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4.40.5 ISSUE: Viewshafts —Te Ngaio

Submissions Received

Submitter Summary of relief sought
' (Submission
points) | T —
624.7 i The viewshaft to the ancestral site of Te Ngaio is important. The potential |
| F81-143 1 four laning of the Maungatapu Bridge may encumber the view shaft. The
) ‘ relief sought is that the viewshaft of Ngati He with Te Ngaio is
‘ maintained.

‘ | Further submission FS1143.1 states that any changes to these
provisions should be undertaken in conjunction with additional
assessment and community consultation. The relief sought is that the

submission point be disallowed.

Discussion

4.40.6 Submitter 624.7 identifies that an additional viewshaft be provided to Te Ngaio as this
is an ancestral site.

4.40.7 The existing Objective and Policy approach only provides for viewshafts fo
Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes and/or Views from Marae to Mauao.
This Policy context has not been submitted on in opposition (except in relation to the
Elms site, regarding provision for historic sites).

4.40.8 Furthermore, no information has been provided to Council through the submission
outlining specifically where the site is located, where the viewshaft would emanate
from, and what effect any development of the State Highway would have on existing
VIEWS.

4.40.9 It is considered that this matter is most appropriately dealt with between NZTA and
the hapu, rather than the provision for protection within the City Plan. It is also noted
that the Viewshaft Protection Rules do not relate to activities undertaken within the
Road Zone, and therefore works identified as being at issue would not be protected
from the existing Rule base for viewshaft protection.

Recommendation
4.40.10 Itis recommended that the relief sought in submission point 624 be rejected.
4.40.11 It is recommended that the relief sought in submission point FS1143.1 be accepted.

4.40.12 Further submitter FS1134 (New Zealand Transport Agency) is accepted as further
submitters under Clause 8 of the RMA First Schedule.

Reasons

4.40.13 It is considered that this matter is most appropriately dealt with between NZTA and
the hapu, rather than the provision for protection within the City Plan. It is also
noted that the Viewshaft Protection Rules do not relate to activities undertaken
within the Road Zone, and therefore such works as identified as being at issue
would not be protected from the existing Rule base.
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4.40.14 Further submitter FS1134 (New Zealand Transport Agency) is a group representing
a relevant aspect of the public interest or directly affected landowners having an
interest greater than the public generally.
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