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Form 7 

Notice of appeal to Environment Court against decision on proposed policy 

statement or plan or change or variation 

Clause 14(1) of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991 

To the Registrar 

Environment Court 

Auckland, Wellington, and Christchurch 

I, EWARD RICHARD HARDIE, appeal against a decision (or part of a decision) of 

HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL on the following policy statement (or plan or change or 

variation): 

PLAN CHANGE 9 IN RELATION TO SIGNIFICANT NATURAL AREA (SNA) 

DESIGNATION ON MY PROPERTY AT 65 CROSBY ROAD, CHARTWELL, 

HAMILTON 3210. 

I made a submission on that policy statement (or plan or change or variation). 

I am not a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308D of the Act. 

I received notice of the decision on 7 FEBRUARY 2025 with right to appeal within 30 

working days. 

The decision was made by HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL. 

The decision (or part of the decision) that I am appealing against is:  

The SNA designation on my property at 65 Crosby Road, 

Chartwell, Hamilton is erroneous and unreasonable and does 

not follow the criteria of what a SNA is. 

The reasons for the appeal are as follows: 

1. The HCC did not take due care and attention in assigning the 

SNA designation to my property. The process was flawed with 

inadequate consultation. No full site review was undertaken, 

despite many requests. A quick visit identified some immediate 

errors eg. Such as a playground and dry gully within the 

proposed SNA, but detailed review was not undertaken despite 

request.  If a full site review of my actual property was 

undertaken along with review of the proposed designation it 

would have been clear that the SNA decision for my property 

was incorrect. As it stands, areas that are not SNA eg. Fruit tree 

areas, sideling and areas of non-significance have been 

designated SNA. The impact of such is that if I want to 

undertake future plantings and certain maintenance in this area 

http://legislation.govt.nz/pdflink.aspx?id=DLM241261
http://legislation.govt.nz/pdflink.aspx?id=DLM2421551
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as would be reasonable and non-adversely impacting on the 

environment, I need to seek Council consent. This is an abuse 

of my rights and bureaucratic over-reach for nil environmental 

gain. 

2. As I understand, the HCC did not provide the Commissioners / 

Public process the latest aerial images they had of my property, 

and I think this may have lead to a false understanding as to 

what the features of my property were. 

3. Despite been advised that I would not need to pay to have a 

consultant to undertake a study of my property as the Council 

would be working with landowners, I found this incorrect. I did 

engage consultants at not insignificant costs. The consultant did 

not identify any significant natural plants or animals on my 

property and I informed the HCC of this in my submission. 

4. I found the process of which the council unilaterally said my 

private land rights would be significantly affected over an area 

of approximately 4,500 – 5,000 m2 an abuse of power and did 

not take due care to my property rights. Council seemed to have 

taken the approach that they will impose the conditions, 

without due care, and then leave it up the landowner to spend 

valuable time, effort and resources to fight against something 

was inappropriately assigned. As the Council wanted to enforce 

SNA, and my landholding of approx. 13,000m2 is not 

unsignificant, I would have thought they would have come and 

talked to me about how they could support and help improve 

areas of my land to get a workable sustainable outcome of 

achieving appropriate SNA designation. But no, they decided to 

try and enforce inappropriate rights over my property. I 

questioned a planner only to be told if I didn’t like the process 

then I should stand for Council. The arrogance of such a 

comment was not helpful. I submitted and represented myself 

at hearing. I missed the first round of hearings as I did not 

receive the notice informing me of the hearing. As I had 

objected and my area was relatively significant, I would have 

thought the Council would have made contact with me to try 
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and establish some reasonableness in their SNA designation. 

This they did not do.  

5. The property of 65 Crosby Road is within a well-established 

urban area of Hamilton that was subdivided from bare 

paddocks in the mid 1960’s. My property has remained clear of 

significant native vegetation since the 1960s farmland paddock 

subdivision process. The previous owner to me had livestock 

eg. pet goats and I also as part of my pest control measures had 

a goat. When I took over the property twenty years ago from 

the original owners after the sub-division, the bulk of the land 

had extensive pest species such as privet, blackberry, wild 

walnut trees, gorse, onion weed, crack willow, woolly 

nightshade, velvet leaf, reed sweet grass, agapanthus, 

tradescantia and ivy vines along with rats, possums and other 

animal pests. I have spent the last 20 years trying to eliminate 

the pest species on my property and are now in a position to 

look at making something special out of the property. Some of 

my dreams are to create a significantly improved ecological 

corridor along the stream with some housing overlooking the 

area. The SNA imposed does not help this dream come to 

reality. The SNA encompasses non-significant natural areas 

with the exception of the stream corridor. The rest of the area is 

mainly exotic plants and pest species as noted above. 

6. The “Criteria for determining significance of indigenous 

biodiversity” ref. page 181 of the Waikato Regional Policy 

Statement (WRPS) identifies areas that should have classified 

as SNA. My property, in the main, does not represent the 

criteria as to what is a SNA. 

7. The HCC SNA email of SNA designation with website link 

notes: A Significant Natural Area (SNA) is an area that's home 

to native plants and/or animals that are given the highest 

levels of protection under the Resource Management Act 

(RMA). The area currently designated as SNA on my property 

does not meet this criteria. There are no significant native flora 

& fauna on the property. Further, I find it rather ironical that 

https://www.waikatoregion.govt.nz/assets/WRC/Council/Policy-and-Plans/RPS-Regional-Policy-Statement/RPSv2018.pdf
https://www.waikatoregion.govt.nz/assets/WRC/Council/Policy-and-Plans/RPS-Regional-Policy-Statement/RPSv2018.pdf
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the HCC would impose the SNA on my property when areas 

such as clumps of much more significant areas of vegetation on 

nearby HCC Porrit Park are not (Not that I think those clumps 

of trees are SNA either). It seems that because my land is 

privately owned the HCC think they should be able to impose 

inappropriate property right restrictions on it. 

I seek the following relief: 

That the SNA designated on my property at 65 Crosby Road, 

Chartwell, Hamilton 3210, as shown below in light green, be 

modified as per image below where the red crossed out areas are 

removed from the SNA. These areas are covered in exotic plants 

mainly pest weeds including Reed sweet grass and other pest 

species noted above along with my citrus fruit orchard.  
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I attach the following documents* to this notice: 

(a) a copy of my submission or further submission (with a copy of the submission 

opposed or supported by my further submission): 

i. 231115_HCC SNA Hearing – EH (November 2023) 

ii. HCC Proposed SNA Submission – EH (August 2022) 

(b) a copy of the relevant decision (or part of the decision): This was just an email 

with link to a HCC webpage. 

(c) any other documents necessary for an adequate understanding of the appeal: 

i. SNA Appeal Supporting document – E Hardie 8 March 2025 

 

(d) a list of names and addresses of persons to be served with a copy of this notice. 

i. The Register – Specialist Courts & Tribunals Centre – Environment Court 

ii. Plan Change 9 – Urban & Spatial Planning Unit -  HCC 

 

 

 
Date: 8 March 2025 

 

 

 

Signature of appellant: 

(or person authorised to sign 

on behalf of appellant) 

 

 

Address for service of appellant:  

65 Crosby Road, Chartwell, 

Hamilton 3210 

Telephone: 021 341 344 

Email: 4hboys@gmail.com 

Contact person: Edward Hardie - Landowner 
 


