority of 
appeals were resolved through direct talks or Court facilitated mediation, however 
outstanding matters relating to the Ridgelines and Hilltops Overlay (and Plan change 
32 Renewable Energy) were the subject of a 4 day Environment Court hearing in 
December 2008.   Plan Change 33 became fully operative in 2009 and the Rural Area 
provisions are not due for review until 2019 (i.e. 10 years from the operative date).  

 

4. Existing Policy 

and Rule 

Framework 

4.1  Policy Framework 

The existing district plan policy 
framework seeks to maintain 
the amenity and character of 
the Rural Area; maintain a 
compact city; minimise 
adverse effects of both rural 
and non-rural activities on the environment and the residential area; and protect 
landscape values and the coastal environment.   Ridgelines and hilltops are 
important features and are valued for their openness, naturalness and landscape 
values.  The policy framework specifically recognises these areas through an overlay 
which manages activities to avoid potential adverse visual, amenity and landscape 
effects. 

The earthworks policies seek to minimise the potential adverse effects of earthworks 
on the landscape, streams and the coast.  The renewable energy policies seek to 
provide a framework for the assessment of wind energy facilities. 

                                                
2 Plan Change 32 Renewable Energy was notified at the same time.  This Plan Change was widely seen 
as providing for wind farms in the Rural Area by making wind farms as discreationary unrestriceted 
activities.  
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The current objectives and policies for rural activities, new building development, 
subdivision and the role and purpose of the ridgelines and hilltops overlay is robust 
and clear and provides a suitable framework for assessing resource consent 
applications.  

 

4.2  Rule Framework 

The rule framework provides for rural activities and buildings as permitted 
activities and requires resource consents for non-rural activities, new residential 
structures and subdivision.  Requiring resource consents for new residential 
developments and subdivisions ensures that the effects of these activities on rural 
amenity and character can be assessed.  The rules do not prevent subdivision, but 
rather ensure that it occurs at a pace through which new development can be 
absorbed into the landscape over a period of time.  One of the mechanisms used to 
achieve this is by requiring that title need to be at least 5 years old before they can 
be subdivided again. 

An important aspect of the rule framework is the Rural Area Design Guide which 
defines the character of different parts of the Rural Area and provides guidelines 
for subdivision layout, the location of new residential buildings, driveways, 
buildings, fences and earthworks.   All resource consent applications require 
assessment against the Rural Area Design Guide to ensure that the character and 
amenity of the Rural Area is maintained. 

 

 

5. Resource consent activity (2002 -2014) 

5.1 Resource consent trends 

Electronic records of resource consents have been kept since 2002.  An analysis of 
these records has provided an overview of the types of resource consents that have 
been applied for.  From the period 2002 – 2014 approximately 500 resource 
consents were applied for in the entire Rural Area (not just Makara/Ohariu). 
 
The percentages below provide a broad indication of the activity areas within which 
resource consents are being applied for (not of what is granted)3.   The following 
qualifications to the figures below apply: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
3   - resource consents may not necessarily be given effect to once granted; 

 -  a small percentage of these consents may have been declined; 
 -  resource consents may have more than one aspect (e.g. subdivision and earthworks )- but only 

one aspect of the consent has been ‘counted’ in the figures below. 
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5.2 Percentage of Resource consents processed by type of use (entire Rural 
Area) 
 

 
 
 
5.2.1 Discussion 
The figures show the percentages 
of resource consent applications 
received by activity type as a total 
of all resource consents recieved 
for the Rural Area.  Subdivisions 
and new dwellings have the 
highest percentages at 32% and 
28% respectviely.  These numbers 
are not unexpected as a wide 
range of rural based activities are 
permitted in the Rural Area whilst 
all subdivision and the majority of 
residential activities require a 
resource consent.   
 
The subdivision figure includes all subdivisions, including those that required 
consent under the Rural Area provisions and the Urban Development Area (UDA) 

Subdivisions 
32% 

New dwellings 
28% Earthworks 

7% 

Telecommunications 
1% 

Accessory buildings 
2% 

Rural buildings 
2% 

Additions and 
alterations 

7% 

Non- rural activities 
8% 

Cleanfills 
2% 

Other 
3% 

No description 
8% 

Resource Consents by Actitivity Type 
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provisions (before the UDA provisions become operative).  The Urban 
Development Area is an area in the Northern Growth Management Area 
(Lincolnshire Farm) where residential development is anticipated.  The UDA 
provisions became effectively operative in 2011 and therefore subdivisions in the 
UDA would no longer  be included in the Rural Area figures. 
 
A more detailed analysis of the subdivision and new dwelling applications for 
Makara/Ohairu has been undertaken to provide a better picture of these issues 
within the Rural Area and this is outlined below. 
 
 
5.3 Subdivision in Makara and Ohariu4 
 
5.3.1 Subdivision that created House Sites 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Time period 

Number of 
applications that 
were Controlled 
Activities 

Number of 
applications 
that were 
Discretionary 
Unrestricted 
Activities 

Number of 
applications that 
were Non-
Complying 
Activities 

House Sites created 
as part of 

Subdivision 
applications 

February 2002 – 
May 2004 

0 0 3 3 

May 20045 – 
November 2009 
(two sets of rules 
apply) 

0 3 20 (10 of these 
applications 
would be non-
complying under 
both old and new 
sets of rules) 

32 

November 20096 
– May 2014 

0 6 10 17 

Total  
February 2002 to 
May 2014 

0 9 33  
52 

 

 
 
5.3.2 Subdivisions where no new House Site created 
 

Time period Number of 
applications that 
were Controlled 
Activities 

Number of 
applications 
that were 
Discretionary 
Unrestricted 
Activities 

Number of 
applications that 
were Non-
Complying 
Activities 

Subdivisions with 
no additional 

house site 

February 2002 – 
May 2004 

0 0 4 4 

May 2004 – 
November 2009 

0 1 6 7 

November 2009 – 
May 2014 

4 1 4 9 

Total  
February 2002 to 
May 2014 

4 2 14 
 

20 

                                                
4 These are all approved subdivisions of which some will not have been completed  
5 Plan Change 33 publicly notified in May 2004 
6Plan Change 33 became operative November 2009 
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5.3.3 Discussion 

Location of subdivisions within the Makara/Ohariu Rural Area 
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Subdivisions make up the largest single category of resource consent applications 
in the Rural Area.  Over the 12 year period since 2002 there have been 42 
subdivision applications in the Makara/Ohariu area that have created a total of 52 
house sites, which is  an average of 4.3 house sites per year.  This is a low rate of 
change for the size of the Rural Area.   
 
Plan Change 33 introduced a Rural Area Design Guide which provides guidance on 

how development should be 
undertaken to maintain rural 
amenity and character.  All 
subdivision applications (post 
PC33), including the location of the 
proposed house site, driveways and 
site access are assessed against 
these guidelines to maintain rural 
amenity and character.   
Discussions with the resource 
consent planners indicate that 
overall the Rural Area Design 
Guide is working well to minimise 
effects of subdivisions on the 

environment and achieve good outcomes.   
 
The majority of subdivisions are non-complying activities (both pre and post 
PC33).  After Plan Change 33 became operative there has been an increase in the 

number of subdivision applications that meet the relevant standard and terms for lot 
size and number, and which are therefore discretionary unrestricted activities.  
However, it is worth noting that there are still a greater number of non-complying 
subdivision applications than discretionary unrestricted subdivision applications in 
the period since Plan Change 33 became operative, indicating that a large portion of 
subdivisions are not meeting the standards and terms for either controlled or 
discretionary unrestricted activities.   
 
Discussions with the Resource Consents team indicate that the principle reason that 
subdivision applications are non-complying is that the discretionary unrestricted 
rule provides for the creation of only one additional ‘lot’.   Modern subdivision 
standards require that separate lots be created for many different features including 
areas of land severed by streams and roads.  Therefore the majority of subdivisions 
will often create more than one lot, even though only one of those lots will contain a 
house site.  Because of this, additional lots created will often be required to be held in 
the same title as the new primary lot, or in the same title as other adjoining land.   
 
After the notification of PC33 there was an initial surge in applications with a total of 
23 applications resulting in the creation of 32 house sites.  In the 5 years since PC33 
has become operative there have been 16 applications with the creation of 17 house 
sites. 
 
It is interesting to note that subdivisions that do not create house sites are also 
predominately non-complying activities.  From discussions with the Resource 
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Consents Team it would appear that although there is a controlled activity rule that 
provides for boundary adjustments, applications very rarely meet the condition that 
no new allotment be created, for many of the same reasons as outlined above. 
 
However it is also worth noting that in the Rural Area lots can be large, and 
contained in old titles.  If a boundary adjustment is occurring between two very large 
lots it can be easier and less expensive to survey a ‘new’ lot off only one of the lots 
rather than survey the entire land area involved. Under the existing rules this 
technically creates a new lot and therefore the subdivisions becomes a non-
complying activity – even though there is no intention of using the lot for a house 
site.  In these circumstances the Council requires that the new lot be held in the same 
title as the adjoining lot. 
 
 
5.4 New Dwellings in Makara Ohariu 
 
5.4.1 New Dwelling Applications 
 

Time Period 

No. of 
applications 
that were 
Permitted 
Activities 

No. of 
applications 
that were 
Discretionary 
Restricted 
Activities 

Number of 
applications 
that were 
Discretionary 
Unrestricted 
Activities 

Number of 
applications 
that were  
Non-
Complying 
Activities 
 

Total number 
of applications 

February 2002 – 
May 2004 

 0 7 0 
7 

May 2004 – 
November 2009 
(two sets of rules 
apply) 

Old Rules 

1 
Old Rules 

1 
Old Rules 

11 
Old Rules 

2 

15 
 New Rules 

0 
New Rules 

11 
New Rules 

1 
New Rules 

3 

November 20087 
– November 2009 

0 4 1 2 
7 

November 2009 – 
May 2014 

0 15 0 5 
20 

Total Number 
of  New 
Dwellings 
February 2002 to 
May 2014 

    

49 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
7 The provisions of Plan Change 33 (relating to dwellings) became effectively operative November 

2008.  That is the provisions were beyond challenge but Council did not make them operative until 
November 2009. 
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5.4.2 Discussion 
New dwellings make up the second biggest category of resource consents in the 
Rural Area at 27%.   However, this is not considered unusual as there are no 
permitted residential buildings in the Rural Area, as all dwellings along with 
additions and alterations (7%) require a resource consent.  As with subdivision 
applications all new dwellings require assessment against the Rural Area Design 
Guide to ensure the maintenance of rural character and amenity.  The visibility of 
buildings, ensuring buildings blend with the environment and clustering of 
buildings are all outcomes that are sought by the Rural Area Design guide.  
Discussions with the Resource Consents team indicate that new dwelling 

development has been achieving these 
outcomes 
 
The majority of new dwellings under the old 
rules (pre-PC33) were discretionary 
unrestricted activities (although there would 
have been some permitted dwellings) while 
under the new rules (post PC33) all new 
dwellings are discretionary restricted activities.  
Under the new rules the dwellings that were 
discretionary unrestricted or non-complying 
activities were those that are within the 
identified Ridgelines and Hilltops Overlay 
Area, or those that do not comply with the 

standards and terms. 
 
 
In the 5 year period from 2004 to 2009 (post notification of PC33) there were 15 
applications for new dwellings.  In the period from 2008 (after PC33 becoming 
effectively operative in November 2008), there were a total of 27 dwelling 
applications.  The higher number of dwelling applications occurred later than the 
increase in subdivision applications.  The lag can be explained by the need for people 
to complete subdivision works (such as driveways) and carry out the site survey work 
before obtaining Council signoff that then allows the title to be issued.  The majority 
of people will not purchase a property or begin construction of a new dwelling until a 
title to a property has been issued. 
 
A total of 49 resource consent applications have been received for the 14 year period 
since 2002, an average of 3.5 new dwellings a year.  This figure is very similar to the 
subdivision lot figure indicating that the majority of subdivisions that create new  
house sites are being built on.  As with new lot creation, it is considered that the rate 
of new dwellings is low relative to the size of the Rural Area.   
 
 
5.5  Other Consent Activities 
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Earthworks, additions and alterations to existing buildings and non-rural activities 
make up the next three largest categories of resource consent activities at 
approximately 8% of the total number of resource consent applications each. 
 
The earthworks figures are likely to be under representative as they only take into 
account the consents where earthworks were the primary (or only) reason for the 
resource consent.  The majority of the  new dwelling applications will also contain an 
earthworks component and therefore the number of earthworks applications will 
potentially be significantly higher than shown here.      
 
The district plan contains permitted activity standards for earthworks, which provide 
for a certain ‘baseline’ of earthworks’.  Anecdotally, the major areas of non-
compliance for earthworks are; exceeding the cut area of 250m2; and exceeding the 
maximum cut height of 2.5m.   Both these standards are often exceeded to create 
driveways and house sites.  A relatively low level of permitted earthworks ensures 
that when the permitted standards are exceeded they can be assessed against the 
Rural Area Design Guide.   
 
All non-rural activities require a resource consent and have included diverse 
activities such as childcare centres, commercial recreational activities, art galleries, 
and dog boarding kennels.  Overall these applications make a small number of the 
total applications and are considered (as is appropriate) on a case by case basis. 
 
 
5.6 Wind Energy Facilities 
 
Wind energy facilities are provided for 
only in the Rural Area (in the 
renewable Energy Chapter of the 
district plan).  There have been three 
applications for Wind Energy Facilities 
since 2002: Project West Wind; Project 
Mill Creek; and Long Gully.  Project 
West Wind being completed and Mill 
Creek is under construction.  The Long Gully consent has not yet been given effect to. 
 
Project West Wind has been operational since 2009 and in the initial stages of 
operation generated a significant number of noise complaints.  The number of 
complaints varied depending on the wind and weather conditions, however further 
investigation indicated that the noise from the turbines was tonal.  Meridian has 
mitigated the tonality and complaints are now periodic and significantly reduced. 
 
The operation of Mill Creek Wind Turbines will commence shortly.  Conditions on 
the resource consent seek to address the potential issue of tonality before any 
residents are affected.  Conditions of consent require that the turbines be tested in 
New Zealand conditions before becoming operational. 
 
Both projects generated a range of construction and traffic related complaints during 
the construction phase.  While these effects are temporary they can cause disruption 

http://www.meridianenergy.co.nz/about-us/generating-energy/wind/west-wind/#gallery
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and inconvenience to residents of the Rural Area that are affected.  Where the 
operator is operating outside the conditions of consent appropriate action by 
Council’s Compliance and Monitoring staff (e.g. infringement notices) is taken. 
 
 

6. Conclusion 

The rate of subdivisions (that 
create new house sites) and new 
dwelling construction is low and 
is considered to be consistent 
with, and anticipated by the 
policy and rule approach 
adopted in Plan Change 33.  The 
current approach has been 
operative for 5 years and 
provides a balance between 
maintaining rural amenity and 
change that can be accommodated within the existing environment.  In this regard, 
the rate of change in the Rural Area is considered to be appropriate.  The Rural 
Area Design Guide is working well to ensure rural character and amenity are 
maintained in both subdivision and new dwelling applications.  
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ROADING 
 
 

Purpose 

1. To provide a platform at ordinary Board meetings for members to advise Council of 
potential roading issues in the Makara/Ohariu area. 

 

Recommendation 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 
 

Background 
2. Historically the Board has had, as part of its standard agendas, an item relating to 

roading concerns.  It has allowed members and officers a regular opportunity to liaise 
in regard to these matters. 

Attachments 
Nil 
 

Author Andrew Buchanan, Governance Advisor/Dep. EO  
Authoriser Lynlee Baily, Governance Team Leader  
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MAKARA/OHARIU COMMUNITY BOARD CODE OF 

CONDUCT 
 
 

Purpose 

1. To provide background and context in terms of the formulation of the Board’s draft 
Code of Conduct (‘the Code’), and to recommend its adoption. 

 

Recommendations 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Adopt the draft Code of Conduct  
 

 

Background 

1. The Board noted that it did not have a Code of Conduct whereas the Tawa Community 
Board does.   The Board agreed at its August 2014 meeting that work should be 
undertaken to develop a draft Code of Conduct.   

2. It agreed that as elected members their behaviour should be bound by a set of rules, 
and resolved that officers prepare a draft for the Board’s consideration. 

3. The draft Code sets out standards of behaviour expected from individual elected 
members in the exercise of their duties.  It aims to promote effective local governance 
by helping elected members establish and maintain working relationships based on 
trust and respect. 

4. The Code is based on the following general principles of good governance: 

 Acting in the public interest 

 Displaying honesty, integrity, objectivity, and accountability 

 Exhibiting openness of actions 

 Acting with respect for others 
 

5. The Code applies to elected members in their dealings with each other, the Chief 
Executive, Council staff, the media, and the general public. 

Discussion 

6. Given the substantial similarities between the two Community Boards the draft Code is 
based upon that of the Tawa Community Board. 

7. In order to allow adequate time to peruse and consider the draft document all members 
have been sent a copy in advance. 

8. Subject to any requested alterations it is recommended that the Board formally adopts 
the draft Code of Conduct as attached (Attachment 1). 
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Attachments 
Attachment 1. Makara/Ohariu Community Board Draft Code of Conduct   Page 35 
  
 

Author Andrew Buchanan, Governance Advisor/Dep. EO  
Authoriser Lynlee Baily, Governance Team Leader  
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Item 3.6 Page 45 

MAKARA/OHARIU COMMUNITY BOARD BANK ACCOUNT 
 
 

Purpose 

1. To seek approval to research the origins and purpose of a bank account held by the 
Makara/Ohariu Community Board. 

 

Recommendations 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Agree that officers research the origins and purpose of the bank account with a report 
back to the 12 February 2015 Board meeting. 

 

 

Background 

2. At an undefined time, but likely within the 2001-2004 triennium, a Westpac bank 
account was set up in the name of the Makara/Ohariu Community Board.  Until recently 
the signatory to the account was Ruth Paul, a former Board Chair.  However, at the 30 
October 2014 Board meeting the Board Chair advised the procedure necessary for her, 
as the current Chair, to become the account signatory.  This involved all members 
completing a ‘Change of Signatory’ form and presenting this, along with identification, 
at any Westpac branch.  This process has now been completed, and the incumbent 
Chair is now the signatory to the account. 

3. Research by staff indicates that the account was established as part of a region-wide 
civil defence initiative.  It appears that the initial grant was paid into the account 
annually, with the funds to be spent on civil defence items. 

4. The present balance of the account is $572.50, with no transactions having occurred 
over the past four years.   

 

Discussion 

5. The Board has indicated that it wishes to utilise the available funds.  The Board Chair 
has proposed, following discussions with staff, that the funds be used to update the 
civil defence equipment held at both the Makara and Ohariu bases. 

6. To understand the purpose of the bank account and funds, it is recommended that 
officers research further the history and status, and report back to the first ordinary 
meeting of the Board in 2015 (scheduled to be held on 12 February). 

 
 

Attachments 
Nil 
 

Author Andrew Buchanan, Governance Advisor/Dep. EO  
Authoriser Lynlee Baily, Governance Team Leader  
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION ANNOUNCEMENT ON 

POSSIBLE REORGANISATION OF WELLINGTON REGIONAL 

GOVERNANCE 
 
 

Purpose 

1. For the Board to receive feedback regarding the recent announcement by the Local 
Government Commission (LGC) on the future of Wellington’s regional governance 
arrangements. 

 

Recommendation 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 
 

Background 

2. The Chair, Christine Grace, who attended the official announcement on 4 December 
2014 will provide an oral report outlining the LGC’s findings. 

 
 

Attachments 
Nil 
 

Author Andrew Buchanan, Governance Advisor/Dep. EO  
Authoriser Lynlee Baily, Governance Team Leader  
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PROJECT MILL CREEK AND COMMUNITY LIAISON GROUP 
 
 

Purpose 

1. To allow for a member report back as part of his or her representative role on this 
community group. 

 

Recommendation 

That the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 
 

 

Background 

2. Currently Judy Liddell is the Board member responsible for this oral report, which is a 
standard agenda item at the Board’s ordinary meetings. 

 

Attachments 
Nil 
 

Author Andrew Buchanan, Governance Advisor/Dep. EO  
Authoriser Lynlee Baily, Governance Team Leader  
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FORWARD PROGRAMME 
 
 

Purpose 

1. To provide for the Board’s consideration a current draft work programme. 

 

Recommendation 
Officers recommend that the Makara/Ohariu Community Board: 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Approve its current draft work programme subject to any alterations, additions, or 
deletions deemed necessary. 
 

 

Discussion 

2. The Forward Programme as it currently stands is outlined below. 

 

Thursday 12 February 2014 (Makara Valley Hall) 

 

 Resource Consents 

 Roading 

 Project Mill Creek and Community Liaison Group 

 Forward Programme 
 

 

 
 

Attachments 
Nil  
 

Author Andrew Buchanan, Governance Advisor/Dep. EO  
Authoriser Lynlee Baily, Governance Team Leader  
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