
Meeting to Discuss the Sonoma Stage 2 Development 
 
These Māpua Rise sites have recently been changed from Deferred Residential to Residential with 
stage 2 of the Sonoma (Freilich) development being advertised with titles expected  to be issued in 
October 2021. Access is via the western end of Les Wakefield Drive but the plans show no through 
road or pathways to link Māpua Drive. 
 
The MDCA has had discussions about what is special about Māpua and what is desirable for the future. 
This was captured in the feedback to TDC in our TRMP response: open spaces; pathways; cycleways; 
sensible roading networks; management of significant trees; etc. The Sonoma development does not 
seem to exhibit any of these characteristics and this was conveyed to the TDC. As a consequence a 
meeting was set up to discuss this. 
 
Marion Satherley and Wayne Chisnall met with Wayne Horner, Beryl Wilkes and Councillor Christeen 
McKenzie at the TDC on 7 December. 
 
Beryl advised that Plan Change 22 discussions identified possible pathways and reserve areas but the 
Sonoma Development fell outside of the areas considered. Wayne Horner advised that the dam on the 
Freilich land will likely be filled in as it is not considered a safe structure. Management of storm water  
from a number of water retention areas would be via extension of the existing wetland on the south side 
of Seaton Valley Road. A choke point would be developed to protect the Senior land over the road. 
Beryl indicated that they would like the Catherine Reserve at the end of Catherine Road to be extended 
down to this wetland providing for a much bigger reserve. Beryl also accepted that development of 
Stage 3 and 4 of the Sonoma land should include pathways and they would have these conversations 
with the developer. 
 
Marion stated that MDCA and the community are aware development can not be stopped, however, 
much can be done to ensure the emphasis within future develeopment to retain a village feel as 
highligthed through the TRMP consultation process is very achievable, it just needs a different mind set 
and approach.  Planning emphasis needs to ensure new subdivisions contain connective walk and 
cycleways so as to ehance and encourage walking and cycling, while attempting to avoid the congested 
urban feel of larger towns within the Tasman distict. 
 
We also raised the issue of the future development of the land at 166 Māpua Drive seemingly 
contravening the National Environmental Standards. Work carried out on the land prior to the developer 
seeking a Resource Consent has been raised with Denis Bush-King. His response is that there has 
been no land use change but we do not accept that and the work that has been done on this HAIL site 
has put the Aranui Park wetland and some of the trees at risk. It would seem that the interpretation of 
“land use change” is what is debatable. 
 
Beryl undertook to provide better maps of the pathways plan. 


