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NOTICE OF PERSON’S WISH TO BE PARTY TO PROCEEDINGS 

Section 274, Resource Management Act 1991 

 

To The Registrar 

 Environment Court 

 Auckland 

 

Name of Person who wishes to be Party and standing 

1 The Adare Company Limited (Adare) wishes to be a party to the 

following proceedings: ENV-2023-AKL-047, filed by Peacocke South 

Limited (Appellant) against parts of a decision of Hamilton City Council 

(Respondent) on Plan Change 5 (Peacocke Structure Plan) to the 

Hamilton City Operative District Plan (PC5). 

2 Adare is a person who made a submission about the subject matter of 

the proceedings.   

3 Adare is also a person who has an interest in the proceedings that is 

greater than the interest that the general public has because it has 

landholdings in the area which may be directly affected by the changes 

to PC5 sought in the Appellant’s appeal.   

4 Adare is not a trade competitor for the purposes of sections 308C or 

308D of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

Adare’s interest 

5 Adare is interested in part of the proceedings.   

6 The part of the proceedings Adare is interested is the identification of 

Significant Bat Habitat Areas (SBHA) in Peacocke Precinct - Features 

Map 63B of Appendix 17A (Peacocke Precinct Planning Maps). 

Particular Issues 

7 In particular, Adare is interested in the part of the appeal which seeks 

that the Appellant’s land, and all other areas, identified as “Proposed 

Significant Bat Habitat Area” be noted as “Indicative Significant Bat 

Habitat Area”. 
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8 Adare’s interest arises from paragraph 9(b)(v)(3) of the Appeal, which 

seeks consequential amendments to the reference to the PC5 Structure 

Plans that would apply to the entire Peacocke Structure Plan Area. 

9 For completeness, Adare does not have an interest if the changes 

sought by the Appellant are limited to how the SBHA is identified or 

classified in relation to the Appellant’s land. 

Relief sought 

10 Adare opposes the relief sought by the Appellant on this issue because: 

(a) it would not achieve the sustainable management purpose of the 

Act; 

(b) it would not provide for the efficient use and development of 

natural and physical resources; 

(c) the provisions are not the most appropriate way to achieve the 

objectives of PC5; and 

(d) it is contrary to best resource management practice. 

11 Without limiting the generality of the above, Adare also opposes the 

relief sought because SBHA are identified corridors that PC5 requires be 

enhanced and protected to provide for long-tailed bats.  Currently, PC5 

provides certainty about where SBHA are, which gives plan users 

confidence about the areas to be enhanced and protected.  If the 

Appellant’s relief is granted, the certainty associated with identifying 

SBHAs in PC5 is negated because every area is “indicative” only 

(implying the size and location of SBHAs are to be debated in every 

resource consenting process). 

Dispute resolution 

12 Adare agrees to participate in mediation or other alternative dispute 

resolution of the proceedings. 

 

...................................................................... 

Mike Doesburg 

Solicitor for The Adare Company Limited 

Date: 8 May 2023 
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Address for service of The Adare Company Limited 

Wynn Williams 

Level 25, Vero Centre, 48 Shortland Street, Auckland 1010 

PO Box 2401 

AUCKLAND 1140 

Telephone: 09 300 2600 

Email: mike.doesburg@wynnwilliams.co.nz 

Contact person:  Mike Doesburg 
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