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Stewart Fletcher

From: David Harford <david@dhconsulting.co.nz>
Sent: Sunday, 10 September 2023 4:27 PM
To: Stewart Fletcher
Subject: RE: Resource Consent Application for Contractors Yard
Attachments: Site Plan re hay and balage.pdf; Driveway mark up - Perspective C diagram.pdf; 

Updated APA - P Lambie - 75 Mitcham Road.pdf; Updated APA - L Hanrahan 70 
Mitcham Road.pdf

Hello Stewart 
 
In response to these details in your memorandum, please see below. 
 
I was away in late August and the applicant was only able to secure the wri en approval, to the amendments, from the 
landowner at 75 Mitcham Road, last Thursday 7th September. 
 
In order of the numbers in the memorandum. 
 

1. The applicant is happy to consider diagram/perspec ve C type vehicle crossing design (example a ached) 
except the radius at the edges be 15m (up from 9) to allow wider entry/exit ability for Heavy Vehicle use from 
Mitcham Road. Note, the gate will be recessed a minimum of 12m from the road boundary to enable a tractor 
and trailer to be clear of the road. 
 

2. Your assessment of the sales component from straw as a secondary aspect, is agreed. This is not the primary 
purpose of this proposal and opera on. As I have previously said, many if not all Agri related contractors and 
exis ng farming opera ons from me to me have feed available for sale. This has occurred for decades or as 
long as farming has been in existence in this country. If the commissioner takes a different view here, we have a 
District/Na on Wide issue then!  
 

3. The intent is not to use all the area’s bound in blue for hay and balage. The a ached updated plan shows the 
hay storage areas.  
 

4. That’s fine. 
 

5. The reloca on of the driveway circa 90-100m north was for the purpose of reducing effects on the landowner at 
48 Mitcham Road. Namely, noise and glare effects.   
 

6. Bullet Point – BP 1 – the applicant does not use a GPS/Naviga on system. BP 2- Staff are made aware as part of 
normal induc on and management process. BP 3- This was the point of the driveway shi  to move/address the 
main area of issue. The vehicle movement limita ons a er 10pm (4 movements) we consider are restric ve 
enough and I don’t believe addi onal limita ons are required based on the acous c repor ng findings that one 
of the nigh me noise issues was on the current driveway. It stands to reason that, moving the driveway further 
north/west removes that noise issue for the submi er in terms of effects at the no onal boundary of the 
dwelling. Further, the wri en approvals of the Lambies (75 Mitcham) and Hanrahan’s (70 Mitcham Road) sign 
off on the new site plan, this then removes any noise issue for those landowners. 
 

7. The proposed colour for the sheds will be a low reflec ve cladding and possibly a Denim Blue coloursteel. 
Bearing in mind, that in me the new sheds would be screened from the road boundary plan ngs proposed. 
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8. Agree with the comments here. The applicant will not interfere with this water easement. Nothing further 
needed here. 
 

9. The wri en approvals of the owners/occupiers of 70 and 75 Mitcham Road are a ached.  
 

Kind Regards 
 
 
David Harford 
 
 
David Harford 
David Harford Consulting Ltd 
Resource Management Planning 
Aon House 
2 Queens Drive 
PO Box 603 
ASHBURTON 7700 
PH 03 3077 164 
MOB:029 3077 164 
Email:david@dhconsulting.co.nz 
www.dhconsulting.co.nz 

 
 
 
 
                                                                                                                                     
 
 
 
 
 
 

From: Stewart Fletcher <stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz>  
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2023 9:09 PM 
To: David Harford <david@dhconsulting.co.nz>; martyn@dairyplatforms.nz 
Cc: 'Ian Hyde' <Ian.Hyde@adc.govt.nz>; 'Deanna Reynolds' <Deanna.Reynolds@adc.govt.nz> 
Subject: Resource Consent Application for Contractors Yard 
 
Good a ernoon 
 
Following the prehearing mee ng to discuss the resource consent applica on to establish a contractors yard in Mitcham 
Road the applicant provided further informa on on the proposal which was distributed to relevant par es.  
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This informa on has been reviewed and a ached is a memorandum I have prepared regarding whether the 
amendments address those ma ers discussed at the mee ng.  It is at the applicants discre on as to whether they wish 
to address the ma ers raised in the a ached.  The submi er (Martyn Fisher & Rachael Whaley) also have the 
opportunity to formally comment on the revised proposal and in doing so consider the a ached document. 
 
It is requested that any final comment on the proposal is received by both par es by Monday 4 September and 
following this, formal arrangements will be established for the con nued processing of the applica on, such as a 
hearing date if required.    
 
If you have any queries regarding the a ached or the processing of the applica on please feel free to get in contact. 
 
Kind regards 
Stewart Fletcher 
 

 
 

4 Primrose Hill Lane, CHRISTCHURCH 8051 
Cell:  021 0234 6903;  Email: stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz;   
Web: www.fletcherconsulting.co.nz 
 
 
















































