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1 Introduction
There are significant existing constraints and problems associated with the operation of State Highway 1 
from Levin to Wellington Airport. Accidents and congestion are significant problems that constrain the 
regional economy and compromise the wellbeing and sustainability of the Wellington region.

The government therefore wishes to enhance the long-term economic and transportation performance of 
the Wellington region by undertaking significant improvements to the State Highway corridor from Levin 
to Wellington Airport. The government has identified this corridor (referred to as Wellington Northern 
Corridor) as a road of national significance (RoNS).

The Peka Peka to North Otaki Project (the Project) is one of the eight sections of this corridor. For this 
section, the NZTransport Agency (NZTA) has undertaken investigations that have:

•	 identified a need for a new four-lane State Highway to expressway standard from Peka Peka to  
North Otaki

•	 assessed various alternative methods and route options for the above 

•	 resulted in the identification by NZTA’s Board of a preferred route for the four-lane expressway.

Further investigations, assessments and consultation has been commissioned by the NZTA relating to the 
above matters prior to the Board considering whether to adopt its preferred method (a new four-lane 
State Highway to expressway standard) and preferred route.

Statutory approvals will then be required to construct, use and maintain a proposed new State Highway 
from Peka Peka to North Otaki. The statutory approvals required are likely to include:

•	 Designation by NZTA of a new State Highway 1 corridor under the Resource Management Act 1991 
(RMA).

•	 Resource consents under the RMA.

•	 Archaeological authority and approvals under the Historic Places Act 1993.

•	 Possible alterations to the existing designations of, or approvals from, other requiring authorities (ie 
KiwiRail) under the RMA.

•	 Outline plan approvals for the proposed works within the designation.

This Management Plan has been prepared to guide and assist in the obtaining of all the required statutory 
approvals to construct, use and maintain a new State Highway from Peka Peka to North Otaki. 

It will be a publicly available document and will be periodically updated as required.

2 Project objectives
2.1 The NZTA objectives

The NZTA’s draft objectives for the Wellington Northern Corridor RoNS are:

•	 to enhance inter regional and national economic growth and productivity

•	 to improve access to Wellington’s CBD, key industrial and employment centres, port, airport and 
hospital

•	 to provide relief from severe congestion on the State Highway and local road networks

•	 to improve the journey time and reliability of travel on the section of SH1 between Levin and the 
Wellington Airport

•	 to improve the safety of travel on State Highways.

The NZTA’s draft objectives for the Peka Peka to North Otaki section are:

•	 to provide a significantly improved transport link from Peka Peka and North Otaki by developing a 
State Highway to expressway standards that connects and integrates with the Mackays to Peka Peka 
and Levin to Otaki sections of the Wellington Northern Corridor
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•	 to provide relief from severe congestion by efficiently serving the Otaki Township, its future 
development and the wider Otaki area

•	 to improve the journey time and reliability of travel by providing appropriate access to and from the 
State Highway to efficiently serve the Otaki Township, its future development and the wider Otaki area

•	 to improve the safety of travel by assessing the need for local road access across the expressway at Te 
Horo and to provide such access if required.

The NZTA is currently reviewing these draft objectives.

2.2 Issues to be resolved

The NZTA Board in November 2009, requested that the following issues be investigated as part of the 
project’s development phase:

•	 The form and location of the interchanges providing access to Otaki and Te Horo are reviewed in light 
of the submissions received in the October 2009 public engagement.

•	  The requirement for signage to indicate destinations off the State Highway is reviewed.

•	 The design should allow for future double tracking of the North Island Main Trunk Railway line 
through Otaki.

•	 The alignment is reassessed against current planning requirements prior to preparation of the Notice 
of Requirement.

•	 The NZTA should work with Kapiti Coast District Council (KCDC), the Otaki Community Board and 
the community in general with a view to integrating the Expressway.

The objective of the NZTA insofar as the statutory approvals part of the Project is concerned is to secure 
all the statutory approvals required to construct, operate and maintain the expressway with conditions 
that are acceptable to the NZTA.

3 Relevant statutory provisions
3.1 Introduction

There are three main steps to prepare a robust Statutory Approvals Management Plan.

Step 1 is to identify the likely statutory approvals that will be required to construct, operate and maintain a 
new State Highway expressway.

Step 2 is to identify the relevant statutory provisions that will be used by decision makers to assess the 
NZTA’s statutory applications.

Step 3 is to recommend initiatives/strategies that the NZTA can take to ensure that its objective is met to 
secure all the Statutory Approvals required to construct, operate and maintain the proposed expressway 
and with conditions that are acceptable.

3.2 Statutory approvals required

At this stage it is not possible to identify conclusively and in detail all the aspects of the proposed new 
expressway that will require specific statutory approvals. This is primarily because the corridor, final 
alignment and width of the corridor, and the nature of the expressway and associated interchanges is still 
to be finally determined by the Board of the NZTA. However, the statutory approvals that are likely to be 
required include:

•	 Designation of the proposed new State Highway corridor under the Resource Management Act 1991 
(RMA).

•	 Resource consents (Regional and possibly some District consents) under the RMA.

•	 Archaeological authority and approvals under the Historic Places Act 1993.
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•	 Possible alterations to existing designations or approvals from other requiring authorities under the 
RMA.

•	 Outline plan approvals for the proposed works within the designation.

Each matter is addressed below.

Depending upon the outcome of further investigations, it could be that other consents might be required 
under other legislation.

3.3 Designation 

There is no designation in place that would allow for a new State Highway to expressway standard. 

Once such a designation is included in the District Plan it permits (refer to s.176 of the RMA) the use of 
the land for ‘State Highway Purposes’ ie an expressway.

Part 8 of the RMA contains the statutory provisions relating to designations.

Section 168(2) of the RMA provides that ‘A requiring authority for the purposes approved under section 
167 may at any time, give notice in the prescribed form … of its requirement for a designation … for a 
project or public work …’ This is referred to as a Notice of Requirement (NoR).

The prescribed form is Form 18 of the Resource Management Act (Forms, Fees, and Procedure) 
Regulations 2003. This requires the following information: 

•	 The land subject to the NoR.  

•	 The nature of the public work. 

•	 Any proposed restrictions or conditions that would apply. 

•	 The effects of the Project on the environment and the ways in which any adverse effects will be 
mitigated. Section 3 of the RMA defines ‘effect’ as including any positive or adverse effect.

•	 The extent to which alternative sites, routes and methods have been considered.

•	 Why the Project and designation are reasonably necessary for achieving the objectives of the 
requiring authority (NZTA).

•	  Resource consents required.

•	 Consultation undertaken. A separate ‘Stakeholder Engagement and Communication Strategy’ has 
been prepared for the Project – refer section 4.8 below. 

•	 Any additional information required by the District Plan, Regional Plan or any regulations under the 
RMA. 

To assist in the understanding of the above, the following plans should be included in the NoR:

•	 Plans that identify the land to be designated in order to enable the construction, use and 
maintenance of the expressway.

•	 Plans that indicate the nature of the expressway and proposed mitigation.

Section 171 of the RMA sets out the matters to be considered when a territorial authority assesses a NoR. 
These are as follows:

•	 The information provided in support of the NoR.

•	 The effects on the environment of allowing the NoR.

•	 Matters raised by submitters.

•	 Relevant provisions of a national policy statement, New Zealand coastal policy statement, regional 
policy statement, proposed regional policy statement, regional plan, proposed regional plan, district 
plan and proposed district plan.

•	 Whether adequate consideration has been given to alternative sites, routes and methods of 
undertaking the Project.

•	 Whether the Project and designation are reasonably necessary for achieving the objectives of the 
Minister.
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•	 Any other matter the decision maker deems ‘reasonably necessary’ to make a recommendation. 

•	 Part 2 of the RMA – whether confirming the NoR will promote the purpose and principles of the 
RMA. 

Section 171(2) provides that a decision maker may:

•	 confirm the NoR

•	 modify the NoR

•	 impose conditions

•	 decline the NoR.

3.4 Outline plans

Outline plans of the proposed work are required by s176A of the RMA to show:

•	 the height, shape, and bulk of the work

•	 the location of the work

•	 the likely finished contour of the land

•	 vehicular access, circulation, and the provision for parking

•	 proposed landscaping

•	 any other matters to avoid, remedy or mitigate any adverse effects on the environment.

Section 176A requires a requiring authority to submit outline plans to the local authority to allow the local 
authority to request changes. If the requiring authority decides not to make the changes, the local 
authority may appeal to the Environment Court. However, outline plans do not need to be submitted to 
the local authority (KCDC) if they are incorporated into the designation (s.176A(2)(b)).  

3.5 Resource consent applications to GWRC

As noted in section 3.3 above, a designation is required to permit the use of the required land for State 
Highway purposes (refer to s.176 of the RMA). A designation does not permit activities that require 
resource consent from the GWRC.

In addition to the operative Regional Policy Statement and the Proposed Regional Policy Statement, the 
Wellington regional plans relevant to this project are:

•	 Regional Freshwater Plan 1998

•	 Regional Soil Plan 1999

•	 Regional Air Quality Management Plan 2000

•	 Regional Discharges to Land Plan 1999

An indication of regional resource consents likely to be required includes: 

•	 Discharge permits for the discharge of sediment laden water to water and/or to land where it may 
enter a water body.

•	 New bridge over the Otaki River; new bridges over streams, and placing and using culverts in 
streams.

•	 Water permits for the take of groundwater; diversion of groundwater; and take of water for 
dewatering of excavations and if required for construction purposes. 

•	 Works (ie reclamations, crossings, diversions etc) in and over the bed of rivers and streams.

The NZTA will need to apply for resource consents associated with the Project to enable the activities to 
be undertaken. Section 104 of the RMA sets out the matters to be considered when a decision maker 
assesses a resource consent application for a discretionary activity. These are:

•	 Matters raised by submitters.

•	 Any actual and potential effects on the environment of allowing the activity.
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•	 Relevant provisions of a National Environmental Standard, other regulations, national policy 
statement, New Zealand coastal policy statement, regional policy statement, proposed regional 
policy statement, regional plan, proposed regional plan, and the district plan and proposed district 
plan.

•	 Any other matter the decision maker considers relevant and ‘reasonably necessary’ to determine the 
application. 

•	 Part 2 of the RMA.

3.6 Consenting projects of national significance

Part 6AA of the RMA contains statutory provisions for ’proposals of national significance’. The provisions, 
amongst other things, provide for a ‘national consenting path’ for proposals of national significance.  

Part 6AA of the RMA enables NZTA to lodge the NoR and applications for resource consents with the 
Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) for processing. If the Minister for the Environment agrees to 
‘call in’ the applications as a project of national significance, the decision making will be undertaken by a 
Board of Inquiry or the Environment Court. Refer to section 4.1 below.

Application(s) for archaeological approvals under the Historic Places Act 1993 are not included within the 
above process. They continue to be lodged with, processed and decided by the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust (NZHPT). Refer to section 3.7 below. 

3.7 Archaeological approvals

Archaeological sites are broadly defined by the Historic Places Act 1993 as a place associated with 
pre-1900 human activity. There is a possibility that during the earthworks required to construct the 
Project, archaeological sites may be destroyed, damaged or modified. 

Application(s) to destroy, damage or modify archaeological sites will therefore need to be prepared, 
lodged with and determined by the NZHPT. As stated above, the RMA does not provide that applications 
for archaeological approvals are able to be processed by the EPA and determined by the Board of Inquiry 
(BoI).

3.8 Alterations to existing designations

Depending upon the alignment and width of the expressway corridor and the design of the expressway 
and associated interchanges, it may be necessary for the NZTA to undertake work on land already 
designated and/or for additional land to be designated for main trunk railway purposes. 

The NZTA and KiwiRail are the respective requiring authorities. Section 177 of the RMA provides scope for 
written consents to be granted in relation to works on land that has already been designated by another 
requiring authority. Consultation between the NZTA and KiwiRail is therefore required.

Consultation between the NZTA and KiwiRail is also required in relation to land that is not designated but 
which may be required for realignment of the railway.

3.9 Other resource consent applications

There could be the need to obtain resource consents for geotechnical or other investigations that involve 
earthworks and/or works in rivers or streams. These would be prepared and lodged with the relevant 
consent authority Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC) and/or Kapiti Coast District Council 
(KCDC) in the normal way.

3.10 Other consents

Depending upon the outcome of further investigations, it could be that other consents might be required 
under other legislation.
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4 Management plan
4.1 Adopt the national consenting path

The RMA provides two alternative paths for the processing of the required NoR and resource consents. 

The standard path involves the NoR and any applications for district resource consents being served on/
lodged with the KCDC, and applications for regional resource consents being lodged with the GWRC. 
These would be notified, a hearing may be held and decisions made by the respective authorities. There 
could be appeals then lodged which could require an Environment Court hearing and decision. The 
standard path therefore provides for a two-stage hearing and decision-making process.

The national consenting path involves the NoR and applications for resource consents being lodged with 
the EPA for processing. If the Minister for the Environment agrees to ‘call in’ the applications as a project 
of national significance, the decision making will be by a Board of Inquiry or the Environment Court. 
Application(s) for archaeological approvals will continue be processed and decided by the NZHPT.

The national consenting path was introduced into the RMA (Part 6AA) by the government to provide a 
more efficient method for the processing and decision making of RMA approvals associated with 
nationally significant projects. The Peka Peka to North Otaki Expressway Project has been identified by the 
government as a RoNS.  

The national consenting path is favoured mainly because:

•	 The adoption of this path is consistent with the national significance of the Project.

•	 It has the potential to be more efficient than a two-stage hearing and decision making process.

Under a national consenting path, the proposed Management Plan and process is:

•	 Early engagement with the EPA, GWRC and KCDC to scope the approvals required and information/
assessments required.

•	 The NoR and resource consent applications should be lodged for processing with the EPA at the one 
time.

•	 The Statutory Approvals team will engage closely with the EPA and Councils (and other RoNS 
project teams to promote cross-boundary consistency with applications) in preparing the necessary 
approval applications.

•	 The EPA has the ability under s88 of the RMA to reject applications as being incomplete. Hence 
early engagement with the EPA is recommended to effectively manage this risk. 

•	 Once the applications are lodged, the Minister of the Environment (advised by the EPA) has 20 
working days on whether the proposal is a matter of national significance and should be referred to a 
Board of Inquiry or the Environment Court. During this time the EPA can request further information 
or commission a range of reports. The early and close engagement referred to above is designed to 
maximise the chances of ‘call in’ and avoid or minimise the potential for additional information being 
required.

•	 The Minister decides to either apply the national consenting path or to refer the application to 
GWRC and KCDC to be heard in the usual manner.

NZTA is developing a pre-lodgement process which it intends to adopt for this project.

4.2 Maintain focus on the statutory requirements

A focus on the statutory requirements is fundamental to the success of achieving NZTA’s statutory 
approvals objective which is ‘to secure all the Statutory Approvals required to construct, operate and 
maintain the proposed new expressway and with conditions that are acceptable to the NZTA’. Maintaining 
a focus on meeting the statutory requirements is therefore a key part of this Statutory Approval 
Management Plan.
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The relevant statutory provisions that will guide the decision makers have been identified in section 3 of 
this Plan. For the NoR, these will require and/or involve consideration of the following:

•	 A comprehensive Form 18.

•	 Plans that clearly specify the land that is the subject of the NoR.

•	 Plans that outline the nature of the proposed work, ie the expressway and associated works/roads.

•	 An assessment of effects on the environment (AEE) report that:

 – identifies the nature, scale and extent of the positive effects of the expressway

 – identifies the nature, scale and extent of the adverse effects of the expressway

 – identifies proposed mitigation to avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse effects identified in the 
sentence above.

•	 Demonstration that there has been adequate consideration of alternatives to the expressway. 

•	 An assessment of the extent of consistency the expressway has with statutory plans.

•	 An assessment of the extent of consistency the expressway has with non-statutory plans, ie ‘other 
matters’.

•	 Reasons why the designation is reasonably necessary.

•	 Matters raised by submitters.

•	 RMA Part 2 assessment.

For the resource consents, the relevant statutory provisions require and/or involve consideration of the 
following:

•	 Plans of the proposed work/structures.

•	 An assessment of effects on the environment report that addresses all effects, including:

 – the nature, scale and extent of the positive effects of the work/structures

 – the nature, scale and extent of the adverse effects of the work/structures.

•	 Identifies proposed mitigation to avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects. 

•	 Any other ‘reasonably necessary’ matter.

•	 Part 2 of the RMA.

For archaeological approvals, the relevant statutory provisions require and/or involve consideration of the 
following:

•	 Identification of actual or potential archaeological resources potentially affected.

•	 Proposed mitigation.

Based on these statutory requirements and/or considerations, the following strategies are recommended.

4.3 Review project objectives

The NZTA are in the process of reviewing and refining the draft project objectives (see section 2 of this 
Plan). This is supported. 

4.4 Careful assessment of the extent of designation

It is important that the statutory approvals obtained, particularly the extent of the designation, cover all 
the land that will be required to construct, operate and maintain the expressway. 

Recommended action includes:

•	 Ensuring that the land proposed for designation covers all the land required to construct, operate and 
maintain the expressway, including temporary construction activities, earthworks and mitigation 
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works. For example, the width of the designation may initially be required to be quite wide to cover 
temporary construction activities and earthworks, but upon completion may be able to be reduced. 
Construction input will be important.

•	 Ensuring that the alignment and width of the designation is sufficient to accommodate changes that 
may result from the subsequent detailed design process, including any areas required for the 
mitigation of adverse effects.

•	 Ensuring that the designation covers all the land and works that will be required to effectively and 
efficiently complete the Project, including associated mitigation and works that may be required on 
land involving another requiring authority (ie KiwiRail). 

•	 The land to be designated should include any non-expressway road or facility (ie local roads, 
realignment of the railway etc) that may be required to be constructed by the NZTA as part of the 
Project, either on land that is already designated or on land not designated. Once constructed, if the 
asset is proposed to be transferred to another requiring authority (ie KCDC or KiwiRail) and that 
authority is in agreement with the transfer, then it is envisaged that such transfer and/or uplifting of 
the NZTA’s designation would then be implemented with the written approval of the parties. 

4.5 Outline plans

Section 176A requires a requiring authority to submit outline plans to the local authority to allow the local 
authority to request changes. If the requiring authority decides not to make the changes, the local 
authority may appeal to the Environment Court. However, outline plans do not need to be submitted to 
the local authority (KCDC) if they are incorporated into the designation (s.176A(2)(b)).  

Outline plans of the proposed works are able to be incorporated into the notice of requirement for 
designation and this is recommended.

4.6 Identify and highlight the positive effects

It is fundamental that the positive effects of the expressway are comprehensively identified and presented 
in (a) the AEE reports (b) submissions in support of the expressway and (c) expert evidence to the Board 
of Inquiry. Unless the positive effects are clearly identified and well documented, the Board of Inquiry may 
obtain an unbalanced picture of the effects of the expressway.

Recommended action to comprehensively identify and present the positive effects includes:

•	 Review of all previous relevant reports to identify the extent to which the positive effects were 
identified.

•	 Briefing all specialist effect assessors to identify the positive effects of the expressway compared to 
the existing environment. In particular, to identify the nature, scale and extent of the positive 
transportation effects and the nature, scale and extent of positive economic effects, these being two 
of the principal reasons why the government declared the project a RoNS.  

•	 Identifying through engagement and consultation with the community and stakeholders the nature, 
scale and extent of the positive effects of the expressway and potential persons or interested parties 
who may wish to submit in support of the Project.

4.7 Robust AEE’s

The RMA requires that the effects on the environment of the NoR and regional resource consent 
applications shall be assessed and the ways in which any adverse effects will be avoided, remedied or 
mitigated shall be identified. 

Recommended action to ensure AEE’s are robust includes:

•	 Discuss scope of assessments with GWRC and KCDC.

•	 Robust AEE framework is established.

•	 All assessments of environmental effects are undertaken according to best practice.

•	 Expert assessment reports follow a similar report format.
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•	 A methodology for ranking the extent of positive and adverse effects is adopted to promote 
consistency of approach across the various effects and assessors.

•	 Peer review of critical evidence.

•	 Review of all external adverse effects to ensure internalisation of these effects to an appropriate 
extent.

•	 All relevant effects are assessed.

•	 Proposed consent conditions are developed through liaison with the expert specialists (including 
conditions for the ongoing maintenance etc of the new expressway). These will be further refined 
through pre-lodgement consultation with the KCDC, GWRC and the EPA. 

•	 All applications are lodged with a set of recommended consent conditions.  

•	 A summary AEE is prepared that provides a ‘weighted assessment’ of the positive and adverse 
effects, ie additional weighting will be given to certain effects as per Part 2 of the RMA.

Environmental effects assessments at a RoNS level that are envisaged to be required to support the 
applications include:

•	 RoNS economic effects.

•	 RoNS traffic effects.

Environmental effects assessments at a Peka Peka to North Otaki level that are envisaged to be required 
to support the applications include:

•	 Cultural issues and effects on Māori.

•	 Ecological effects (land).

•	 Ecological effects (fresh water).

•	 Heritage and Archaeological effects.

•	 Social and community effects.

•	 Economic (business viability, including rural land uses) effects.

•	 Noise and vibration effects.

•	 Air quality effects.

•	 Resource utilisation effects.

•	 Contaminated land effects.

•	 Urban design effects.

•	 Landscape and visual effects.

•	 Stormwater effects.

•	 Hydraulic effects.

•	 Land use, Traffic and Transportation effects.

•	 Property (landowner) effects.

•	 Construction effects.

Additional technical assessments include:

•	 Consideration of ‘alternatives’ assessment

•	 Statutory and non-statutory plan assessment

•	 Public consultation assessment
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4.8 Effective engagement and consultation 

There is a separate Stakeholder Engagement and Communications Strategy for the Project. This identifies 
NZTA’s strategy, process and approach for engaging and consulting with the community. 

From a statutory approvals perspective, effective engagement and consultation has the potential to:

•	 Identify persons and interested parties who support the Project and provide the opportunity for the 
NZTA to harness this support.

•	 Identify issues, concerns or problems that persons and interested parties might have regarding the 
Project and provide the opportunity for the NZTA to have these matters assessed and resolved if 
possible through the alignment, design and/or mitigation associated with the expressway.

•	 Result in written approvals being obtained for the required statutory applications.

•	 Reduce the number of submissions that might be lodged opposing the notified statutory applications 
for the Project.

A report describing the engagement and consultation undertaken is required to be included in the NoR 
(Form 18).

4.9 Adequate consideration of alternatives

The NZTA is required to give ‘adequate consideration to alternative sites, routes and methods’ (s.171(1)(b) 
of the RMA).

The recommended action is to review all previous relevant reports and submissions to identify the extent 
to which alternatives have been assessed and to ensure that this statutory requirement is met. 

4.10 Assess consistency with plans

An assessment of the extent of consistency the expressway has with statutory and non-statutory plans 
(ie ‘other matters’ under s.171(1)(d)) is required).

The recommended action is as follows:

•	 Identify and review all potentially relevant statutory and non-statutory plans and policies.

•	 Inform the 440PN design consultancy team as early as possible of any significant policy matters that 
arise from the above review.

•	 Prepare the report (required by Form 18) that assesses the extent of consistency of the NoR with 
statutory and non-statutory plans.

•	 Engage with the statutory planning authorities (KCDC and GWRC) relating to plan reviews and 
changes so that they consider and appropriately reflect the Project.

•	 Work with the statutory planning authorities (KCDC and GWRC) to ensure relevant matters are 
identified and assessed.

4.11 Ongoing technical liaison

The recommended action is to establish and maintain technical liaison with the regulatory/statutory 
approvals officers of KCDC, GWRC and NZHPT and EPA in order to:

•	 acquaint the officers with the expressway, the NZTA’s objectives and the Project timeframes

•	 undertake workshops and site visits

•	 identify the statutory approvals that will be required

•	 identify the information and assessments that will be required to be provided in support of the 
applications for statutory approvals
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•	 identify any concerns or issues so that they can be effectively addressed in the applications, either 
through design of the expressway, mitigation or proposed consent conditions

•	 identify how the relevant officers will assess and report on the applications once lodged with the EPA.

5 Indicative process, timeframe and contacts 

The indicative process and timeframe that is anticipated is as follows:

pRoCeSS timeFRame

option development and scoping July-Dec 2010

Further public engagement on interchange options and connections with local roads Feb 2011 

Complete Scheme assessment Report Second quarter 2011

nZta Board approval of preferred option mid 2011

preparation of draft applications for statutory approvals. ongoing consultation with affected parties third quarter 2011

Review and finalisation of statutory approvals Fourth quarter 2011

lodging with epa First quarter 2012

Decision First quarter 2013

Communication in relation to this Management Plan should be directed to:

Statutory Approvals Manager 
Peka Peka to North Otaki Project 
Urban Perspectives Ltd 
PO Box 9042  
Wellington

Attention: Peter Coop

Phone: 04 474 4112
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