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The Henmar Trust makes the following comments on the further proposed changes to 

PC14 proposed by Council officers’ through the Right of Reply process. 

 

Performance standard 7.4.2.1(e) reduction in minimum setback from the boundary of Swayne 

Road and Zig Zag Road from 15 metres to 10 metres.  

 The Henmar Trust continues to oppose this change as it will reduce the amenity protections 

for farming, living and other activities along these roads.   

 

A careful check needs to be made whether this change was expressly requested in any 

submissions, given the Council proposal for at least one other change that has not been 

requested in any submission (change of the status of the link road Henmar/ Bardowie from 

collector road to local road.  It appears from the latest council proposals that the local road 

change may not now be recommended.) 

 

Mangaone Precinct Structure Plan Area – rural road configuration – same issue – change in 

minimum setback distance to 10 metres. 

 

Rule 7.4.2.17A - The Henmar Trust supports the proposed change to this rule.   

 

Rule 7.4.2.46 – Change to the “trigger” when transport upgrades are required. 

The Henmar Trust supports the change in wording of the first part of the rule but opposes the 

limitation of the upgrade trigger to be related only to subdivision, rather than land development 

and activity.  There is no reason why subdivision should be the only activity that triggers the 

required transport upgrades.   

 

The use of the word “reliant” is likely to cause future interpretation and implementation 

problems.   

 

The Henmar Trust also opposes the use of the word “directly” in items (d) and (f) of the table 

in this rule.  The use of that word will undoubtedly cause interpretation and implementation  

issues.    

 

Reference should be to activities that “have direct or indirect access” to these roads.  

 

 

 

 



Bardowie Precinct Structure Plan Appendix S20   

 The Henmar Trust continues to oppose the removal of the indication of a roundabout linking 

the east west collector road with the collector road servicing the Henmar Trust land.   

  

Mangaone Precinct Structure Plan Appendix S27   

The Henmar Trust continues to oppose the removal of the indication of the roundabout, as 

referred to in connection with the equivalent change to the Bardowie Structure Plan.  

Also, the legend notation “indicative collector road” should read “collector road and service 

corridor, indicative as to location”. 

 

Mangaone Precinct Structure Plan S27.3.4 – Rural Interface – third bullet point  

 The Henmar Trust continues to oppose the reduction of the setback for buildings on Swayne 

Road and Zig Zag Road from 15 metres to 10 metres, as this will reduce amenity protection 

for the surrounding neighbourhood.   

 

 

       In response to WDC Right of Reply  Paragraph 4.33 The importance of the earlier agreement 

about the Bardowie Structure Plan was clearly referred to in Henmar Trust submission 

submitted to Council on 19 July 2024, more than 6 months before the meeting with Mr Skilton. 



– see below.   

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

WDC Right of Reply  paragraphs 4.68 to 4.77 -  These paragraphs are misleading, since 

although Area 7 is Deferred Industrial it’s underlying zone is Rural and for assessment 

purposes under the RMA the performance standards of the Rural Zone apply. 

 

Also, these paragraphs are inconsistent with Appendix C – Table of Mary Bourke 

Questions and Council Staff Responses – page 3, paragraph reference 77, which refers 

to the interface between Areas 6 and 7 and states that “The rules instead prescribe a 15m 

setback from the rural zone boundary.  This was in recognition of a number of existing 

sensitive non-industrial activities within Area 7.” 

 

WDC Right of Reply paragraph 5.4 –The Hearing Panel are referred to the Agreement 

documents attached as Appendix A to Mary Bourke SOE – see below.  The agreed 

roundabout is not a random circle on the Structure Plan. It was clearly intended to be 

identified as a roundabout. Additionally, paragraphs 6.3 to 6.5 of the Right of Reply refer 

to it as a roundabout. 
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