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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-043, filed by Woolworths New 

Zealand 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 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.   

Trade competition 

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

308D of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

5 During the hearing of submissions, the Appellant alleged that Adare’s 

opposition to its submission amounted to trade competition.  The 

Hearing Panel found, after closely considering the evidence and legal 

submissions of all parties, that no trade competition issue arose in this 

case.1  In particular, the Hearing Panel noted that:2   

Adare’s participation in PC 5 stemmed from “its genuine interest in 

establishing a high quality, functional and vibrant Local Centre”. 

The concerns raised by Adare, relating as they did to urban design, 

 

1 Hamilton City Council Decision on PC5 at [93]-[96]. 
2 Hamilton City Council Decision on PC5 at [96].  
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transport, and planning, were consistent with that position – and 

are valid resource management issues. 

Adare’s interest 

6 Adare is interested in all the proceedings. 

Relief sought 

7 Adare opposes the relief sought by the Appellant 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. 

Dispute resolution 

8 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 

 

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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