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To The Registrar 

  Environment Court  

  Auckland 

 

1. Peacocke South Limited (PSL) gives notice that it wishes to be a party to the 

following appeal: 

The Adare Company Limited v Hamilton City Council (ENV-2023-AKL-00045) 

The appeal by THE ADARE COMPANY LIMITED (Adare) against part of a decision 

of the Hamilton City Council (HCC) on Proposed Plan Change 5 - Peacocke 

Structure Plan (PC5) to the Hamilton City Operative District Plan (Decision). 

2. Northview Capital Limited1 and Jones Land Limited2 made submissions on PC5 

(Submissions).  PSL was formed between the submission and further submission 

process and is now the umbrella company representing those entities and 

associated landholdings.  PSL was a further submitter on PC5,3 including a further 

submitter to Adare’s original submission.   

3. Additionally, PSL has an interest in the proceeding that is greater than the 

interest the general public has as: 

a. PSL owns land at 0 Hall Road, 15 Hall Road, 3109 Ohaupo Road and 3065 

Ohaupo Road (PSL Land) which is subject to the Peacocke Structure Plan 

and which is subject to the provisions imposed and/or amended by PC5. 

b. PSL intends to apply for resource consent to develop the PSL land.  

4. PSL is not a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308C or 308A of the 

Resource Management Act 1991. 

 
1 Submitter number 14. 
2 Submitter number 13. 
3 Further Submitter number 17. 
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5. PSL is interested in those parts of the appeal for which relief is sought because 

those provisions could impact the PSL Land and the timely and/or appropriate 

development of land within the Peacocke Precinct.   

6. Specifically, PSL: 

a. Supports the following appeal points seeking minor amendments and 

corrections to the PC5 provisions: 

i. Appeal point 1: DEV01-PSP: Purpose; 

ii. Appeal point 2: DEV01-PSP: O6; 

iii. Appeal point 3: DEV01: O11; 

iv. Appeal point 4: DEV01-PSP: P1; 

v. Appeal point 5: DEV01-PSP: O7; 

vi. Appeal point 6: DEV01-PSP: P16; 

vii. Appeal point 7: DEV01-PSP: P48;  

viii. Appeal point 8: DEV01-PSP Components of PSP; 

ix. Appeal point 11: SUB-PREC1-PSP: Rules – Activity Status; 

x. Appeal point 12: SUB-PREC1-PSP:R23; 

xi. Appeal point 13: Rule 25.14.4.1 (h) viii; and 

xii. Appeal point 14: 1.2.2.2.1. 

b. Opposes appeal point 9 which seeks to amend NCZ-PREC1-PSP: R45 to 

include healthcare services and offices into permitted activity standard 

PER-1(2) in the Neighbourhood Centre Zone. 

7. With respect to the appeal points 1 – 8 and 11 - 14, PSL supports the relief sought 

as: 

a. It will assist in interpretation of the methods at resource consent stage; 
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b. The proposed deletion of references to masterplans is appropriate in 

the context of district plan provisions; 

c. Where relevant, the relief seeks to correct errors and ensure 

consistency of defined terms; 

d. It will promote the sustainable management of natural and physical 

resources; 

e. It will achieve the efficient use and development of natural and physical 

resources; 

f. It is the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of the RMA; 

g. It will give effect to the relevant high order planning documents; and 

h. It will appropriately avoid, remedy, or mitigate adverse effects on the 

environment.  

8. With respect to appeal point 9 PSL opposes the relief sought as: 

a. The Decision on the Neighbourhood Centre Zone: 

i. Provides for an appropriate scale and mix of permitted activity 

whilst enabling other activity subject to an application for 

resource consent; and 

ii. Does not undermine the role of other Centres. 

b. It will not promote the sustainable management of natural and physical 

resources; 

c. It will not achieve the efficient use and development of natural and 

physical resources; 

d. Is not the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of the RMA; 

e. It does not give effect to the relevant high order planning documents; 

and 
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f. It will not appropriately avoid, remedy, or mitigate adverse effects on 

the environment.  

9. PSL agrees to participate in mediation or other alternative dispute resolution of 

the appeal.  

 

 

Signature: Peacocke South Limited by its authorised 

agent: 

 

 

 Jeremy Brabant 

Date: 8 May 2023 

Address for service: Jeremy Brabant 

Foundry Chambers 

Level 4, Vulcan Building Chambers 

Cnr Queen Street and Vulcan Lane 

PO Box 1502, Shortland St 

Auckland 

Mobile: 021 494 506 

Email: jeremy@brabant.co.nz 

mailto:brabant@elchambers.co.nz


 
 

Advice 

If you have any questions about this notice, contact the Environment Court in 

Auckland.  
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