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TO:  The Registrar 

Environment Court 

Auckland  

PROCEEDING AND STANDING  

1. Z Energy Limited (Z Energy) wishes to be party to the following proceedings: 

(a) ENV-2025-AKL-000164 an appeal by Narandrabhai Haribhai Master 

and Mahesh Master as Trustees for the Haribhai Master (1975) Trust 

(Appellant) on parts of a decision by NZ Transport Agency - Waka 

Kotahi (NZTA) on a notice of requirement for an alteration of a 

designation for the Papakura to Bombay (P2B) Project Stage 2, 

specifically, the notice of requirement to alter State Highway 1 

Designation 6701 ‘Motorway’ (NOR3 or Project). 

2. Z Energy made a submission about the subject matter of the proceedings on 

15 July 2024.   

3. Z Energy also has an interest in the proceedings that is greater than the 

interest that the general public has because it: 

(a) Operates the existing service station and truck stop at 2020 Great 

South Road and 229 Mill Road (Part Lot 3 DP 47888 and Lot 1 DP 

40410 respectively), known as Z Bombay, which is directly affected by 

NOR3; 

(b) Z Bombay is located to the northeast of the intersection between State 

Highway 1 and Mill Road, directly to the east of the Appellant’s 

property on Mill Road1 (Appellant’s Site), and will be adversely 

affected by NOR3 in the same or a similar manner to the Appellant; 

and 

(c) The relief sought by the Appellant may directly impact Z, the on-going 

operation and expansion of Z Bombay, and the way in which the 

adverse effects of NOR3 are managed. 

 
1 Described in the Appellant’s Notice of Appeal dated 5 August 2025 as being the property “located immediately to 
the northwest of the intersection between SH1 and Mill Road”. 



2 

903958951:2  

4. Z Energy is not a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308C or 

308CA of the RMA.   

Z ENERGY’S INTEREST IN THESE PROCEEDINGS  

5. Z Energy is interested in part of the proceedings. 

6. The part of the proceedings Z Energy is interested in relates to the relief 

sought by the Appellant in relation to NOR3. 

7. In particular, Z Energy is interested in the following issues raised by the 

Appellants: 

(a) Certainty regarding the roading layout, particularly the configuration of 

Mill Road, and access to affected properties, for example through: 

(i) Amendments to Condition CC.22 or the imposition of a new 

condition to ensure adverse effects on access to and egress 

from the Appellant’s Site from Mill Road are minimised as far 

as practicable during construction and ensures access is 

maintained at all times throughout the construction period; 

(ii) Amendments to Condition OPW.2 or the imposition of a new 

condition which: 

(A) clearly identifies the existing access to the Appellant’s 

Site as being reinstated and retained, or relocated and 

reformed to enable the Appellants to more effectively 

and efficiently access the Site for current and future 

uses; 

(B) avoids any long-term (i.e., post construction) effects on 

vehicle access to and egress from the Appellant’s Site, 

including, but not limited to, ensuring that there are no 

restrictions on ingress and egress on vehicle 

movements to the Site and resolution of any additional 

issues that are identified at the time further detail 

regarding the roading layout comes available; 

(b) Amendments reducing the extent of the designation: 
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(i) to the minimum extent necessary for the permanent operation 

and maintenance, or mitigation of effects generated by NOR3; 

or 

(ii) reducing the land take to the greatest extent possible, 

including, through the use of retaining walls rather than batter 

slopes; and 

(iii) identifying parts of the designated area that are required for 

construction purposes rather than permanent works, and 

imposing a new condition stipulating that land be required for 

the minimum duration possible;  

(c) Amendments to conditions CC.4, CC.22 or the imposition of new 

conditions to ensure that, prior to the commencement of construction 

in the vicinity of the Appellant’s Site, the Construction Environmental 

Management Plan (CEMP) and Construction Traffic Management 

Plan (CTMP) are prepared in consultation with the Appellant and 

approved by the Council.   

8. Z Energy supports the relief sought by the Appellant, to the extent that it does 

not derogate from the relief sought in Z Energy’s appeal on NOR32, because 

it will: 

(a) promote the sustainable management of natural and physical 

resources and is consistent with Part 2 of the RMA; 

(b) support the efficient use and development of urban land and 

infrastructure; 

(c) appropriately avoid, remedy, or mitigate the adverse effects of NOR3;  

(d) enable social economic and cultural wellbeing of the community; and  

(e) address the significant adverse effects of the works in sufficient detail 

to address matters under section 171(1) of the RMA. 

 
2 ENV-2025-AKL-000167 Z Energy Limited v New Zealand Transport Agency. 
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9. Without limiting the generality of the above, Z Energy supports the relief 

sought by the Appellant, to the extent that it does not derogate from the relief 

sought in Z Energy’s appeal on NOR3, on the basis that the relief sought will:  

(a) Ensure safe, efficient, and effective access to and from Mill Road for 

sites affected by the Project and provide certainty as to the location of 

that access. This is necessary to ensure the continued operation and 

viability of existing or future activities at affected sites. 

(b) Ensure that the extent of the NOR3 is reasonably necessary to 

achieve its intended objectives.  This is particularly relevant given that 

NZTA has adopted a design approach involving retaining walls along 

the boundary of 1998 Great South Road.  In contrast, batter slopes 

are proposed along other properties (including Z Bombay and the 

Appellant’s Site).  Applying a consistent design approach and using 

retaining walls as opposed to batter slopes would reduce the extent of 

land required and ensure it does not exceed what is reasonably 

necessary. 

(c) Provide clarity around the extent of construction works versus 

permanent works.  This is particularly important given that the detailed 

design and work may not be carried out for many years due to the 

absence of a lapse date and the permanent designation boundary will 

not be confirmed until the detailed design stage. 

(d) Enable potential effects on affected parties to be appropriately 

avoided, remedied, and mitigated, through meaningfully consultation.  

The proposed amendments to conditions CC.4, CC.22 would require 

NZTA to engage with affected parties during the detailed design 

phase to ensure that the management of both potential and actual 

effects of the Project are properly understood and incorporated into 

the implementation of the Project. 
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MEDIATION / ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION  

10. Z Energy agrees to participate in mediation or other alternative dispute 

resolution in respect of these proceedings. 

 
 
DATED at Auckland this 26 August 2025 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Stephanie de Groot 
 Counsel for Z Energy Limited 

 


