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Draft Meeting Notes 

Mapua District Community Association (MDCA) and Tasman District Council 

meeting regarding Hope Holding Resource Consent Submission for 166 Mapua 

Drive 

 
Date and Time: 15 September 2021, 3.00 pm  

Venue: Via Zoom  

Present   Paul McIntosh - MDCA Chair and Mapua Liveability Working Group Lead 

Marion Satherley - MDCA Secretary 

David Mitchell - MLWG 

Dave Briggs - MLWG 

Bruce Gilkison - MLWG 

In attendance: Tania Harris Resource Consents Manager, Chair 

Richard Hollier, Reserves & Facilities Manager 

Jenna Wolter, Senior Consent Planner - Subdivisions 

 Cr Christeen Mackenzie joined via Zoom 

 Linda Atkins, ESO EA Group, (notes) 

 

Meeting opened at 3.10 pm 

 

1. Welcome 

The Chair Tania Harris welcomed everyone to the meeting.   

 

2. Apologies  

Wayne Chisnall - MDCA Vice Chair. 

Paul McIntosh explained Wayne is on the Sustainability Committee and he wanted to say the 

community wants good proposals in plans for natural and built structures. 

 

3. Resource consent application 166 Mapua Drive, Hope Holdings  

Tania Harris introduced the Council staff present, and noted Jenna Wolter is reviewing this 

application and Richard Hollier can offer advice and listen to concerns. 

Paul McIntosh – (MDCA Chair and Mapua Liveability Working Group Lead) explained these 

groups wish to address issues such as the impact of developments on neighbours and 

transport planning. They have read Council plans (Long Term Plan) and the Future 

Development Strategy and want to work with the Council to incorporate plans before 

changes to the RMA take effect.  

They want a liveable and walkable area.  This development is close to a reserve which was 

gifted to residents and they want to minimise impact on the local wetlands. 
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They have read through this resource consent application and have list of issues to discuss 

under five categories: 

1. Lack of clarity regarding boundaries and setbacks for this development which is bordered 

by reserve, rural or residential properties. 

2. Proposal for retaining the wall by Aranui Reserve, issues with long term stability for the 

wetlands, and contaminated soil. 

3. Future preplanning for subdivision roading and pathways. 

4. Impact on vegetation – important trees have already been felled, to protect trees in the 

reserve, noted damage to vegetation. 

5. Is it this resource consent application notified?  Future development issues. 

 

As these developments will have long term effects on the local community, they want to plan 

for the future. 

 

Marion Satherley spoke about: 

• Trying to minimise vehicles on the road, alternative pathway for walking, mobility scooters 

and cycles.  The subdivision needs to provide access for this.  

• Preserve Aranui Park which recently gained scenic reserve classification.  2m setback is 

not far enough as trees are on the boundary.  There is new legislation to protect wetlands 

with 10m setback, but the subdivision plan goes to the boundary line. Is it protected if in 

private ownership? 

• Some trees are historically important as they were planted by a pioneer, so they are 

protected, and they want to preserve them. 

• Long term maintenance for this wall structure as it will be the boundary – noted nothing in 

the application about who will maintain it. 

 

David Mitchell noted Aranui Park floods with the wetlands at the south end of subdivision, the 

stormwater should be going into an existing pipe network at Mapua drive, subdivision areas. 

Wall is 2m wooden fence so it’s a fence not wall. 

 

Jenna Wolter spoke about the retaining wall ownership and maintenance – there are 10 

landowners responsible for this. TDC has sent a request for information (RFI) about this.  

What is risk if this fails?  Looking at 100 year plus timeframe.  Discussed the structure’s 

lifespan with regards to ground water and geology.  Surface runoff from property to wetland 

and adjacent properties to go into a pond which has a detention, this increases water 

volume, asked for more information. 

 

Discussed maintenance of wall which will be built on wetland, not on solid land surface. The 

wall is close to the park, issues about wetland area with large sections.  Could the applicant 

reduce section size and comply, so there is space to maintain this wall? 

Discussed boundary and setbacks which also require 25m setback for rural 1 property - other 

sections back onto private wetland not set back required 10 m.  They want to know why 

developers want it up to boundary.  Not talking about affordability or size, options to comply 
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with setbacks. They want rural setbacks, leaving space for active transport ways, adding 

trees, and using pathways. 

 

Dave Briggs stressed connectivity – this development plan must fit together with others; this 

has not been discussed yet by the developer or the Council. 

 

Paul McIntosh asked if the LTP and Future Development Strategy will address this. 

The groups are not anti-growth and development, they want a community that is attractive 

and inclusive for all residents, with a connected and green pathway, well managed 

stormwater and groundwater.  

 

• Roading and pathways – Drew and Clair from TDC are engaging with them about 

this. 

• Noted developments in the west, over the road and Stratford and in Seaton Valley 

Road areas border Aranui park, subdivisions should connect with the broader area. 

• The groups have a vision of a connected Mapua. 

• Jenna Wolter said the developer is providing roads and footpaths in accordance with 

current TRMP planning maps, and asked for clarification about what they think should 

be provided in addition to this? 

• Higgs road to subdivision south of there – access two aspects to school and to 

Mapua drive and off-road for safety. Roads not safe for bikes. The groups want safe 

access alternatives. 

 

Paul McIntosh said setbacks are important and if properties are at the borders of the 

boundary there is no room for public pathways. 

• Pathway goes to Mapua Drive to the south and east where future developments link 

up with Higgs Road. Could have walkable paths for bikes, walking, scooters etc, take 

the load off main road. Traffic will increase now boat ramp is approved. Indicative 

active transport ways are as important as indicative roadways in the future – they 

want them on paper for the future. 

 

Marion Satherley said Drew and Clair from TDC met with them and noted an indication of 

where indicative pathways may go. 

 

David Mitchell noted connectivity to Aranui Park – great network of pathways there, can it 

be linked up? A park will get more use.  

Regarding setbacks – this RC application states created wetlands; the rule doesn’t apply to 

created wetlands. Wetlands are important to the community.  

 

Final point is impact on vegetation –they oppose felling of some trees, significance not 

appreciated, key points: 

• Not all trees have to be significant to be important to community – has been lots of tree 

clearing, the groups want subdivision requirement to plant trees to replace these trees, 
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part of the history of Mount Hope as a pioneer planted them so historically important 

trees.  

• Other trees on private wetlands and Aranui Reserve, development area up to border 

impact on tree roots in wetland and more water will be directed there. They want to 

preserve vegetation as much as possible, they feel future residents will want these trees. 

 

MDCA wants to submit if publicly notified, want guidance regarding process and how to do 

submissions. 

Richard Hollier commented it was an interesting discussion. 

 

Christen Mackenzie wants response to RFI to be sent to this group. 

Action: Tania will send this to Paul. Noted the applicant does not have to provide 

information. 

 

• Paul McIntosh asked if the RFI is confidential. Tania Harris noted the Council must 

follow the Privacy Act and RMA. Applicant can ask if commercially sensitive 

information can be confidential, but it is usually public information. 

• Paul McIntosh noted under the RMA Council can decline reduced setbacks with a 

reason, this is inconsistent with future development pathways.  Jenna Wolter 

responded they can decline with affects-based assessment in the context of the 

current TRMP objectives and policies and need to consider the specific values that 

the breached rules have been but in place to protect. 

• Paul McIntosh noted existing wetlands, shading etc, not re retain ROW for transport. 

• Marion Satherley asked about Rural 1 setbacks. Jenna Wolter noted it is about the 

impact on rural character and to protect productive land. 

• Paul McIntosh noted they need a setback near the wetland. 

• He thanked everyone; and noted the groups are available to engage in this process. 

 

 Meeting closed at 4.08 pm. 

 

Action Assigned to: 

To share information from applicant to Paul for their groups. Tania 

  

 

  


