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1. SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE

1.1 My name is Mark Bulpitt Chrisp, and | have been engaged by Fonterra Limited
(“Fonterra”) to provide expert planning evidence with regard to Hamilton City
Council (“HCC”) Plan Change 14 (“PC14”). The information presented below

is a summary of my evidence and the matters | intend to discuss at the Hearing.

1.2 The direction of PC14, to manage and reduce the impact of flooding across
Hamilton City, is supported by Fonterra. However, | am concerned by the way

in which PC14 is implemented from a practical planning perspective.

1.3 Specifically, | am concerned with the limits of the Floodviewer mapping system
for the Te Rapa Dairy Factory Site (“the Te Rapa Site”), as the Te Rapa Site is
currently subject to an “Earthworks Area” overlay. This overlay identifies that
further assessment is required to map the Flood Hazard Areas applicable to a
site. This is problematic at a practical planning level as Fonterra is unable to
determine the activity status of works at the Te Rapa Site, without having to
undertake a site-specific assessment, which may be of significant cost and is
not likely to be proportionate to the flooding risk at the Te Rapa Site. As |
understand, the intention is to “fill the gap” in Floodviewer through updated
mapping as flood data is available, however the proposed timeframe for these
updates, as currently stated, is 5-10 years. As such | consider the PC14
provisions and Floodviewer not practical for consenting at sites subject to the
Earthworks Area overlay or proportionate to the actual flooding risk. As such |

do not consider it to be efficient from a section 32 perspective.

1.4 The Fonterra submission and my subsequent evidence also sought for the Te
Rapa Site to be exempt from the PC14 framework as the Te Rapa Site is self-
serviced to capture, treat and discharge stormwater in accordance with
consents granted by Waikato Regional Council (“WRC”). In my opinion, |
consider this to be a practical option as the stormwater system at the Te Rapa
Site is designed for stormwater to flow into the site and, where required, to
utilize the six million litre stormwater pond for storage. Further to this, and as

discussed in the stormwater evidence of Mr King, there are no downstream
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1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

users who may be impacted by stormwater flows from the Te Rapa Site as all

stormwater is captured and discharged to the Waikato River.

In determining the appropriate pathway for consenting the stormwater flows at
the Te Rapa Site, | am of the opinion that the requirement to seek consent from
HCC would duplicate the WRC information requirements and be of little benefit

to the consenting process.

Further to this, | note that the Government has consulted on the Draft National
Policy Statement for Natural Hazards (“NPS-NH”). Although the NPS-NH is yet
to be released, | understand that will occur before the Panel makes its decision
on PC14 (and therefore the Panel will need to consider the NPS-NH once
released). | understand the NPS-NH will provide an indication of the national
direction for managing natural hazards. In reviewing the draft NPS-NH, | note
the emphasis on local authorities taking a proportionate approach to managing
natural hazard risk when making planning decisions. | do not consider the
additional consenting requirements introduced by the PC14 provisions and
Floodviewer maps will be proportionate to the natural hazard risk at the Te

Rapa Site in accordance with the NPS-NH.

In terms of the vires of the non-statutory Floodviewer maps, | acknowledge that
is a legal matter and am advised that Fonterra adopts the position in the legal

submissions of Foodstuffs North Island Limited.

In summary, | recommend that the relief sought by Fonterra’s submission and

further submission is granted.

Mark Chrisp
24 October 2025

Statement of Evidence of Mark Bulpitt Chrisp 24 October 2025 Page 2 of 2



	1. SUMMARY OF Evidence

