
RPR PROPERTIES LTD, KEEP HALFWAY BUSH SEMI RURAL INC v DCC – MINUTE 14 MAY 2020 

BEFORE THE ENVIRONMENT COURT 

I MUA I TE KOOTI TAIAO O AOTEAROA 

 

 IN THE MATTER of the Resource Management Act 1991 
 
 AND 
 
 IN THE MATTER of two appeals under section 120 of the Act 

 BETWEEN RPR PROPERTIES LIMITED 

  (ENV-2016-CHC-30) 

  KEEP HALFWAY BUSH SEMI-RURAL 
INCORPORATED 

  (ENV-2019-CHC-134) 

  Appellants 

 AND DUNEDIN CITY COUNCIL 

  Respondent 
 

 AND of an appeal under clause 14(1) of the First 
Schedule of the Act 

  

 BETWEEN KEEP HALFWAY BUSH SEMI-RURAL 
INCORPORATED 

  
  (ENV-2018-CHC-218) 
  
  Appellant 
 
 AND DUNEDIN CITY COUNCIL 
 
  Respondent 
 

              
 

MINUTE OF THE ENVIRONMENT COURT 
(14 May 2020) 

                

Introduction 

[1] The Registry has brought to my attention an email from Ms Wouters, a member 

of Keep Halfway Bush Semi-Rural Inc (“the Society”), raising concerns about 

correspondence she and other members of the Society have received.  A copy of the 

undated correspondence Ms Wouters received is attached and labelled Annexure A. 
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[2] The concern appears to be that representatives of RPR Properties Ltd have 

contacted members of the Society directly with a proposal to resolve the appeal.  Ms 

Wouters seeks the advice of the Registry as to how to prevent future correspondence. 

 

[3] The court does not know whether the addresses of Society members were 

obtained from its records or from the public record (e.g. the White Pages).  Even so, it is 

not the Registry’s function (nor my own) to give advice on how to stop future 

correspondence. 

 

[4] I would say that there is nothing unusual in parties endeavouring to resolve 

disputes directly and indeed the court encourages this.  That said, many people find 

litigation stressful and so I take this opportunity to remind parties, whether they are 

represented or not, that they are to work constructively in an endeavour to find solutions 

and to narrow the issues.  Working constructively includes treating each other respectfully 

and professionally (see the Environment Court Practice Note 2014 at cl 1.2: 

Communication and co-operation amongst parties).  

 

Where to from here 

 

[5] The parties will be aware that Dunedin City Council has recently re-evaluated its 

prioritisation of appeals for mediation.  The City Council has assessed the Society’s 

appeal on the proposed District Plan as having low-medium priority.  While at the time of 

writing informal discussions had yet to commence, the City Council has indicated that it 

was hopeful of circulating an options paper for the parties’ consideration towards the end 

of May 2020.  I will ask the Registry to attach a copy of the City Council’s memorandum 

dated 24 April 2020 and the draft Case Management Schedule for your information, 

together with a copy of the court’s Minute dated 5 May 2020 in response.   

 

[6] There are three appeals before the court.  Aside from the Society’s appeal on the 

proposed District Plan, the Society and RPR Properties Ltd have appealed decisions on 

applications for resource consent.  Unless I hear to the contrary, the three appeals appear 

to be dealing with the same subject matter and so it is my present intention to refer them 

to the same mediation.   
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[7] The court will be in contact again, once the scheduling of proceedings to 

mediation is finalised.   

 

 

______________________________  

J E Borthwick 

Environment Judge 

Issued:  14 May 2020 
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