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DECISION OF THE ENVIRONMENT COURT

Al The application to join the Far North District Council to these proceedings

is declined.

TOTARA LODGE LTD v BLUEGUM GOSPEL HALL TRUST



REASONS

(1] By Notice dated 16 June 2023, the Applicant sought to join the Far North
District Council (Council) as a party to these proceedings. That request was opposed

by both the Respondent and the Council.

[2)  The proceedings in question are enforcement proceedings against Bluegum
Gospel Hall Trust. The Applicant has been at pains to confirm to the Coutt that the
Council’s prior decision making is not at issue and the proceedings do not seek any

form of relief against the Council.

(3] To the extent that Council staff may have knowledge and expertise that could
assist the Court in its determination, it is noted that Council experts have participated
in joint conferencing without the Council being a party to the proceeding and that the
Court’s directions of 26 April 2023 placed the Council on notice that such experts
should be available to the Court if requested. The Council has indicated no issue with

that.

[4] Further, the Court holds powers under s 276 of the Act to call for anything to
be provided in evidence that it considers will assist in its decision making and/or call
any person before it to give evidence if to do so will assist its decision making. I am
satisfied that these powers are sufficient to deal with the matters raised in the

application for joinder.

(5] I am also satisfied that the Court can adequately consider matters of the vires
and enforceability of any order it might make absent the Council and that the Council
is capable of interpreting and enforcing any order that the Court may make without

being a party to the proceedings.




[6] On that basts, I find no need to join the Council to the proceedings and accept
the Council’s submissions that to do so would be “contraty to public interest and will

place unreasonable pressure on ratepayer funded resources”.



