










ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS (AEE) 

Boundary Adjustment – Lot 2 DP 312016 (8 Prospect Street) & Lot 1 DP 474279 
Applicant: Adrian Moerman 
Council: Far North District Council 

 

1. Introduction 

This Assessment of Environmental Effects (AEE) is submitted in support of a subdivision (boundary 
adjustment) involving Lot 2 DP 312016 and Lot 1 DP 474279, both located at Prospect Street, Far 
North District. 

The purpose of the boundary adjustment is to correct a minor cadastral misalignment so that the 
legal boundaries reflect long-established physical occupation and fencing. No new lots will be 
created, and no changes to servicing, access, or land use are proposed. 

Copies of the Consent Notices registered on both titles (where available) are attached to this 
application, in accordance with Council’s information requirements. 

 

2. Site Description 

2.1 Location 

The subject sites are located on Prospect Street within an established residential neighbourhood in 
the Far North District. 

2.2 Legal & Ownership Details 

• Lot 2 DP 312016 (RT 47309) – Owner: Adrian Henry Maarten Moerman 
• Consent Notice 5448852.1 applies 

• Lot 1 DP 474279 (RT 650290) – Owners: Stephen Douglas Booth & Gay Booth 
• Consent Notice 9779134.2 applies 
• Relevant easements relating to services apply 

2.3 Existing Environment 

• Both sites are used for residential purposes. 

• Dwellings, fences, and site layouts are well established. 

• Existing occupation and fencing do not align precisely with the legal boundaries. 

2.4 Access & Servicing 

Both lots are serviced for: 
✓ Water 
✓ Wastewater (reticulated or onsite as applicable) 
✓ Stormwater 
✓ Power 



✓ Telecommunications 
Access to Prospect Street remains unchanged. 

 

3. Description of the Proposal 

A boundary adjustment is proposed between the two sites as follows: 

• Approximately 33 m² to be transferred from Lot 2 to Lot 1 

• Approximately 19 m² to be transferred from Lot 1 to Lot 2 

The adjustment will: 

• Align the legal boundary with existing fences and occupation 
• Resolve a minor cadastral error 
• Maintain the functional utility of both properties 

No additional allotments will be created, and both lots will continue to meet servicing, access, and 
infrastructure requirements. 

 

4. Activity Status & District Plan Rules 

4.1 Operative Far North District Plan 

The sites are zoned Residential Zone. 

Under the Operative District Plan, a boundary adjustment is a form of subdivision and is managed 
under: 

• Rule 12.5.1 – Controlled Activity: Boundary Adjustments, where lot shape, access, 
easements, servicing, and compliance with standards are maintained. 

The proposal meets the intention of this rule because: 

• No additional lots are created 

• Access and servicing remain unchanged 

• Lot shape remains functional 

Activity Status (Operative Plan): Controlled Activity 

4.2 Proposed Far North District Plan (Notified 27 July 2022) 

Under the Proposed Plan, subdivision is addressed under: 

• SUB-P1 – Subdivision Purpose and Function 

• SUB-R4 – Boundary Adjustments (Residential Zone) 

Boundary adjustments that do not create new lots and maintain site utility are generally Controlled 
Activities. 

Activity Status (Proposed Plan): Controlled 



4.3 Reason Resource Consent Is Required 

Resource consent is required because: 

• The proposal involves a subdivision in accordance with s11 RMA 

• The adjustments meet the definition of a boundary adjustment 

• Assessment under controlled activity rules is required for both plans 

• Consent notices must be re-issued or varied as necessary 

 

5. Assessment of Environmental Effects 

5.1 Effects on Neighbourhood Character & Amenity 

• No new buildings or land use changes are proposed. 

• The change is administrative only and reflects existing physical boundaries. 
Effect: Less than minor. 

5.2 Servicing and Infrastructure 

• No new servicing connections required. 

• No increase in demand. 
Effect: Nil. 

5.3 Traffic and Access 

• Access arrangements remain exactly as they are. 

• No increase in vehicle movements. 
Effect: Nil. 

5.4 Natural Hazards 

• No earthworks or new development enabling hazard exposure. 

• The proposal does not alter the hazard environment. 
Effect: Nil. 

5.5 Cultural and Archaeological Values 

• No ground disturbance or development. 

• No known Sites of Significance to Māori affected. 
Effect: Nil. 

5.6 Effects on Adjoining Properties 

• The boundary change reflects long-standing fencing. 

• No change to privacy, shading, or outlook for neighbours. 
Effect: Less than minor. 

5.7 Overall Effects Conclusion 



The proposal produces no more than minor effects, consistent with the controlled activity 
framework. 

 

6. Assessment Against the Proposed FNDP (Objectives & Policies) 

The proposal is consistent with: 

• SUB-P1 – ensuring subdivision maintains site function 

• RESZ-P1 – maintaining residential character 

• INF-P2 – ensuring infrastructure capacity isn’t compromised 

The boundary adjustment: 

✓ Maintains existing residential use 
✓ Does not change intensity 
✓ Does not affect infrastructure 
✓ Aligns legal boundaries with actual occupation 

The proposal fully aligns with the Proposed Plan purpose and intent. 

 

7. Assessment Against Part 2 of the RMA 

Section 5 – Purpose of the Act 

The proposal promotes sustainable management by: 

• Maintaining functional residential sites 

• Ensuring accurate cadastre and property boundaries 

• Avoiding adverse environmental effects 

Sections 6, 7, 8 – Matters of National Importance, Other Matters & Treaty 

No matters of national importance are affected. 
The proposal maintains amenity (s7(c)) and efficient land use (s7(b)). 
There are no implications for Treaty principles (s8). 

Conclusion: The proposal is consistent with Part 2. 

 

8. Assessment Under s104(1)(b) 

National Policy Statements (NPS) 

No NPS is directly relevant to a minor boundary adjustment. 
No national-level environmental objectives are affected. 

National Environmental Standards (NES) 



No NES is triggered (e.g., air quality, contaminants, freshwater, telecommunications). 
The proposal does not involve earthworks or contaminated soil. 

Regional Policy Statement (RPS) for Northland 

The proposal is consistent with policies relating to: 

• Efficient land use 

• Maintenance of existing built environments 

• Minor adjustments without adverse effects 

Regional Plans 

No regional rule is engaged because no earthworks, discharges, or coastal activities occur. 

 

9. Consent Notices 

Consent Notices registered on both titles have been identified. 
Copies (if supplied) are attached to the application for assessment. 
No conditions are compromised by the boundary adjustment. 

 

10. Consultation 

Consultation is not legally required for a boundary adjustment with no adverse effects. 
The immediate neighbours (Lot 1 DP 474279) are directly involved as land-transfer parties. 

 

11. Conclusion 

This boundary adjustment: 

✓ Aligns legal boundaries with actual occupation 
✓ Creates no new lots 
✓ Has no adverse effects 
✓ Complies with the intent of both Operative and Proposed Plans 
✓ Meets all requirements under Schedule 4 of the RMA 
✓ Is consistent with Part 2 of the RMA 

The application is complete and appropriate for approval as a Controlled Activity. 
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RECORD OF TITLE 
UNDER LAND TRANSFER ACT 2017 

FREEHOLD
Search Copy

 Identifier 650290
 Land Registration District North Auckland
 Date Issued 22 July 2014

Prior References
NA8A/587

 Estate Fee Simple
 Area 1375 square metres more or less
 Legal Description Lot    1 Deposited Plan 474279

Registered Owners
Stephen     Douglas Booth and Gay Booth

Interests

9779134.2               Consent Notice pursuant to Section 221 Resource Management Act 1991 - 22.7.2014 at 4:22 pm
Subject                   to a right to drain sewage and water and a right to convey electricity, telecommunications and computer media over
                part marked A on DP 474279 created by Easement Instrument 9779134.3 - 22.7.2014 at 4:22 pm
The                easements created by Easement Instrument 9779134.3 are subject to Section 243 (a) Resource Management Act 1991
9776212.2            Mortgage to ANZ Bank New Zealand Limited - 21.8.2014 at 3:46 pm
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RECORD OF TITLE 
UNDER LAND TRANSFER ACT 2017 

FREEHOLD
Search Copy

 Identifier 47309
 Land Registration District North Auckland
 Date Issued 24 December 2002

Prior References
NA1357/55 NA23C/331 NA95B/621
NA99D/998

 Estate Fee Simple
 Area 1675 square metres more or less
 Legal Description Lot    2 Deposited Plan 312016

Registered Owners
Adrian   Henry Maarten Moerman

Interests

Fencing            Agreement in Transfer 583300 - 22.1.1957 (affects part formerly in CT NA1357/55)
Fencing               Agreement in Transfer A399760 - 2.7.1969 at 1.55 pm (affects part formerly in CT NA1357/55)
5448852.1               Consent Notice pursuant to Section 221 Resource Management Act 1991 - 24.12.2002 at 9:00 am
13266094.1            NOTICE OF CLAIM OF INTEREST PURSUANT TO SECTION 42(2) PROPERTY (RELATIONSHIPS)

          ACT 1976 BY JOSEPHINE AUDREY BROWNHILL - 19.5.2025 at 11:44 am
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View Instrument Details
Instrument No 9779134.2
Status Registered
Date & Time Lodged 22 July 2014 16:22
Lodged By Tattersfield, John Guy






