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1.0 INTRODUCTION  

 

1.1 The Proposal 

 

The applicants seek to establish a small scale cattery, within an existing building on the site, 

at Sandys Road, Waipapa. The cattery is proposed to accommodate a maximum 20 cats. 

Hours of operation will be limited to a period in the morning (7.30am – 9am) and another 

period in the afternoon (4pm – 5pm), although there will be the odd occasion where a drop 

off or pick up may occur outside these hours due to individual customer’s circumstances.  

 

The site supports a residential unit and three bay shed and the cattery is proposed to be 

established internal to that shed. The property already has good driveway access and 

extensive parking area.  

 

The property is zoned Rural Production in the Operative District Plan. A cattery is a permitted 

activity in the Rural Production Zone provided the building housing the cats is no closer than 

50m from a property boundary. In this instance the existing shed building is closer than 50m 

from both northeastern and southeastern boundaries. Consent is therefore required for a 

breach of Rule 8.6.5.1.6 Keeping of Animals, part (a), as a discretionary activity land use.  

 

Sketched plans of the layout of the internal cat accommodation are attached in Appendix 

1, along with a site plan. A Location Map is attached in Appendix 2. 

 

1.2 Scope of Report 

 

This assessment and report accompanies the Resource Consent application and is provided 

in accordance with Section 88 and Schedule 4 of the Resource Management Act 1991. The 

application seeks consent to establish a small scale cattery as a discretionary activity. The 
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information provided in this assessment and report is considered commensurate with the 

scale and intensity of the activity for which consent is being sought. The name and address 

of the applicant and owner of the property are contained in the application form. 

 

2.0 PROPERTY DETAILS 

 

Location:   173 Sandys Road, Waipapa 

Legal Description:  Lot 1 DP 194175, 8388m2 in area. 

Record of Title:   NA123A/624 (attached in Appendix 3) 

 

3.0 SITE DESCRIPTION  

 

3.1 Physical characteristics 

 

The site is zoned Rural Production in the Operative District Plan and Horticulture under the 

Proposed District Plans. The site supports an existing residential dwelling, and outbuildings, 

with driveway and parking/manouevring areas. The extensive grounds are attractively 

landscaped around the built environment, with lawned areas south of the buildings. 

 

The site is level. There is an existing drainage ditch running through the property. This has 

been worked into the on-site landscaping. 

 

The soils are LUC class 3s2. The site is not subject to flooding. The site does not contain any 

indigenous flora/fauna and no archaeological or cultural sites. It is within a vast area 

mapped as being “kiwi present”.   

 

3.2 Legal Interests 

 

The property has an appurtenant water right pursuant to EC B283671.7 and is subject to a 

Consent Notice requiring filtration of potable water. The latter forms part of Appendix 3. 

 

3.3 Consent History 

 

The site was one of two created by RC 1990306-RMASUB, issued in 1998. The dwelling on the 

site was constructed pursuant to BC-1999-894, also issued in 1998. The shed, referred to as a 

new Versatile StandTough Lean-To Farm Building, was constructed pursuant to BC-2017-250. 

Both buildings have CCC issued. The Plans for the shed building are attached in Appendix 4. 

 

4.0 SCHEDULE 4 – INFORMATION REQUIRED IN AN APPLICATION 

Clauses 2 & 3: Information required in all applications 

(1) An application for a resource consent for an activity must include the following: 

(a) a description of the activity: 
. 

Refer Section 1 of this Planning Report. 
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(b) an assessment of the actual or 
potential effect on the environment of 
the activity: 

Refer to Section 6 of this Planning Report. 

(b) a description of the site at which the 
activity is to occur: 
 

Refer to Section 3 of this Planning Report. 

(c) the full name and address of each 
owner or occupier of the site: 
 

This information is contained in the Form 9 attached to the 
application. 

(d) a description of any other activities 
that are part of the proposal to which 
the application relates: 
 

Refer to Sections 1 & 5 of this Planning Report for existing 
activities within the site.  

(e) a description of any other resource 
consents required for the proposal to 
which the application relates: 
 

Consent is being sought for a small scale cattery, pursuant to 
the Far North Operative District Plan. No other consent is 
required.  

(f) an assessment of the activity 
against the matters set out in Part 2: 
 

Refer to Section 7 of this Planning Report. 

(g) an assessment of the activity 
against any relevant provisions of a 
document referred to in section 
104(1)(b), including matters in Clause 
(2): 
 

(a) any relevant objectives, policies, or 

rules in a document; and 
(b) any relevant requirements, 
conditions, or permissions in any rules 
in a document; and 
(c) any other relevant requirements in a 
document (for example, in a national 
environmental standard or other 
regulations). 
 

Refer to Section 7 of this Planning Report. 

(3) An application must also include any of the following that apply: 

(a) if any permitted activity is part of the 
proposal to which the application 
relates, a description of the permitted 
activity that demonstrates that it 
complies with the requirements, 
conditions, and permissions for the 
permitted activity (so that a resource 
consent is not required for that activity 
under section 87A(1)): 
 
(b) if the application is affected 
by section 124 or 165ZH(1)(c) (which 
relate to existing resource consents), 
an assessment of the value of the 
investment of the existing consent 

The site supports a legally established residential unit.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
There is no existing resource consent. Not applicable. 
 
 
 
 

https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM231904#DLM231904
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM234355#DLM234355
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM234355#DLM234355
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM2414711#DLM2414711
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM235206#DLM235206
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM236097#DLM236097
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holder (for the purposes of section 
104(2A)): 
 
(c) if the activity is to occur in an area 
within the scope of a planning 
document prepared by a customary 
marine title group under section 85 of 
the Marine and Coastal Area (Takutai 
Moana) Act 2011, an assessment of 
the activity against any resource 
management matters set out in that 
planning document (for the purposes 
of section 104(2B)). 

 

 
 
 
The site is not within an area subject to a customary marine 
title group. Not applicable. 

 

Clause 6: Information required in assessment of environmental effects 

(1) An assessment of the activity’s effects on the environment must include the following information: 

(a) if it is likely that the activity will 
result in any significant adverse effect 
on the environment, a description of 
any possible alternative locations or 
methods for undertaking the activity: 
 

Refer to Section 6 of this planning report. The activity will not 
result in any significant adverse effect on the environment. 

(b) an assessment of the actual or 
potential effect on the environment of 
the activity: 

Refer to Section 6 of this planning report. 

(c) if the activity includes the use of 
hazardous installations, an assessment 
of any risks to the environment that are 
likely to arise from such use: 
 

Not applicable as the application does not involve hazardous 
installations. 

(d) if the activity includes the discharge 
of any contaminant, a description of— 

(i) the nature of the discharge and 
the sensitivity of the receiving 
environment to adverse effects; 
and 
(ii) any possible alternative 
methods of discharge, including 
discharge into any other receiving 
environment: 

 

The proposal does not involve any discharge of contaminant. 

(e) a description of the mitigation 
measures (including safeguards and 
contingency plans where relevant) to 
be undertaken to help prevent or 
reduce the actual or potential effect: 
 

Refer to Section 6 of this planning report. There are no 
adverse effects resulting from the proposal that require 
mitigation. 

(f) identification of the persons affected 
by the activity, any consultation 
undertaken, and any response to the 
views of any person consulted: 
 

Refer to Section 8 of this planning report. No affected persons 
have been identified. 

https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM234355#DLM234355
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM234355#DLM234355
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM3597401#DLM3597401
https://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1991/0069/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM234355#DLM234355
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g) if the scale and significance of the 
activity’s effects are such that 
monitoring is required, a description of 
how and by whom the effects will be 
monitored if the activity is approved: 
 

No monitoring is required as the scale and significance of the 
effects do not warrant it. 

(h) if the activity will, or is likely to, have 
adverse effects that are more than 
minor on the exercise of a protected 
customary right, a description of 
possible alternative locations or 
methods for the exercise of the activity 
(unless written approval for the activity 
is given by the protected customary 
rights group). 

No protected customary right is affected.  

 

Clause 7: Matters that must be addressed by assessment of environmental effects (RMA) 

(1) An assessment of the activity’s effects on the environment must address the following matters: 

(a) any effect on those in the 
neighbourhood and, where relevant, 
the wider community, including any 
social, economic, or cultural effects: 

Refer to Sections 6 and 8 of this planning report and also to the 
assessment of objectives and policies in Section 7. 

 (b) any physical effect on the locality, 
including any landscape and visual 
effects: 

Refer to Section 6. The site has no high or outstanding 
landscape or natural character values. Built environment is 
existing. 

(c) any effect on ecosystems, including 
effects on plants or animals and any 
physical disturbance of habitats in the 
vicinity: 

Refer to Section 6. The proposal has no effect on ecosystems or 
habitat. 

(d) any effect on natural and physical 
resources having aesthetic, 
recreational, scientific, historical, 
spiritual, or cultural value, or other 
special value, for present or future 
generations: 

Refer to Section 6. The site has no aesthetic, recreational, 
scientific, historical, spiritual or cultural values that will be 
adversely affected by the proposal. 

(e) any discharge of contaminants into 
the environment, including any 
unreasonable emission of noise, and 
options for the treatment and disposal 
of contaminants: 

The proposal will not result in the discharge of contaminants, nor 
any unreasonable emission of noise. 

(f) any risk to the neighbourhood, the 
wider community, or the environment 
through natural hazards or hazardous 
installations. 

The site is not subject to natural hazards and does not involve 
hazardous installations. 
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5.0 COMPLIANCE ASSESSMENT  

 

5.1 Operative District Plan 

 

The property is zoned Rural Production in the Operative District Plan (ODP). No resource 

features apply. An assessment of the proposal to establish a small scale cattery against 

relevant rules in the ODP follows:  

 

8.6.5.1.1 RESIDENTIAL INTENSITY  N/A (activity not a residential unit) 

8.6.5.1.2 SUNLIGHT   N/A (buildings all existing) 

8.6.5.1.3 STORMWATER MANAGEMENT N/A (site coverage existing) 

8.6.5.1.4 SETBACK FROM BOUNDARIES N/A (buildings all existing) 

 

8.6.5.1.6 KEEPING OF ANIMALS  Consent required – building used for cattery closer than 

(a) Any building, compound or part  50m from boundary 

of a site used for factory farming or  

a cattery, shall be located no closer  

than 50m from any site boundary, …… 

 

8.6.5.1.7 NOISE     N/A – internal cattery highly unlikely to breach noise rule 

8.6.5.1.8 BUILDING HEIGHT   N/A (buildings all existing) 

8.6.5.1.9 HELICOPTER LANDING AREA N/A 

8.6.5.1.10 BUILDING COVERAGE  N/A (buildings all existing) 

8.6.5.1.11 SCALE OF ACTIVITIES 4 persons allowed on site at any one time. This is not expected 

to be exceeded.  

The only district wide rules of relevance to the activity are those related to parking 

requirements and traffic intensity. Appendix 3C of the ODP specifies 1 car parking space for 

every 10 cats accommodated = 2 required. These are easily accommodated on site next to 

the shed building. The dwelling’s 2 carpark spaces (and internal garaging) are unaffected. 

Permitted. 

Appendix 3A deems that 10 daily one way traffic movements are generated per 100m2 GBA. 

Note: GBA excludes areas used exclusively for parking and manouevring. Note also that the 

residential unit on the site is exempt. The permitted activity threshold for the zone is 60. The 

shed to contain the cattery is only 76m2 GFA = 8 daily one way traffic movements. Permitted.  

The only identified consent requirement under the ODP is for the cattery. Consent is required 

as a discretionary activity. 

 

5.2 Proposed District Plan 

 

The FNDC publicly notified its PDP on 27th July 2022. Whilst the majority of rules in the PDP will 

not have legal effect until such time as the FNDC publicly notifies its decisions on submissions, 

there are certain rules that have been identified in the PDP as having immediate legal effect 

and that may therefore need to be addressed in this application and may affect the 

category of activity under the Act. These include: 
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Rules HS-R2, R5, R6 and R9 in regard to hazardous substances on scheduled sites or areas of 

significance to Maori, significant natural areas or a scheduled heritage resource;  

Heritage Area Overlays; 

Historic Heritage rules and Schedule 2; 

Notable Trees; 

Sites and Areas of Significance to Maori; 

Ecosystems and Indigenous Biodiversity – Rules IB-R1 to R5 inclusive; 

Subdivision (specific parts); 

Activities on the surface of water; 

Earthworks – Only some rules and standards have legal effect. These are Rules EW-R12 and 

R13 and related standards EW-S3 and ES-S5 respectively. EW-R12 and associated EW-S3 

relate to the requirement to abide by Accidental Discovery Protocol if carrying out 

earthworks and artefacts are discovered. No earthworks are required. 

Signs; 

Orongo Bay Zone.  

 

There are no zone rules in the PDP with immediate legal effect that affect the proposal’s 

activity status. 

 

6.0 ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

 

In considering an application for a discretionary activity, the Council is able to consider any 

relevant effects. However, substantial guidance is provided in the Assessment Criteria listed in 

Section 11.11 of the ODP in regard to the Keeping of Animals. Given the absence of any 

other rule breaches, I believe the matters in 11.11 to be the only likely effects requiring 

assessment. 

  

These are addressed below. 

 

The location and proximity of adjoining residential units. 

 

The two properties that share a boundary with the application site and where there is less 

than 50m from the cattery building and that shared boundary, both contain existing 

residential units. The owners of both those properties have provided Written Approvals. In the 

case of the Krsinic property to the southeast, the cattery building is 30m from the property 

boundary, with the Krsinics’ residential unit a further 22m inside their property, giving a total 

separation distance from cattery building to residential unit of 52m.  

 

In the case of the Richardson residential unit to the northeast, the cattery building is 30m from 

the property boundary, with the Richardsons’ residential unit a further 90m inside their 

property, giving a total separation distance from cattery building to residential unit of 120m.    

 

The potential for further residential subdivision in the vicinity.  

 

The only nearby property with any realistic potential for subdivision under the ODP is the 

Krsinic property to the south and the way that property has been developed, the only area 
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for a future residential allotment is to the south, and further away from the cattery. Under the 

PDP it is proposed to zone the vicinity Horticulture and residential subdivision is discouraged in 

that proposed zone. 

 

Across the road there is a large rural holding that has the potential to be subdivided, more so 

under the ODP than the PDP. However, should any residential development occur in the 

vicinity it would be at least 80m from the cattery building, noting the road boundary is 50m 

from the cattery building.   

 

In the first instance I do not believe a small scale cattery with a limited number of cats 

accommodated and operating with limited opening hour, could have adverse effects on 

any other property in the vicinity. In the second instance it is doubtful that an activity such as 

that proposed is substantial enough to give rise to any concerns about reverse sensitivity 

issues. The activity is not factory farming, does not result in offensive odours, nor does it result 

in excessive noise or traffic movements.   

 

The number and type of animals. 

 

The activity is intentionally proposed to be small scale with a maximum number of cats set at 

20, all accommodated internal to a building. Cats will be dropped off and picked up by their 

owners within specified hours.  

 

The extent to which any adverse effects may be mitigated having regard to:  

(i) the frequency and nature of management and supervision;  

(ii) means of ventilation;  

(iii) building design, including soundproofing;  

(iv) method of effluent management and disposal;  

(v) noise;  

(vi) odour;  

(vii)       likely presence of vermin. 

 

Customer drop off and pick up will be generally limited to brief periods in the morning and 

again in the afternoon, although there will be the occasional drop off or pick up outside 

those hours by prior arrangement. The applicants are experienced cattery operators, having 

owned another cattery on Kapiro Road for several years. The cats will be housed internally 

(within an existing shed building) that will be fitted out with cage accommodation for the 

cats. The building will be adequately ventilated, with mesh installed behind the roller doors so 

that the doors can be opened to let in light. Cats are highly unlikely to make noise to 

anywhere near the permitted day time or night time threshold applying in the zone. In 

addition, the roller doors will be closed at night.   

 

Cat food will be securely contained such that unwanted vermin cannot access it. Cat litter 

will be provided, and regularly ‘refreshed’ in each cage. The operators intend to use wood 

pellet cat litter. Used litter will be disposed of into wheelie bins hired from Northland Waste 

and lined with heavy duty bin liner. Northland Waste collects on an as required basis.   
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In summary, the operation will be clean and tidy, a healthy environment for the cats, and not 

create any adverse noise or odour effects. 

 

The extent to which prevailing climatic conditions and landscaping may reduce adverse 

effects.  

 

The roller doors face southwest, away from the adjacent Richardson and Krsinic residential 

dwellings. There is established planting/landscaping on the boundary with the Richardson 

property. There is also some planting to the southeast of the cattery building that visually 

screens the building from the Krsinic house. There are some plantings more recently 

established along the existing drain on the property, and these will also help visually screen 

the cattery building from neighbouring views.   

 

Any recognised standards promulgated by industry groups.  

 

The applicants advise that there are currently no recognised standards for catteries. Animal 

welfare is a top priority for them.  

 

Likely effects, including increase in predators on indigenous vegetation and habitats of 

indigenous fauna. 

 

The cats are enclosed and not permitted to run loose. There will be no threat to indigenous 

fauna. 

 

Summary 

 

In summary I believe the proposed small scale cattery will have less than minor adverse 

effects. 

 

7.0 STATUTORY ASSESSMENT 
 

7.1 Operative District Plan Objectives and Policies 

 

Objectives and policies relevant to this proposal are those listed in Chapter 8.6 Rural 

Production Zone.  

 

The proposal is an efficient use of natural and physical resources and a sustainable use of the 

land. Amenity values are not adversely affected as the cattery is to be housed within an 

existing building on the site. The cattery will be operated in such a way as to not be noisy or 

smelly. Vehicle movements will not be greatly increased as a result of the proposal. There is 

minimal, if any land incompatibility risk as stated in section 6.0 of this report.  The site is far too 

small to be utilised for any commercial scale productive use and the use of a part of the built 

environment as a cattery will not impact on rural production activities continuing elsewhere 

in the zone. 
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Policies 8.6.4.1 – 8.6.4.5 largely reflect the requirements of Part 2 of the Act. I believe the 

proposal to be consistent with those policies.  

 

Policies 8.6.4.7-8.6.4.9 are about reverse sensitivity and land use incompatibility. As stated 

above, the proposal does not create any additional risk or adverse effect in this regard.  

 

7.2 Proposed District Plan Objectives and Policies 

 

An assessment against the relevant objectives and policies in the Proposed District Plan (PDP) 

follows. The property is zoned Horticulture, and contains no resource features. 

HZ-O1  

The Horticulture zone is managed to ensure its long-term availability for horticultural activities and its 

long-term protection for the benefit of current and future generations. 

 

HZ-O2  

The Horticulture zone enables horticultural and ancillary activities, while managing adverse 

environmental effects on site. 

 

HZ-O3  

Land use and subdivision in the Horticulture zone: 

a. avoids land sterilisation that reduces the potential for highly productive land to be used for a 

horticulture activity; 

b. avoids land fragmentation that comprises the use of land for horticultural activities; 

c. avoids any reverse sensitivity effects that may constrain the effective and efficient operation of 

primary production activities; 

d. does not exacerbate any natural hazards; 

e. maintains the rural character and amenity of the zone; 

f. is able to be serviced by on-site infrastructure. 

 

The site is 8388m2 in area with very little area available for any kind of commercial level 

horticultural use. In any event, no new impermeable coverage is proposed or necessary and 

I do not believe the use of an existing building on the site has any effect on the long-term 

availability of land for horticultural activities. The proposal does not sterilise land or reduce 

potential for horticultural activity. The proposal will not create reverse sensitivity issues that 

may constrain primary production activities; does not exacerbate natural hazards; maintains 

rural character and amenity; and the site is already serviced.  

 

Policies  

 

HZ-P1  

Identify a Horticulture Zone in the Kerikeri / Waipapa area using the following criteria: 

a. presence of highly productive land suitable for horticultural use; 

b. access to a water source, such as an irrigation scheme or dam able to support horticultural use; and 

c. infrastructure available to support horticultural use. 

 

This policy is directed at the Council, not individual landowners.  

 

HZ-P2  

Avoid land use that: 

a. is incompatible with the purpose, function and character of the Horticulture Zone; 
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b. will result in the loss of productive capacity of highly productive land; 

c. compromises the use of highly productive land for horticultural activities in the Horticulture Zone; and 

d. does not have a functional need to be located in the Horticultural Zone and is more appropriately 

located in another zone. 

 

A cattery is not incompatible with the purpose, function and character of the zone, 

especially when inside a building. The proposal will not result in the loss of productive 

capacity and does compromise the use of land for horticultural activities.  

 

HZ-P3  

Enable horticulture and associated ancillary activities that support the function of the Horticulture zone, 

where:….. 

a. adverse effects are contained on site to the extent practicable; and 

b. they are able to be serviced by onsite infrastructure 

 

N/A. Proposal is not a horticultural activity. 

 

HZ-P4  

Ensure residential activities are designed and located to avoid, or otherwise mitigate, reverse sensitivity 

effects on horticulture activities, including adverse effects associated with dust, noise, spray drift and 

potable water collection. 

 

N/A – proposal is not residential development – which already exists on the site in any event. 

 

HZ-P5  

Manage the subdivision of land in the Horticulture zone to: 

…… 

 

N/A, not a subdivision. 

 

HZ-P6  

Encourage the amalgamation or boundary adjustments of Horticulture zoned land where this will help 

to make horticultural activities more viable on the land. 

 

N/A. 

 

HZ-P7 

Manage land use and subdivision to address the effects of the activity requiring resource consent,  

including (but not limited to) consideration of the following matters where relevant to the application:   

a.  whether the proposal will increase production potential in the zone;    

b.  whether the activity relies on the productive nature of the soil;  

c.  consistency with the scale and character of the rural environment;  

d.  location, scale and design of buildings or structures;  

e.  for subdivision or non-primary production activities: 

 i.  scale and compatibility with rural activities;  

 ii.  potential reverse sensitivity effects on primary production activities and existing infrastructure;  

iii.  the potential for loss of highly productive land, land sterilisation or fragmentation  

f.  at zone interfaces:  

i. any setbacks, fencing, screening or landscaping required to address potential conflicts;  
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ii.the extent to which adverse effects on adjoining or surrounding sites are mitigated and internalised 

within the site as far as practicable;   

g.the capacity of the site to cater for onsite infrastructure associated with the proposed activity, 

includingwhether the site has access to a water source such as an irrigation network supply, dam or  

aquifer; 

h.  the adequacy of roading infrastructure to service the proposed activity;  

i.Any adverse effects on historic heritage and cultural values, natural features and landscapes or 

indigenous biodiversity;   

j.Any historical, spiritual, or cultural association held by tangata whenua, with regard to the matters set 

out in Policy TW-P6. 

 

The activity does not require any consent under the PDP and the above policy is therefore of 

limited, if any, relevance.  

 

7.3 Part  2  Matters 

 

S5 outlines the purpose of the Act, being sustainable management, and I believe the 

proposal to be consistent with sustainable management. I do not believe that the granting of 

a consent would be contrary to any matters in s6 Matters of National Importance, or s7 Other 

Matters. I do not believe the proposal offends s8 considerations.  

 

7.4 National Policy Statements & Environmental Standards 

 

As far as I am aware the property has never been utilised for a HAIL activity. I do not believe, 

therefore, that the National Environmental Standard for Assessing and Managing 

Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human Health is relevant.  

 

The National Policy Statement for Highly Productive Land is of relevance insofar as the soils on 

the site are mapped as part of the LUC 3s2 suite. However, the proposal does not fragment 

or sterilise soils as it does not remove any soil from being available for any use reliant on the 

soil, the activity being within an existing building already established on the site. No new 

driveway or turning/manouevring areas are required either.  

 

The activity is not a new ‘sensitive’ activity that might give rise to reverse sensitivity issues 

because of productive use of adjacent properties. In any event, there is no commercial level 

productive use on any of the sites immediately adjacent. In summary, the proposal is in no 

way contrary to the Objective or Policies of the NPS Highly Productive Land.  

 

7.5  Regional Policy Statement for Northland (RPS) 

 

The RPS does not show the site as containing any natural character or landscape values. It is 

not subject to hazard, contains no indigenous habitat and no heritage/cultural values. The 

proposal is a sustainable use of the land, ancillary to residential use of a site.  I consider the 

proposal to be consistent with any relevant objectives and policies in the RPS, specifically 

Objective 3.5 Enabling economic wellbeing;  and 3.11 Regional form. The Far North District’s 

Rural Production Zone has been identified as the zone most suitable for activities such as 

catteries. 
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8.0 s95A-E ASSESSMENT & CONSULTATION   

 

8.1 S95A Public Notification Assessment 

 

A consent authority must follow the steps set out in s95A to determine whether to publicly 

notify an application for a resource consent. Public notification is neither mandatory nor 

precluded. The activity will not have, nor is it likely to have, adverse effects on the 

environment that are more than minor. Public notification of this application is not required. 

 

8.2 S95B Limited Notification Assessment 

 

A consent authority must follow the steps set out in s95B to determine whether to give limited 

notification of an application for a resource consent, if the application is not publicly notified 

pursuant to s95A. There are no affected groups or affected persons that must be notified. No 

affected persons have been identified – see 8.4 below. Limited notification of this application 

is not required.  

 

8.3 S95D Level of Adverse Effects  

The AEE in this report assesses effects on the environment and concludes that these will be 

less than minor. 

 

8.4 S95E Affected Persons 

 

A person is an ‘affected person’ if the consent authority decides that the activity’s adverse 

effects on the person are minor or more than minor (but are not less than minor). A person is 

not an affected person if they have provided written approval for the proposed activity. Two 

written approvals have been obtained and are attached in Appendix 5.  

 

These are from: 

 

A and L Richardson, owners of Pt Lot 2 DP 207631 – property to the northeast; and 

F & S Krsinic, owners of Lot 2 DP 390744 – property to the southeast.  

 

These are the only two properties sharing a boundary where the cattery building is less than 

50m from said boundary. The minimum setback is achieved on all other boundaries. 

 

9.0 CONCLUSION 

 

I believe that the proposed development can be carried out on the site with little or no long 

term adverse effects. The proposal is not contrary to relevant objectives and policies of the 

Operative or Proposed District Plans, or Regional Policy Statement. The proposal is consistent 

with Part 2 of the Resource Management Act.  
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There is no District Plan rule or national environmental standard that requires the proposal to 

be publicly notified and no persons have been identified as adversely affected by the 

proposal. No special circumstances have been identified that would suggest notification is 

required. 

 

It is therefore requested that the Council grant approval on a non notified basis, subject to 

appropriate conditions.  

 

 
 

Lynley Newport    Date   29th September 2025 

Senior Planner,  

Thomson Survey Ltd 

 

 

10.0 APPENDICES 

 

Appendix 1   Site Plan, Floor Plans  

 

Appendix 2   Location Map 

 

Appendix 3   Record of Title & Relevant Instruments 

 

Appendix 4   BC-2017-250 stamped approved plans 

 

Appendix 5   Written Approvals 

 












































































