By Sam Duff

A group of Houghton “Valley
residents are angry at the prospect
of a 13 house subdivision being built
in their suburb without them being
able to have their say. :

Kaikoura View Limited have been
granted un-notified resource consent
to turn the empty gorse covered area
at 215 Houghton Bay Road into a
number of three bedroom family
homes.

The Friends of Houghton Valley
Incorporated Society was formed

at the end of January by about 25
locals to contest the development
and they have hired a lawyer.

Jacob De Ruiter, a Houghton valley
resident of 40 years and landscape
designer, lives across the road from
the proposed development site.

- “We’re not against development
but we just feel that it’s too many
houses,” he says.

Developer Smith Guersen says he
and his associates have bent over
backwards to get community mem-
bers involved in the development.

Continued on page 2

GROUP FORMED: Houghton Valley residents Francesca Pouwer, Kim and Matiu Chap-

_ pelandJacobDe Ruiterare contesting alocal development. PHOTO CREDIT: Sam Duff
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Dear Ed, 1t is a pity the resi-
dents of lower Houghton Bay
Road are so antagonistic towards
the prospect of a small housing
development going up in this
area. (CSN, February 9).

Thirteen houses is small bik-
kies by today’s standards,

However, 1 could empathise
with a long standing resident
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Lower Houghton Valley Road a closed shop?

who suddenly lost his seaview
because of a three storeyed
house mushrooming up right
outside his living room window.

I would have thought the Hae-
wai Meadery folks would have
been ecstatic at the prospect of
more potential customers for
their products.

The whole situation sounds
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very churlish to me.

Itis not as if the current dwell-
ings in this area are in any
way ‘posh’ themselves.

Most people would react with
incredulity that anyone would
even want to build a home in
such a bleak, inhospitable part of
Wellington, with its dismal lack
of sunshine.
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Not to mention the bitter south-
erly that howls up Houghton Bay
Road during the winter.

Similar small scale subdivi-
sions have in the past gone up in
Happy Valley (goodness knows
why!), so why not Houghton
Valley?

Every day we open our news-
papers to read of the acute

housing shortage prevailing in
Wellington today, and other
parts of the country.

Come on you truculent Val-
ley residents, let other people
have the chance for a home you
yourselves were once given|

Christine Swift,

Island Bay
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