
















3 December 2025 
 
Planning 
Carterton District Council 
Carterton 
 
Request for Information: 

RM250025: Resource consent granted for operation of a wine bar at Holloway Street, 30 April 
2025 

Kia ora 

We are writing to request the following information on the above resource consent. May we suggest that it 
would make requests easier if your documents had numbered pages. 

1. Under ‘Proposal’:  
‘The applicant has received written approval from those relevant neighbours, being  Nelson 
Crescent and  Holloway Street’. 

Why were the neighbours from Nelson Crescent and Holloway Street the only neighbours 
consulted? Who made the decision on who were ‘relevant neighbours’ and on what was this 
decision based? 

2. Proposed additions and alterations to the existing building. 

Why does this section not refer to the inclusion of sprinklers and smoke alarms? 

3. Noise 

‘The applicant has provided a Noise Assessment undertaken by Marshall Day Acoustics’. 

Did Marshall Day Acoustics visit the site and neighbouring streets when undertaking their noise 
assessment or did they undertake it using a map? If they did it using a map, how can they 
accurately assess the noise impacts? 

‘…the report assesses noise eƯects for the nearest residential properties who did not provide 
written approval – and Nelson Cres’. 

Why were residents at and  Nelson Crescent not approached for written approval? 
Nelson Crescent is straight across the road from the proposed site. Also, why was the resident at 

 Nelson Crescent not approached? This resident is closer to the proposed site than the 
resident at Nelson Crescent. This would indicate that Marshall Day Acoustics did not visit the 
site to do their assessment.  

We request a copy of the Noise Assessment undertaken by Marshall Day Acoustics. 

The Council itself notes that ‘I consider that eƯects in relation to noise on  and Nelson 
Crescent are less than minor and are acceptable’. The Council would appear to not have 
knowledge of the layout of its own streets. Again, Nelson Crescent is further away from the 
proposed site than  Nelson Crescent. 

Can the Council define how it categorises eƯects as ‘less than minor’? Is there a form of 
measurement or is it just what the Council thinks? 
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Does the Council consider the noise from the proposed additions and alterations to the existing 
building will have no noise eƯect on neighbours? We do not consider construction, demolishing, 
and landscaping to be quiet activities. 

Who will monitor the noise from the proposed wine bar? 

4. Public Notification Assessment (Section 95A) 
 
c. Step 3: ‘…the eƯects are considered to be no more than minor’. 

 
How does the Council define ‘minor’? We consider the eƯects will be a lot more than ‘minor’. 
Increased traƯic, increased noise, the loss of car parks and intoxicated persons returning to their 
cars late at night we would not consider ‘minor’. If there is an event on at the Carterton Events 
Centre and a function on at the proposed wine bar, does the Council consider the noise levels of 
those combined to be ‘minor’? Loud noise is also currently generated from the gym at the end of 
Nelson Crescent. 
 
Patrons of the wine bar parking in neighbouring streets will exacerbate the demand for car parks 
(and noise) already experienced by residents when there is an event on at the Carterton Events 
Centre. 
 

5. Limited Notification Assessment (Section 95B) 

c. Step 3: ‘No other parties are considered to be aƯected in accordance with s95E of the 
RMA…All other eƯects of the proposal are no more than minor and do not aƯect any particular 
party.’ 

Again, how does the Council define ‘minor’? We are uncertain how the Council can consider the 
eƯects of a large wine bar with outdoor seating and music located in a small and quiet street can 
be categorised as ‘minor’ eƯects. 

6. Visual amenity and streetscape 

‘Similarly, all other surrounding residential and commercial sites on Nelson Crescent and 
Holloway Street are suƯiciently separated and screened from the proposal’.  

How does the Council know that ‘surrounding and commercial sites on Nelson Crescent and 
Holloway Street are suƯiciently separated and screened from the proposal’? On what basis does 
the Council make this statement? 

Does the Council consider a large and busy wine bar close to a primary school acceptable? 

7. Conclusion 

‘Overall, the adverse eƯects of the proposal are no more than minor’. 

Again, please provide the Council’s definition of ‘minor’. Nelson Crescent is a small and quiet 
street. We would proƯer that a large wine bar being established at the end of the street would 
have more than ‘minor’ adverse eƯects. 

8. Proposed Wairarapa Combined District Plan (notified 2023) 

Noise: ‘Patron noise is expected to comply with District Plan noise requirements at all times’. 

Again, who will monitor patron noise? 
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9. Right of Objection 

How did the Council notify/advertise the decision to grant resource consent for the operation of 
the wine bar? We became aware of the decision in November 2025 when the consent is dated 30 
April 2025. 

10. Can the Council please advise why it believes a small town like Carterton needs yet another 
venue where food and alcohol is available when there are already at least five venues that service 
Carterton with food and alcohol? 
 

11. Has the Council considered the eƯects of a new wine bar on these other established venues?  
 

12. What is the timeframe for the construction of the proposed wine bar? 
 

 

     

Nelson Crescent      Nelson Crescent 

 

 


