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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My full name is Gregory John Dewe.  I filed evidence in chief in 

respect of the submission made by Fendalton Mall Limited (FML).  

1.2 I have read the material submitted as evidence by Hamilton 

Avenue/Otara Street Residents Association, albeit no witness is 

identified, and make the following comments.   

2. HAMILTON AVENUE/OTARA STREET RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION 

(HORA) SUBMISSION/STATEMENT  

2.1 At paragraph 13 it is stated that “The zoning of the properties at 14 

Otara St and 27 Memorial Ave is the last remaining impediment to 

commercialisation of the entire Otara St/Memorial Ave corner.” 

2.2 This is not correct and is misleading as the covenant in favour of 

HORA over these two sites, which I refer to in my evidence in chief at 

paragraph 6.2, has been ignored.  The covenant prevents any 

vehicular access over or across a strip of land adjacent to Otara Street 

which is identified as being not less than 9m in width. 

2.3 It is suggested at paragraph 41 that the scale of development 

identified on Figure 11 (page 17) is what can be expected if the zoning 

sought by CCC and FML is agreed to.  This is incorrect for the 

following reasons:   

(a) Firstly the figure shows commercial development the whole 

length of Otara Street and over part of Hamilton Avenue which is 

well beyond the extent of the commercial zoning sought and 

covers existing residential activity.  FML only seeks rezoning for 

its existing commercial buildings and associated activities (i.e.  

Fendalton Mall); and   

(b) Secondly the figure ignores the covenant referred to above in 

favour of HORA in respect of 14 Otara Street and 27 Memorial 

Avenue. 

2.4 It is also my opinion that the conclusions on planning matters reached 

in the HORA statement have not been made against the correct 
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planning background as there was no assessment of the Strategic 

Directions Chapter or the Objectives and Policies of the Commercial 

Proposal.  

3. CONCLUSION 

3.1 The rezoning sought by the City Council and FML alike is the 

recognition of what currently exists i.e. Fendalton Mall.  It remains my 

opinion that the rezoning sought would be the most appropriate 

method to achieve the relevant objectives. 

 

 

Gregory John Dewe 

1 May 2015 
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