
2 DECEMBER THE NEW ZEALAND GAZETTE 2145 

PORIRUA CITY COUNCIL 

TOWN AND COUNTlff }>LANNING ACT 1953 

Hearing of Objections to Porirua Borough Consolidated and 
· Reviewed District Scheme 

THE Porirua City Council hereby gives notice that the hearing 
'Of objections to the Porirua Borough Consolidated and 
Reviewed District Scheme will commence at 9.30 a.m. on 
Wednesday the 26th day of January 1966, in the City Council 
Chambers, Hartham Court Buildings, Porirua, and will con
tinue as there arranged from time to time and place to place 
until all objections and witnesses have been heard. 

All persons who wish to be heard in support of or opposi
tion to any objection shall notify the council accordingly at 
least three days before that date. 

The following is a summary of the subject matter of objec
tions received by the Council: 

1. Tawa Borough Council-Objecting to the proposed zoning 
of 150 acres as Industrial C on the grounds that the area 
is in close proximity to Linden and nearby hospitals. Residents 
and ratepayers and users of the hospitals could be affected 
detrimentally by objectionable elements from industries estab
lished in the zone and there would be a detraction from the 
amenities of the area. 

2. Wellington Hospz'tal Board-Objecting to the proposed 
zoning of 150 acres as Ind1.1strial C on the grounds that the 
proposed zoning will result in a detraction from the amenities 
of the neighbourhood in general and in particular will result 
in any hospital adjacent to the industrial zone being subjected 
to a depressing outlook and to the nuisance of noise, smell, 
smoke, and fumes to the detriment of the comfort and welfare 
of patients and inmates. 

3. Estate of Stuart Duncan-
(a) Objecting to the proposed zoning of 150 acrf:S ~s 

Industrial C on the grounds that the area is m 
close proximity to Linden and nearRy hospitals. 
Re~idents and :ratepayers apd users. of the hos
pit~ls coulq. be affected detrimentally by Qbjec .. 
tionable elements from industries established in 
the .zone and . there wo1.1ld b{ a detraction froni 
the amenities of the area .. 

(b) Obj. e. ctirig .to. the .~on. i11 .. g. ()f .. ·the e .. stat.~-.o. w .. n~d bmd as. 
rural on the grounds that it should Q~ zqned for 
urbaµ us~ aii4 develop:n;ient . in, terms of plaJlS 
submittt;d to tl\e council ID 1963. 

4. Dr R. A. and Mrs D. I. Lochore~Objecting to the pro
pqsed zoning of their land in Eastwood Avenue as Residential 
Al on the grounds that the area is suitable for high density 
residential development and this is precluded by the zoning, 

S. J. H. Wiffin,;,,.,,..Objecting to the prnposed zoning of ht's 
land in Eastwood Avenue as Residential Al as this allows 
only the erection·. of dwelli~g houses and accessory building 
whereas the land 1s better suited for development for flats and 
high density housin~. : . . ' . 

6. Mrs 0. A. Paul~ObJecting to the proposed zomng of 
Lot ll, D.P. 17838, on Porirua-Paremata Main Highway as 
Def erred Residential on the grounds that she is prevented 
from obtaining a permit to erect a residential building ·on 
the land until 197$. . . 

7. District Public Truste~ (Gear Family Agency)-ObJecting 
on behalf of the owners of Lots l, 7, and 8, D.P. 17838, · on 
Porirua-Paremata Main Highway as Deferred Residential as 
the proposal will cause undue hardship to the owners. 

8. Mrs H. S. Coupland-Objecting to the proposed zoning 
of Lot 10, D.P. 17838, on, Porirua-Paremata ~fain Hi&liway ~3 
Defcri~cl · R.~siq~.ntjal on the grounds th~t tl;le i:qmng pre .. 
vi:mt~ the hmd b~n~. useq or ~qld or o.th~rw1se d1spo§@4 qf 
until 1975 and this will cause undue hardship. 

9. Hutt County Cazmcil-Objecting to the propos~d zqnip.g 
as Residential Stage 1 of land adjacent to the county /city 
boundary of Paremata on the grounds that this land is 
considered to be not yet ripe for residential use and should 
be zoned rural. 

10. Milhurst Park Ltd.-Objecting to the zoning of the 
property in Kenepuru Qrive as re~ideptial on the grouncls that 
it should be zohed industrial like other land immediately 
adjacent to the compl;l.ny's property. 

ll, R, A. (ll.ld l), M. Da117so?1·Welch~Qbjecting to the 
failure to provide · in tbe scheme · for road access from the 
urban development in the city to the land they own in Sol}.th 
Takapu Road on the grounds that such lack of mad,. a~.ess 
deprives them of all prospect, present, or futur~ of realising 
the potential use of the land for urban development pllrpos~s. 

E 

12. Hutt Valley Electric .f,Q)Vt}l' and G~ !Joard~ 

(a) Objecting to th.e inclusion of electrical sub-stations and 
transformers in the list of conditional 1.1.ses in Ordin
ance II, clause 3 (1) (b) (vi), and Clause 4 (1) 
(b) (ii). 

(b) Ob1ecting to Ordinance VII, clause 7, relating to under-
g_roun ... d re.tjc·u· lati.· on, re.quinn. · g elect.ti. c . pow .. e. r, st .. reet 
li&hting, and tel~phone reticulation to be placed 
underground in all new subclivisions and wherQver 
practicable when overhead r9u~ti® is "b4}ing 
renewed or extended. · ·'·- · · · · 

13. Porfrua Fire Board-

(a) Objecting to the inadequacy of direct access by road 
to the areas described as Stage 1 and 2, Deferred 
Residential development and to the indirect and 
circuitous road access into areas being developed for 
urban uses in the Porirua East, Cannons Creek, and 
Waitangirua areas. 

(b) Objecting to the failure to make provision in the 
scheme for a site for a fire station in upper Warspite 
Avenue in the Waitangirua area. 

14. Truebridge Callender Beach and Co.-Objecting to 
Ordinance III, Subdivision ·of Land, clause 3, Exceptions 
to Standard Requirements, on the grounds that the 
subdivision of pre-existing parcels of land is made more 
difficult and in some instances is prevented. 

15. Wellington Regional Planning Authorz'ty-Objecting that 
a <;la use has not been included in· the scheme as is suggested 
in paragraph 132 of the Wellington Regional Planning Scheme 
draft Scheme Statement which is desirable as a means of 
promoting greater fle:xibility and variety in larger schemes of 
development. 

16. Minister of Works-Objecting on the grol.llldS that: 

(a) Land zoned Industrial A and Al in the area between 
Lyttelton Avenue and Porirua IIarboU,r is more than 
is " likely to be required for such purposes and land 
zoned Industrial B is insufficient to meet the demand 
for land in this zone. 

(b) The area of Commercial B zone at Cannons Creek 
and Commercial A zone at Herewini Street are 
insufficient. 

( c) An area in the eastern harbour hills zone for proposed 
plantation and recreation reserve is needed for 
residential development and access roading. 

(d) An area zoned for parking at the rear of the Roman 
Catholic Church in Kenepuru Drive is to be disposed 
of to that Church by the Crown. 

(e) An area zoned Industrial A at the corner of The Ramp 
and Lyttelton Avenue and another on the corner 
of Hagley Street and Lyttelton Avenue are to be 
made available by the Crown for car parking. 

(f) The designation as parking of part of the land between 
the new overbridge and Walton Leigh Avenue and 
with the frontage to Lyttelton Avenue does not 
provide the best relationship of off-street car parking 
facilities to commercial uses on that site. 

(g) The roading stand~rds laid down in Part, IV (b) of 
the Scheme Statement would lead to un.necess~rily 
wiclt; carriageways. · · · .•,· · · 

(4} The minimum stan~ard fronta~e qf 80 ft requjrecl J:,y 
· · · Ordinance Ill, clause 2 for ~ites iri Indqstri~l B and C 

zon~s is exces~ive. · · · · - · 
(i) The provision of Or4inan~ VI, clause 3 (~) r~qpirjn:~ 

that off-street car parking spaces on res1d~nt1al sit~s 
shall be formed would. result in an undesirable. in
crease in the cost of development of State· housing 
schemes. 

17. Porirua City Council~ 

(a) Objecting to the residential zoning of land at the 
corner of W~rsllite Avenue and a prqpos~d n~w 
street i~~ediat~ly · to · the soqth of the; prqpq~eq 
Comm~cial B zone at WaitangiJ;Ua qn the grpwul3 
tp.at · the land , should b~ zoped for "Proposed Civic 
Purposes". · · · · · · 

(b) Objecting to the district scheme to make alterations in 
the following clauses in the Code of Ordinances

(i) Ordinance · I; Clause 3, adding a qefihition · for 
"Carport". 

(ii) Ordinance ll, cltluse 3 (l>) (yii), adding a pro
viso that such premises are · to be not · closer than 
880yds. 

(iii) Ordinan~ II, claus~ 4 (i) (d) (iii), altering 
side yard -minimum width. · · · 

(iv) Ordinance II, Clause 4 (2) (e) (i), providing 
fQ.r an exception where the. sµ~~ of tbe sit~ ni~~~$ 
compli&nc~· with. th~ req:uinmi~nt impracticabl,. 

(v) Ors:Jinance IJ, claµse $ (3) (') (i) a.qq ~lalJS~ 
S (4} (a) (D, a4ding tli~ w.orq~ "ancl Qther tµan 
petrol service statiqn~~~. 

(vi) Ordin~nce II~ clause 5 (3) (d) a.ml cJ1;1.us~ 
5 (4)' (d),· alterjµg t!i~ :Jlµlk aq.q Lo~tion. ~equir~'.' 
ments in lndu~tria,.l :a a.nd C z9nes an<l m<;1.ldng pro .. 
visiq.µ to dispense with qn~ side yard "".Jl~n~ adjoil!UUJ 
qw11~rs cop.Nrnt~ to ~oorcJmat~ th~ pe~ign iJlQ lQ..YPlJl 
of tlwir buil(JiQ&§ te> achl.ev~ a bl;U'm9niol,l3 app~ar3n~. 

(vii} OrdincJ.nce V, ~au~~ l (7), altenn,g the worc.J .. 
ing of th~ C\aus~ ijS it r~J~te~ to th~ ma~im,um. :flO\V 
area uf accessory buildings. 

(viii) Ordinan~ V, clause 2 (2) (b), altering the 
wording of the clause as it r~lates to sites witµ 
physical difficulties. · · 
· (ix) Ordinance V. clause 2 (2) (f), altering tb,e 
wording in r~spect of corner &ite&. · · · · 

(x) Ordinance V, clause 2 (2) (h), alterin~ th~ 
wording in respect of the use _of yar4 space for 
accessory buildings and garages. · · , 

(~i) OrdinanCQ V, clause 3 (2), altering the defini
tion of "height" in subclauses (i) . and (ii) and tb,e, 
exclusion shown in (a), (b), and (c). · 


