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Executive Summary 
This report has been prepared ōȅ aŀǊƪŜǘ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎǎ όάaΦ9έύ ƛƴ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ 

Lakes Council ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ Ǌƻōǳǎǘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ Ƴŀrket in 

accordance with the requirements of the National Policy Statement on Urban 

Development 2020 (άNPS-UDέ). It includes a detailed analysis of housing and business 

demand and supply patterns, including recent trends and future projections of demand 

over the short, medium, and long term (2020-2050). It quantifies capacity for additional 

housing and business development that is commercially feasible, serviced by infrastructure 

and reasonably expected to be realised. It addresses the sufficiency of that capacity to 

meet projected future demand for additional dwellings and business growth and it 

discusses the impact of Council planning and infrastructure on housing affordability and 

the competitiveness of the housing market as well as sufficiency of urban business zone 

capacity. A number of recommendations are provided to assist Council with future 

planning and decision making. 

Housing Demand and Supply 

The current (2020) resident population of Rotorua District is estimated at 76,190, making up 29,000 

resident households. !ǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ом҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƻŦ aņƻǊƛ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅΦ The district is 

characterised by slightly lower than average household incomes. An estimated 37% of all households have 

incomes less than $50,000 per annum compared to 34% nationally and while 20% of households have 

incomes above $120,000 per annum, this too is lower than the national average (at just under 26%).   

Dwelling ownership rates are higher for households of European ethnicity at nearly 70% overall compared 

ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ƻŦ со҈Φ Lǘ ƛǎ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŦƻǊ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ ƻŦ aņƻǊƛ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅ όпт҈ύΣ 

Pacific ethnicity (41%) and Asian ethnicity (45%). Overall, 37% of resident houses in the district are rented 

and there is strong demand for public housing.      

The total dwelling count of the district is estimated at 29,950, which provides for both resident households, 

private holiday homes and dwellings units used for short term accommodation. According to previous 

research though, there is a current housing shortfall όάƭŀǘŜƴǘ ŘŜƳŀƴŘέύ of around 1,500 houses in the 

district (with upper estimates putting the shortfall at closer to 1,750). Many residents are being housed 

temporarily in motel units and YņƛƴƎŀ Ora have a long waiting list for households needing transitional and 

public housing in the district.  

The escalation of a housing shortage is clear when comparing annual household growth with growth in 

residential dwelling consents over the past 20 years (Figure A).  While there was substantial supply of new 

dwellings in Rotorua between 2000-2008 (around 250 consents per annum and well ahead of household 

growth), the number of consents fell dramatically following the GFC. The 2012-2015 period saw only 80-

90 new consents issued annually. Dwelling consents have increased again in the last five years to around 

150-200 per annum but this has been outstripped by strong annual household growth since 2015 ς hence 

the local housing crisis.   
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Figure A ς Annual Residential Building Consents Issued Compared to Household Growth in Rotorua District 

(Year Ending June) 

 

Across the district, an estimated 88% of resident houses in 2020 are standalone (detached) dwellings and 

12% are attached.1 The attached dwellings occupied by resident households are mainly single storey and 

more than half of all attached dwellings are rental properties. When looking at dwelling consents issued in 

recent years, there has been very limited diversity in the typologies of houses being supplied in Rotorua, 

including almost no apartment dwelling units (despite being enabled by the plan) and relatively few 

retirement dwellings. Rotorua is lagging behind the national shift towards attached housing despite 

increasing demand for smaller and cheaper housing.   

Since 2016, average new dwelling size has decreased by 10% but this is driven by slightly smaller standalone 

dwellings rather than an increase in attached housing consents. Correspondingly, average price per sqm 

for new dwellings has increased since 2016 by 30% in real terms, meaning a continuation of housing price 

rises in Rotorua with limited mitigation through changing housing typologies.  

YņƛƴƎŀ Ora are well underway with their housing strategy to increase the supply of dwelling units (with a 

focus on more 1-2 bedroom dwellings) in urban Rotorua, with 50 new public houses recently completed, 

and at the time of drafting, around 190 more in the construction or early planning stages. This strategy is 

focussed on providing for the current waiting list and addressing a lack of emergency and transitional 

housing. Like the private housing development sector though, they are finding it challenging to deliver more 

attached housing in Rotorua under the current District Plan. This is discussed further below.  

Over the next 30 years, the district is projected to have 14,400 more people or 7,800 more households. 

Like the rest of New Zealand, Rotorua is projected to have an ageing population.  Couple and single person 

households are anticipated to account for over three quarters of housing growth over the long term which 

means changing demands for dwelling types and sizes.  Those with lower incomes can be expected to make 

up a larger share of resident households in the long term than they do now, so delivering more affordable 

 
1 In the urban environment, attached housing makes up an estimated 14% of total dwellings. 
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housing will be increasingly important. With many Te Arawa people returning home to Rotorua the need 

ŦƻǊ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀƴŘ YǁŜƪŜ (άelderέ) housing is also increasing. 

Across the district, there is projected total demand for 9,570 additional dwellings by 2050, which includes 

the current latent demand (1,500 dwelling shortfall). Dwelling demand in the urban environment is 

expected to increase by 8,250 between 2020-2050 to meet resident and non-resident growth. 

Figure B ς Projected Growth in Total District and Urban Dwellings 2020-2050  

 

This includes projected demand for an additional 2,640 attached and 5,610 detached (standalone) urban 

dwellings to meet future community needs (and the current shortfall). The assumed shift in housing 

preferences towards more attached housing is a gradual one that could see attached housing in the urban 

area increase from an 14% share of total urban dwellings to an estimated 19% by 2050. The assumption 

reflects the low starting point of attached housing in 2020 and recent supply trends. If there is a material 

shift in the supply of attached housing in the next few years, this assumption would be reviewed for future 

HBAs and a stronger shift in preferences might be justified. In the meantime, current demand assumptions 

by housing type would not alter conclusions that current planning is constraining the development of 

attached housing in the Rotorua market. This is discussed further below.  

Housing Capacity and Sufficiency 

A key question for this HBA is whether the District Plan, combined with the 2018 Spatial Plan provides at 

least sufficient capacity to meet the projected housing demand in the urban environment, including by 

dwelling type and location.  The HBA capacity assessment is summarised in Figure C which shows the results 

for the total urban environment (and all dwelling types) in the short, medium and long term, and is 

discussed further below.  
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Figure C ς Urban Environment Dwelling Capacity Assessment Compared with Dwelling Demand 

 

It was found that the District Plan does enable substantial capacity for housing growth across the urban 

environment, particularly for standalone dwellings due to the prevalence of the Residential 1 ς low density 

housing zone.2 The majority of that plan enabled capacity is in the existing urban areas in the form of infill 

or redevelopment capacity, including on under-utilised zoned land. It also includes significant capacity for 

apartment development in the central urban area (which has shown no signs of uptake in recent years). A 

moderate amount of plan enabled capacity for housing growth is in greenfield areas, with the Spatial Plan 

adding further greenfield capacity in the long term. 

A key feature of the NPS-UD is the requirement to filter that plan enabled capacity (shown as the grey bars 

in Figure C) by what is commercially feasible to develop, infrastructure ready and reasonably expected to 

be realised by the market in the short, medium and long term. This filtering provides some valuable insights 

in the Rotorua context, although it is noted that the assessment must adhere to a strict approach as guided 

by the NPS-UD, including a need to assess feasibility according to current (2020) prices in the short to 

medium term (i.e., out to 2030), and in order for short term capacity to be infrastructure served, 

ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ Ƴǳǎǘ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ōŜ Ψƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘΩΣ ǿƛǘƘ signalled investment in the next three years not 

qualifying as Ψinfrastructure readyΩ όǘƘƛǎ Ŏƻǳƴǘǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ǘŜǊƳ ƻƴƭȅύ.  

 
2 While technically the Plan enables duplex housing in the Residential 1 Zone as a restricted discretionary activity, this often requires 

a notified consent which has been a significant deterrent. As such, the HBA assumes only detached housing is enabled in this zone.   
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Firstly, only 31% of plan enabled capacity in the short and medium term is estimated to be commercially 

feasible to develop (based on a combination of greenfield capacity and the maximum of either infill or 

redevelopment capacity).  This is shown in the blue bars in Figure C. In the long term (i.e., by 2050), an 

estimated 70% of plan enabled capacity is estimated to be commercially feasible. This improved market 

performance arises because projected price rises in the long term assessment mean that a greater share 

of development options become feasible, and because indicative zone changes in the long term increase 

ǘƘŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ όǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƻƴ ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņύΦ  

However, the key limiting factor for what capacity is likely to be commercially feasible in each time period 

is the leasehold nature of large areas of zoned residential land (whenua aņƻǊƛ) which does not achieve the 

required profit margin under a typical commercial development model due to lower sales prices. This is 

particularly relevant in reducing the long term residential growth potential in Eastern Rotorua where the 

{Ǉŀǘƛŀƭ tƭŀƴ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǎ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ ǿƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ ŦƻǊ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜȄǇŀƴǎƛƻƴΦ3 

Current and planned development infrastructure further constrain what plan enabled and commercially 

feasible capacity is available to meet demand over time in Rotorua. This HBA focusses on the provision of 

three waters infrastructure4. Additional infrastructure (including community infrastructure such as parks, 

schools and community facilities, as well as power and telecommunications networks) has been considered 

and it is anticipated that it will be made available commensurate with future demand and not constrain 

future growth in Rotorua.   

With regard to three waters infrastructure, the storm water network is known to be inadequate across 

parts of the urban environment and is something that Council are unable to resolve without external 

funding support (which they are actively seeking). As there are options to manage stormwater on-site, 

albeit at a cost to landowners through incorporation of retention ponds at the subdivision stage, or 

retention tanks at an individual property level, the HBA approach has been to account for stormwater 

management during the commercial feasibility modelling stage (discussed above), with the infrastructure 

ready capacity assessment focussed on the timing and capacity of wastewater and water supply 

infrastructure.  

At a catchment level, thŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ όŀƴŘ 

employment) growth in the urban environment, although this is not to the full extent of what capacity is 

plan enabled.  This catchment level capacity is achieved through planned water storage investments (in 

combination with water take consents) as well as upgrades to the wastewater treatment plan.   

At a localised level however, the expansion of the three waters network to service current and indicative 

long term greenfield growth areas is not well aligned with the time frames being assessed in this HBA. This 

has a significant impact on what commercially feasible greenfield capacity in the short term can be 

considered infrastructure ready and reasonably expected to be realised in accordance with the NPS-UD. It 

ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƴƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛ tƭŀƴ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŀǊŜŀ ƻǊ ¦pper Eastside 

 
3 While there is potential for whenua aņƻǊƛ to be developed for housing, this would need to occur under different commercial and 

non-commercial arrangements than those captured in the I.!Ωǎ commercial feasibility model.   
4 It is intended that future HBA updates will ƛƴŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀǎ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ΨŦƛƭǘŜǊΩ of infrastructure ready 

capacity modelling. 
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can be counted in the short term assessment (when in reality, network expansion is planned within the 

short term (i.e., next three years)5.  

In the long term, the greenfield capacity identified in the Spatial Plan for bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ would not be serviced 

by network infrastructure according to the current Infrastructure Strategy, so again, this otherwise feasible 

capacity is discounted from the assessment.  

It is important to recognise that the HBA assessment applies a very black and white approach to what can 

and cannot be included in the capacity assessment in the short, medium and long term and that there is a 

degree of flexibility for Council to re-prioritise where localised network infrastructure expansion occurs to 

ensure that development of zoned land is not unduly constrained (particularly when there are no 

constraints with the overall capacity of the infrastructure network at a catchment level).  The HBA is one 

tool to help Council calibrate and refine the timing of local level infrastructure projects going forward. 

Regular communication with land developers on their timing and intentions will always be important.  

The last ΨŦƛƭǘŜǊΩ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ tƭŀƴ όŀƴŘ {Ǉŀǘƛŀƭ tƭŀƴύ Ŏŀƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŦƻǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ 

growth, is what capacity can reasonably be expected to be realised όάw9wέύ in each time period. This is 

shown in the green bars of Figure C. This estimate of final dwelling capacity is a scenario developed for this 

HBA that considers not only what plan enabled capacity is commercially feasible and infrastructure served 

in each location of the urban environment, but also recent supply trends projected forward. Care has been 

taken to consider the supply patterns (and revealed densities) occurring in greenfield areas relative to 

existing urban areas (i.e., the incidence of infill and redevelopment). 

A key assumption of the RER scenario is that much of the capacity for apartments in the central urban area 

is unlikely to be realised, despite growing demand for attached housing in Rotorua. It is considered that 

demand for attached housing will be weighted more towards medium density attached housing (such as 

terraced and duplex housing) and not higher density apartment buildings.   

It is considered that assuming that large numbers of apartments will be taken up by the community would 

significantly overstate the growth capacity of Rotorua given that there is a very limited apartment market 

presently, almost none have been consented in recent years, and the local development sector has no local 

expertise in delivering apartment builds in Rotorua (although may have had experience elsewhere in New 

Zealand).  A further consideration is that the CBD is experiencing high levels of vacancies and feedback from 

developers is that there is a resistance to invest in the CBD which will hamper the potential for apartments 

to be realised through redevelopment. As such, only a modest share of feasible and serviced apartment 

capacity is included in the RER scenario.   

It is acknowledged that a thirty year horizon is a long time to assume supressed take-up of apartment 

capacity. Within that period, housing preferences may change to the extent that an apartment market 

develops in Rotorua. This HBA has taken a conservative approach, based on what can reasonably be 

assumed from existing trends. Future HBA updates will reassess this (and all other) assumptions based on 

the data available at that time. 

 
5 ¢ƘŜ ǘƛƳƛƴƎ ƻŦ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ŜȄǇŀƴǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛ tƭŀƴ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŀǊŜŀ ǿŀǎ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƛƴŎƛŘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊΩǎ ƻǿƴ 

site works and would not therefore be holding up development. 
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The final RER dwelling capacity is summarised in Table 1 below and in Figure C. Based on the assessment 

requirements set out in the NPS-UD and the RER scenario that has been developed, it is estimated that 

there is RER capacity for 1,700 additional dwellings in the short term (to 2023), increasing to 4,800 

dwellings in the medium term (to 2030) and increasing again to 9,400 dwellings in the long term (under a 

scenario where prices are projected to rise and influence feasibility).   

Table 1 ς Reasonably Expected to be Realised Urban Residential Development Capacity Scenario 

         

This capacity is not sufficient to meet all projected urban dwelling demand (inclusive of the required 

competitiveness margin of an additional 20% in the short and medium term and 15% in the long term (from 

2031-2050)). The shortfalls in capacity are highlighted in Figure D. In the short term, the total shortfall is 

nearly 1,900 dwellings, with insufficient RER capacity for all detached and attached dwelling demand. This 

short term result is exacerbated by the inclusion of latent demand of 1,500 dwellings. Nonetheless, capacity 

to address this existing shortfall needs to be provided for on top of net additional housing growth.  

In the medium term, the total shortfall is estimated at 1,400 dwellings. The shortfall for detached dwellings 

is small, but the shortfall of capacity for attached housing demand is more significant at nearly 1,000 

dwellings.  

In the long term (and assuming market growth), the net shortfall is significantly reduced. However, this is 

influenced by a surplus of detached housing capacity and a significant shortfall of capacity for attached 

housing.   

Figure E shows how the RER capacity and demand (inclusive of the competitiveness margin) compares at 

the location6 level across the urban environment in the long term. There is a substantial shortfall of capacity 

to meet demand in the central urban area, and this shortfall is for both detached and attached housing.  In 

the western urban area, there is a net surplus of just 20 dwellings in the long term, but this is made up of 

a significant surplus of detached housing capacity and a significant shortfall of attached housing capacity. 

A similar situation applies in the eastern urban area where there is a net surplus of capacity of over 1,300 

 
6 Figure 1.3 of this report shows location boundaries. 
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ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ōǳǘ ŀ ǎƘƻǊǘŦŀƭƭ ƻŦ ŀǘǘŀŎƘŜŘ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅΦ Lƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņΣ ǘhere is a minor net shortfall created 

by a surplus of detached housing but a slightly greater shortfall of attached housing capacity.  

Figure D ς Summary of Estimated Residential Capacity Shortfalls in the Urban Environment 

 

Figure E - Summary of Long Term Sufficiency of Urban Dwelling Capacity (All Types) by Location 
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While there is potential for some substitution of capacity across locations ς where a shortfall in one location 

may be able to be met by a surplus in another location, this can only be achieved if those alternative 

locations are equally affordable. There are also indirect consequences, where people may end up living 

further from their jobs or social networks. There is however no ability to substitute locations for attached 

housing as all locations demonstrate a shortfall of capacity in the short to medium term, and the very minor 

surplus of 40 attached dwellings relative to demand in the Central area offers little help for the combined 

shortfall of -1,530 attached dwellings elsewhere in the urban environment.7  

Housing Prices and Affordability 

wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ όŀƴŘ ǇǊƛŎŜǎύ ŀǊŜ significantly lower than the national average (30-50% 

lower depending on the dwelling type).8  Prices have increased at a slightly slower rate than the national 

average over the last 20 years (an average of 4.9% per annum cp 5.5% per annum respectively, inflation 

adjusted), although price rises have been closer to the national trend in the last year.  

For this assessment, housing affordability has been estimated in terms of ownership affordability, for first 

home purchasers9. It is important to recognise that the first home buyer perspective does not represent 

the whole housing market. Households which already own a dwelling are generally much better placed 

than a first home buyer to purchase a second or subsequent dwelling, as they typically have reasonable 

equity in their existing dwelling, and the initial step into ownership is typically substantially greater than 

subsequent steps through the market to purchase a more valuable dwelling(s). This is supported by 

feedback from the local development sector who indicated that most buyers of new dwellings in Rotorua 

are not first home buyers. 

It is estimated that 37% of resident households in 2020 (10,700 households) are in the non-owner category. 

Their ability to purchase a dwelling in Rotorua District has been assessed (irrespective of whether it is their 

intention to own a home or not). Simply, where household incomes rise faster than housing prices, then 

affordability improves. Where incomes lag behind housing price rises, then affordability declines.  

The affordability modelling considers the whole housing estate over the long term (i.e., the 2020 estate 

and how these dwelling values are expected to change over time, as well as the incremental addition of 

new houses each year and their value changes over time). In terms of whether there is (or would be) 

sufficient feasible, serviced and reasonably expected to be realised housing capacity in price bands 

affordable for non-owner resident households to buy, the current situation is that there is a shortfall of 

housing in price bands below $400,000 (-3,550 affordable dwellings in 2020, with the majority of these 

households in rental accommodation) (Figure F).  

 
7 The net shortfall of attached dwelling capacity in the long term in the urban environment (market growth scenario) is -1,490. 
8 !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ƭƛŦŜǎǘȅƭŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƭƻǎŜǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜΣ ōǳǘ ǎǘƛƭƭ ƭƻǿŜǊ ŀǘ -20%. 
9 Rental affordability is also assessed in this HBA but is not summarised here. 
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Figure F - Current (2020) Shortfall of Dwellings Affordable to Resident Non-Owner Households ς Total 

District 

 

Figure G - Long Term (2050) Shortfall of Dwellings Affordable to Resident Non-Owner Households ς Total 

District - Allowance for Faster Land Price Growth 

 

Over time, house price growth is expected to be faster than growth in real incomes in the district and driven 

up further due to a shortfall of capacity. As a result, housing affordability is projected to decline over the 
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long term, potentially to a shortfall of 9,960 affordable dwellings by 2050 for non-owner resident 

households. While over the long term new dwellings expected to be built occur in some price bands 

affordable to non-owner resident households (namely for those on higher incomes), there is a still 

insufficient feasible and infrastructure ready capacity expected to be realised in the lowest price bands. 

This is particularly in price bands up to $500,00010 but also includes small-moderate shortfalls of dwelling 

for those that could afford to pay up to $800,000 (Figure G). Many of these resident households with lower 

incomes that could not afford to buy in the district in the future would be expected rent, as they do now.11  

Demand for Urban Business Zones 

The HBA assessment also considers demand for urban business zoned land in Rotorua. An estimated 68% 

of all current (2020) jobs in the district occur within urōŀƴ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ȊƻƴŜǎΦ .ŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 

projections, jobs anticipated to seek a location in these zones are estimated to increase by 28% or 6,840 

by 2050. When translated into developable land requirements, this equates to an estimated 15ha of 

additional zoned land in the short term, increasing to 39ha in the medium term and 80ha in the long term. 

Over the long term, the majority of this demand is for land that provides for commercial activities (excluding 

retail and tourist accommodation), followed by land that provides for industrial activities. However, in the 

short-medium term, the demand is greatest for industrial zoned land. 

A key assumption of the business modelling is that all employment growth requires net additional land and 

cannot be accommodated (at least partially) in existing businesses, in vacant premises or in capacity 

generated through more intensive redevelopment of existing sites. There are however relatively high 

vacancy rates in the CBD which could absorb some future retail and commercial employment growth and 

redevelopment is also likely to provide opportunities for more commercial and/or tourist accommodation 

activities. Redevelopment tends not to facilitate net additional space for industrial activities and retail 

activities, which commonly occur at ground level. These additional mechanisms for accommodating 

employment growth are not modelled but are taken into account in terms of business assessment 

conclusions and recommendations.        

Capacity of Urban Business Zones 

Based on a survey of vacant sites in urban business zones, it was estimated that there was 54.8ha of vacant 

land based on operative zoning to provide for future growth, although it is noted that 12% of this is 

currently under construction so is not anticipated to be vacant in the near future. Nonetheless, this capacity 

applies to the short and medium term assessment in the HBA. When business growth areas identified in 

the Spatial Plan are included, the long term vacant land area increases to 107.3ha. An estimated 74% of 

this long term vacant capacity falls within three zone types ς the Eastgate Business Zone (existing and 

indicative), Light Industrial Zone and City Entranceway Mixed Use Zone (existing and indicative). There was 

minimal vacant land in existing shopping centres across the urban environment, although there is provision 

ŦƻǊ ƴŜǿ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ƛƴ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀǊŜŀǎ όŀǇǇƭƛŎŀōƭŜ ǘƻ tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀǊŜŀǎύΦ 

When examining the planning provisions for those vacant sites, the capacity can be attributed to future 

land uses: commercial, retail, industrial or accommodation development. Demand is also aggregated to 

 
10 Shown by the large gaps in existing and expected future built supply (bars) below the resident demand line to the left of the 

graph, with these gaps much larger than in 2020. 
11 Figures F and G do not show rental affordability, or affordability for those already in the housing market.  
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these same land use categories, allowing demand and capacity to be directly compared.  The HBA 

considered three scenarios for categorising vacant land in each zone. The Maximum Capacity Scenario 

adheres to the planning provisions which, in some zones, provide for two or more categories of land use 

on a vacant site. This scenario double, or triple counts the capacity of the site across the land use categories 

so has the effect of overstating vacant capacity.  

The preferred scenario is the Alternative Capacity Scenario which removes the overlap and assigns vacant 

land proportionally to the categories reasonable expected to be realised in each location. The allocation 

assumptions are based on analysis of current business patterns in each zone and location.  A third scenario 

is presented to take a conservative approach to business zone capacity. This is based on the Alternative 

Capacity SŎŜƴŀǊƛƻ ōǳǘ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǾŀŎŀƴǘ ǎƛǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ƻƴ ǿƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛΦ This scenario acknowledges that 

ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ōŀǊǊƛŜǊǎ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ aņƻǊƛ ƭŀƴŘΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƭŀƴŘ 

being developed successfully in Rotorua, not all owners of MņƻǊƛ ƭŀƴŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ Ŝǉǳƛǘȅ ƻǊ 

experience to bring their land to market.  

Table 2 summarises total vacant business zone capacity by category and scenario. The degree of 

development flexibility in some zones is evident in the Maximum Capacity Scenario when compared to the 

Alternative Capacity Scenario which removes the overlap. The share of vacant business land that is on 

²ƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŜǾƛŘŜƴǘ ς significantly reducing vacant land area if limited to just freehold/fee simple 

land.  Most of this vacant land is considered suitable for the development intended by its zoning and can 

be expected to be developed in time. However, some vacant sites were considered (from a commercial 

development perspective) to be in relatively less suitable locations, and this tended to include the Whenua 

aņƻǊƛ ǎƛǘŜǎ, but also sites that had limited exposure, congestion on the surrounding road network, limited 

nearby catchments or parking, or were more distant from key attractions (to name a few constraints). Care 

is therefore needed in relying on sites estimated to be less suitable to help provide for future employment 

growth over the long term. 

Table 2 ς Current Snap-Shot of Vacant Land in Urban Business Zones by Scenario and Land Use Category 

     

Sufficiency of Urban Business Zones 

The HBA assessment showed that when demand is compared with capacity in urban business zones, that 

there is likely to be at least sufficient urban business zone capacity in the short term in Rotorua. However, 

it is considered likely that there will be a shortfall of land for light industrial activities in the medium term 

(increasing in the long term) because vacant Heavy Industrial Zone land is included in the capacity but is 

Scenario Commercial Retail Industrial
Accommo-

dation

Short and Medium Term

Maximum Capacity Scenario 49.8              49.8              39.0              10.3              

Alternative Capacity Scenario * 14.3              8.0                28.4              8.2                

Alternative Conservative Capacity Scenario * 8.1                1.9                16.6              8.0                

Long Term

Maximum Capacity Scenario 104.2            99.4              90.4              10.3              

Alternative Capacity Scenario * 37.2              13.3              57.2              7.3                

Alternative Conservative Capacity Scenario * 19.5              5.5                20.6              7.2                

* Minor overlap remains to allow for different activities on ground and upper floors on some vacant sites.

Vacant Developable Land Area (ha)
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not where demand is focussed, and also because ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ǌƛǎƪ ǘƘŀǘ aņƻǊƛ ƭŀƴŘ may not be brought to market. 

The sufficiency results for industrial demand and capacity are summarised in Figure H.   

Figure H ς Total Industrial Land Use Demand and Capacity by Scenario in Urban Rotorua 

 

There may also be insufficient capacity in the medium term (increasing in the long term) ƛŦ ǾŀŎŀƴǘ aņƻǊƛ 

land that enables retail and commercial activities does not get developed although redevelopment and 

vacant premises may help reduce those shortfalls over time. Commercial development stakeholders did 

however indicate that the CBD ς which has the most vacancies and redevelopment potential ς is facing a 

range of issues that are deterring businesses and investment in new developments. This included very 

fragmented ownership as well as the presence of rough sleepers. The current District Plan, including 

indicative long term zone changes, is expected to provide at least sufficient capacity for tourist 

accommodation demand growth over the long term.  

Conclusions and Impact of Planning and Infrastructure 

The assessment has found that there are several planning and infrastructure factors that are likely to be 

contributing to the projected shortfalls in housing capacity in the short, medium and long term. While 

house price growth is inevitable and will be driven by a range of wider economic factors that sit outside 

/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ όǎǳǇǇƭȅ 

constraints) are expected to have put upwards pressure on house prices in the urban area and have 

contributed to current housing affordability issues. 
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The key planning constraint is on density across much of the general suburban area. Planning restrictions 

in relation to the Residential 1 Zone that effectively12 require full sites with a single dwelling at 450m2 

reduces both plan enabled and feasible capacity (particularly within the central urban area). This is because 

it is less feasible to develop relatively large sites with only one dwelling and reduces the ability of the market 

to deliver a greater number of smaller (attached) dwellings on smaller sites, particularly duplex and terrace 

housing which is considered the typology most aligned to projected attached housing demand. The inability 

for the market to deliver smaller, cheaper dwellings is also impacting housing affordability. This same point 

was raised by stakeholders in the residential development sector who indicated that there was a greater 

appetite for attached housing than they were able to supply. 

A large proportion of the additional greenfield land that is identified within the long term in the Spatial Plan 

is on leasehold land (in the eastern urban area), which is not projected to be commercially feasible. This 

has a significant impact on what residential capacity can be relied on to accommodate growth in the urban 

environment. This same issue applies in urban business zones in the short term and the long term.  

The infrastructure assessment has shown that infrastructure is not likely to be a constraint at the catchment 

level. However, the timing of extensions of infrastructure networks within feasible greenfield areas is 

having a compounding impact on residential capacity shortfalls (in accordance with the way that capacity 

must be assessed under the NPS-UD)Φ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǇǇƭƛŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎŜƴǘƭȅ ȊƻƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛ tƭŀƴ 

/ƘŀƴƎŜ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳ ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ aŀǊƪŜǘ 

Growth Scenario but does not have infrastructure supply identified in the Infrastructure Strategy. Although 

ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ ŀ ǎƳŀƭƭ ǎƘƻǊǘŦŀƭƭ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳΣ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǊŜŀ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ 

meet some of the shortfall occurring within other areas, although under current indicative zoning 

provisions, would perpetuate the supply of standalone dwellings.  As discussed though, the timing of 

geographical extensions to greenfield areas may be something that Council can resolve. 

With regard to the impact of planning and infrastructure on the future development of business zones, it 

is considered that greenfield zoning for light industrial activities in particular has not kept far enough ahead 

of supply growth. Much of the current and indicative future vacant capacity is on aņƻǊƛ land and there is a 

high level of uncertainty as to whether this can and will be developed.   

The Spatial Plan provides a degree of solution, particularly south of bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ where some freehold land 

suitable for City Entranceway Mixed Use zoning has been identified, but the HBA must treat that as long 

term capacity. Realistically, that land could be considered for zoning sooner rather than later (ensuring it 

can also be serviced with network infrastructure). Overall, it is considered that the Spatial Plan did not 

include enough land for greenfield expansion of business land, in enough locations that could be tested in 

the HBA. The CouncilΩǎ Future Development Strategy (required under the NPS-UD) does however provide 

an opportunity to build on the Spatial Plan work and identify more suitable options for medium and long 

term business (and residential) growth.  

Several recommendations for future planning and decision making are informed by this research. In the 

first instance, the priority is a plan change that provides for intensification of residential housing in 

appropriate locations (including but not limited to around centres and transport corridors) so that more 

attached and affordable housing can be supplied to meet market demand. At a broader level, it is 

recommended that Council focus on identifying more options for feasible greenfield residential and 

 
12 See Footnote 2. 
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business expansion and exploring opportunities to encourage investment and redevelopment in the CBD 

so that it can effectively provide for growth.  

The NPS-UD requires that Council monitor market indicators on a quarterly basis so that progress on issues 

ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ I.! Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜŘΦ !ƴ ǳǇŘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ I.! ƛƴ ǘƘǊŜŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΩ ǘƛƳŜ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ 

detailed assessment of what changes have occurred in demand, capacity and supply relative to the 2020 

baseline.  
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1 Introduction 
¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ .ǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ /ŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ όάI.!έύ нлнм 

for Rotorua District. The requirement for this three-yearly report is set out in the National 

Policy Statement for Urban 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ нлнл όάbt{-¦5έύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

requirement for Tier 2 territorial authorities to assess the demand for housing and business 

land in urban environments, and the development capacity that is sufficient to meet that 

demand in its district in the short, medium, and long term.  

1.1 Growth in Rotorua ς Key Issues and Policy Context 

1.1.1 Background 

On the 25th of bƻǾŜƳōŜǊ муул ǘƘŜ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ ¢ƻǿƴǎƘƛǇ !ƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ǎƛƎƴŜŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ bƎņǘƛ ²ƘŀƪŀǳŜ ŀƴŘ 

the Crown, gifting the lands on which the city of Rotorua now stands. Streets, parks and sites for hospitals 

and schools were laid out and key streets were named after important chiefs and leaders of Te Arawa. In 

ŜǎǎŜƴŎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀǎ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǎǇŀǘƛŀƭ ǇƭŀƴΦ ¢ƻŘŀȅ ¢Ŝ !Ǌŀǿŀ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜǎ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƳŀƧƻǊ ƛƴǘŜǊest in the way 

the city and the district develops. 

While the district straddles two regional boundaries, most of Rotorua is within the Bay of Plenty. Rotorua 

ƛǎ Ƨǳǎǘ слƪƳ ǎƻǳǘƘ ƻŦ ¢ŀǳǊŀƴƎŀΣ улƪƳ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ ¢ŀǳǇǁΣ млрƪƳ Ŝŀǎǘ ƻŦ IŀƳƛƭǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ нолƪƳ ǎƻǳǘƘŜŀǎǘ ƻŦ 

Auckland. This proximity (in terms of both travel distance and travel time) and accessibility to other major 

ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴǎ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŘŜǎƛǊŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀǎ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ, work and visit. 

State highways 5, 30 and 36 connect south of the city centre and run up the western and eastern sides of 

Lake Rotorua respectively, providing the key transport spines through urban Rotorua. All state highways 

ŀǊŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ 

CǊƻƳ мффс ǘƻ нлмоΣ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǊŀǘŜ was 0.2% per annum, but from 2013 to 2020 

the growth rate had risen to 1.8% per annum and in 2020 the district population exceeded 77,300. 

1.1.2 Implications for growth and urban development?  

¢ƘŜ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ ΨǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΩ ƛǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǳō-ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀnt urban areas and is recognised by 

the NPS-¦5 ŀǎ ŀ ¢ƛŜǊ н ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ²ƘŀƴƎņǊŜƛΣ bŜǿ tƭȅƳƻǳǘƘΣ bŀǇƛŜǊ-Hastings, 

Palmerston North, Nelson Tasman, Queenstown and Dunedin. Much of the urban environment is subject 

to constraints that limit its development potential, for example, natural hazards, infrastructure and land 

tenure.  In addition, low density zoning provisions affect the overall capacity and affordability associated 

with new development.  

1.1.3 What sort of development and growth are we seeing? 

The number of houses built in the district has been increasing steadily from a low growth point in 2015.  
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The majority of houses and subdivisions align with or exceed the minimum density requirements of the 

District Plan however, in recent years Council has started to see more applications for one or two storey 

dwellings on smaller lot sizes. These small dwellings have been primarily associated with 

lifestyle/retirement villages or public housing. There is however an emerging interest in smaller housing 

typologies from some developers in relation to the provision of affordable housing. 

In terms of greenfield locations, land is starting to be developed within the Wharenui block to the north-

east of the city centre and 160ha of rural land has been rezoned to enable residential development at 

tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛΦ 

1.1.4 How the District Plan Provides for Development? 

The majority of the Urban Area is zoned to enable traditional low density development with small areas 

zoned to enable medium density development close to tƘŜ /.5Φ  ¢ƘŜ aņƻǊƛ ±ƛƭƭŀƎŜǎ ŀǘ ²ƘŀƪŀǊŜǿŀǊŜǿŀΣ 

nƘƛƴŜƳǳǘǳ ŀƴŘ bƎņǇǳƴŀ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ȊƻƴƛƴƎ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ 

Within the CBD, the plan allows for the development of apartments. This is however, limited by the 

performance standards within the Plan such as minimum unit size and overall limits on the heights of 

buildings.   

The Commercial zones includes two zones specifically focused on tourist activities and accommodation.   

The remainder of the commercial areas are characterised by neighbourhood and local shops. 

The location of the industrial zones within the Rotorua district reflect historic industrial activities often in 

close proximity to residential areas. One key aspect of the current District Plan is the provision for business 

parks within the Business and Innovation zone. In particular, the Scion Business Park which has a focus on 

forestry research.   

The District Plan was developed during a period of low-growth (and before the Covid-19 virus outbreak). 

To address the growing need for a more sustainable delivery of housing that will also meet a changing 

household structure, consideration is being given to developing a more fit-for-purpose District Plan through 

a series of plan changes. Following the development of the HBA, plan changes focusing on intensification 

and the rezoning of greenfield land will not only enable more housing but a greater housing choice to meet 

the needs of a changing community through enabling smaller housing typologies. A plan change focussing 

on flooding caused by intense rainfall events will be progressed alongside the intensification plan change 

to ensure that as Council enables intensification it is not increasing risk to people and the potential damage 

to property.  

These plan changes will thereŦƻǊŜ ŀƛƳ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ ǊŜǎƛƭƛŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

effects of climate change as the urban environment grows.  The plan changes will also ensure a well-

ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŎƛǘƛȊŜns to provide for their social, 

economic, and cultural wellbeing, and for their health and safety, now and into the future. 
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1.1.5 Key Constraints to Development  

Natural Hazards  

¶ The management of stormwater and risks associated with flooding is a significant natural hazard 

ŦƻǊ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΦ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ Ƙŀǎ ǎƻǳƎƘǘ LƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ !ŎŎŜƭŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ CǳƴŘƛƴƎ όάL!Cέύ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ ǳǇƎǊŀŘŜ ǘƘŜ 

stormwater network to address this issue.  

¶ There are also geotechnical constraints associated with development with the majority of 

wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ Ŧƭŀǘ land being historical lakebed. This results in issues in some areas such as unstable 

soils at depth and also high water tables.  Geotechnical reports are required for the majority of 

new buildings. 

¶ There are also geothermal constraints, notably hot ground and gas, in some areas including parts 

of the CBD and areas to the south of the city.     

Infrastructure  

¶ Significant investment and upgrades are required in the three waters networks and particularly 

in the stormwater network to support future growth. The nitrogen limit on the discharge from 

the wastewater treatment plan could in future be a constraint on development.  

¶ To create good community outcomes as housing intensifies, parks, community infrastructure 

such as libraries and aquatic facilities, as well as other public facilities like schools, are required.  

Finance  

¶ In order to unlock greenfield opportunities and support intensification, significant investment is 

ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ƛƴ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ǎƘŜŜǘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ ƻǘƘŜǊ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊŀƛƴŜŘ ōȅ 

debt-to-ǊŜǾŜƴǳŜ ƭƛƳƛǘǎΣ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŜǎŎŀƭŀǘƛƴƎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŎƻǎǘǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ 

ability to fund all the stormwater infrastructure investment required to support growth.  

Land Development  

¶  ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ŦǊƻƳ ²ƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭŀƴŘ όŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŦƻǊ 

ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀύΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŦŀŎŜ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŘƛƴŀǊȅ ōŀǊǊƛŜǊs to development (i.e., barriers 

faced by owners of general land), but also additional barriers because of the nature of Whenua 

aņƻǊƛ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ, discussed in more detail in the supporting Technical Report. While this is an 

opportunity for the district and for Te Arawa, it requires a distinct work programme (supported 

ōȅ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎύ ǘƻ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ŀƴŘ ǳƴƭƻŎƪ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ²ƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛΦ  

¶ Remaining larger lot, zoned land is held by a small number of land owners. 

¶ There is capacity for infill development, however, this is limited by the relatively large minimum 

ǎƛǘŜ ǎƛȊŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀΦ 
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Planning and Consenting 

¶ Developers indicate that the consenting process is problematic, stating that it takes too long to 

bring land to the market and the process is complex.  

¶ Planning for resilience and natural hazards associated with growth and intensification is a priority.  

However, modelling and assumptions required to support decision making can be problematic. 

¶ The planning framework is currently limited in its ability to enable a greater range of housing 

typologies such as town houses and terraced housing due to density and height standards.  

1.1.6 /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ !ǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ CǳǘǳǊŜ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ  

The Long Term Plan 2021-2031  

¢ƘŜ [ƻƴƎ ¢ŜǊƳ tƭŀƴ όά[¢tέύ ƛǎ ŀ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎŜǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ŦƻǊƳŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǾƛŜǿŜŘ 

and updated every three years. It describes the activities of Council and shows  how the activities are 

managed, delivered, and funded. A commitment was made in the LTP to unlock land for housing and 

commercial development and the investment in core infrastructure, while ensuring the prudent use of debt  

to initiate projects. Approximately $60m of growth projects were planned to be implemented over the next 

10 years of the LTP. These include roading and three waters infrastructure to cater for growth in key areas 

of the district such as Wharenui in the Ŝŀǎǘ ŀƴŘ tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘΦ  

The LTP also signalled the introduction of a Development Contributions Policy to help fund growth.  

There were however a few of the growth projects that could not be budgeted for in the LTP and therefore 

their delivery falls outside the LTP 10 year timeframe: 

¶ A new 5,000m3 water storage tank in Wharenui Road for additional drinking water capacity to 

service growth.   

¶ Eastern13 growth enabling stormwater upgrades.  However, $15m Crown Infrastructure Partner 

(CIP) funding has been provided for the first 3 years and will be reviewed to reflect rate of actual 

development for succeeding years. 

¶ Western14 growth enabling stormwater upgrades ($7.5m central government funding for the first 

3 years and will be reviewed to reflect rate of actual development for succeeding years). 

As discussed above, some funding for unfunded stormwater projects has been sought through the 

LƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ !ŎŎŜƭŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ CǳƴŘ όάL!Cέύ ƛƴ Wǳƭȅ нлнмΦ 

The total budget for infrastructure growth projects following year 10 (2031) in the LTP is $54m. These 

infrastructure growth projects are associated with the 3 waters. Roading is generally funded by Waka 

Kotahi (NZTA). 

 
13 Refer map in Figure 1.3. 
14 Ibid. 
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Infrastructure Acceleration Fund (IAF) 

In March 2021, Central Government announced the $3.8bn HousƛƴƎ !ŎŎŜƭŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ CǳƴŘ όάI!Cέύ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ 

increase the supply of houses and improve affordability for home buyers and renters.  A key component of 

the fund is the IAF. The IAF aims to increase the pace and scale of housing delivery by helping to fund critical 

infrastructure needed for developments. RLC will hear later in 2022 whether the applications in relation to 

the central and western stormwater networks have been successful: 

Central Proposal (IAF Funding Sought = $29m) 

The proposal is to significantly upgrade the stormwater infrastructure in the central area (Figure 1.3).  This 

includes redirecting water to towards the east (away from the Utuhina Stream) by upgrading Tilsley Road 

pump station and increasing the stormwater pipe and drain capacity.    

Western Proposal (IAF Funding Sought = $62m) 

The proposal is to further progress stormwater upgrades and expansion in the western suburbs (Figure 

1.3).  This includes construction of four major stormwater detention ponds / basins with wetlands and 

upgrades to existing pipes and drains.   

Spatial Planning (2018) 

 The Spatial Plan was developed to outline how the district will grow, develop and change over thirty years 

ǘƻ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ нлол Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƎƻŀƭǎΦ  

The aim of the Spatial Plan was to: 

¶ Provide one picture of where the district is heading and highlight key areas for growth and 

change. 

¶ Provide a guide for investment decisions at a local, regional and central government level. 

¶ Identify the key issues facing the district and the priorities that need to be advanced to address 

these. 

Following the completion ƻŦ ǘƘŜ I.!Σ ǘƘŜ w[/ ǿƛƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŀ CǳǘǳǊŜ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ όάC5{έύΦ ¢ƘŜ C5{ 

forms the basis for integrated, strategic and long-term planning. A FDS will help RLC set the high-level vision 

for accommodating urban growth over the long term, and will identify strategic priorities to inform other 

development-related decisions, such as:  

¶ District Plan zoning and related plan changes (e.g., greenfield and intensification plan changes) 

¶ priority outcomes in long-term plans and infrastructure strategies, including decisions on funding 

and financing  

¶ priorities and decisions in regional land transport plans.  

The FDS will respond to the findings of the HBA about demand for and supply of housing and business land, 

ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ƳǳŎƘ ΨŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅΩ ƛǎ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘo meet expected demand. The FDS will spatially 
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identifies where long term growth should occur, considering other inputs like constraints on development. 

RLC will use the FDS to:  

¶ set a high-level approach for achieving well-functioning urban environments.  

¶ specify how and where Council will provide sufficient development capacity to meet future 

growth needs over the next 30 years.  

¶ set out the development infrastructure and additional infrastructure required and how to 

integrate planning decisions with infrastructure and funding decisions. 

1.1.7 Regional Policy Statement and Implications for Planning and Development  

¢ƘŜ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ tƻƭƛŎȅ {ǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ όάwt{έύ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀƴ ƻǾŜǊŀǊŎƘƛƴƎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ǘƻ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭȅ ƳŀƴŀƎŜ ǳǊōŀƴ 

growth in the region and to enable development of a sustainable regional urban and rural form. The RPS 

seeks to direct and maintain compact, well-designed, and strongly connected urban areas to effectively 

and efficiently accommodate growth. Intensive urban development is recognised as being necessary to 

accommodate growth but with potential for adverse amenity, social, economic, cultural and transport 

effects. 

Implementation of the NPS-UD 

RPS Change 6 is to implement the requirements of the NPS-UD. As at December 2021 it is in draft form, 

and expected to be publicly notified by August 2022. The NPS-UD requires the RPS to be amended to be 

responsive to plan changes for unanticipated or out-of-sequence urban developments that add significantly 

to development capacity and contribute to well-functioning urban environments. New policy will be 

included to assess plan changes and reviews against specific criteria. A key criterion will be that the 

development makes a significant contribution to the housing or business needs identified in the respective 

HBA for the urban environment.  

Natural Hazards  

The RPS takes a risk management approach to managing the development of land in relation to natural 

hazards. This requires risk assessments to be undertaken in relation to larger resource consent applications, 

when land is rezoned and when District Plans are reviewed.  Developments are required to achieve a low 

level of risk within the development site without increasing risk outside of the development site.   

1.1.8 What Challenges Does the Council Have to Deal With?  

CouncilΩǎ ƪŜȅ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ 

development (roads, three waters, community facilities and reserves), the zoning of land to allow for 

development, and a regulatory framework to manage this development. The increased demand for growth 

requires significant additional funding to upgrade infrastructure; and increased resourcing to manage and 

design projects, rezone land and process consents. 

Central government has in recent times provided significant investment through a number of funds.  

However, there is still significant work to be undertaken to unlock development, and resourcing is an 
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ongoing issue for Council. It is important to note that legislative reform and increased standards and 

requirements although important, create challenges. 

There are a number of factors that influence development capacity and uptake which are beyond the 

control of Council. These are issues like:  

¶ Demographic changes including migration rates.  

¶ External economic shocks on employment e.g., the impact of Covid on the Tourism sector. 

¶ Financial interest rates and lending criteria,  

¶ Household incomes, and  

¶ The influence of Tauranga and other regional centres on growth and employment, and the impact 

of significant infrastructure projects (e.g., State highway upgrades). 

These external or wider economic factors, and how they influence housing price rises and future 

affordability are discussed later in this HBA.    

1.2 HBA Objectives 

The objectives of this report15 are to: 

¶ Provide robust information on the demand and supply and capacity of housing and business land 

in Rotorua; 

¶ Quantify the development capacity that is sufficient to meet expected demand for housing and 

business land in the urban environment in the short, medium and long term; 

¶ Incorporate information and feedback from the housing and business development sectors; 

¶ Provide information on the likely impact of Council planning and infrastructure decisions on 

future affordability and competitiveness of the housing market; and 

¶ LƴŦƻǊƳ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ōƻǘǘƻƳ ƭƛƴŜǎΣ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ !Ŏǘ όάwa!έύ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 

ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƳŀƪƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜ CǳǘǳǊŜ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ όάC5{έύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ¢Ŝƴ ¸ŜŀǊ tƭŀƴ όά[¢tέύΦ 

1.3 Approach Summary 

The approach to this HBA (2021) has been designed to meet the requirements of the NPS-UD for a Tier 2 

local authority ς ǿƘƛŎƘ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ [ŀƪŜǎ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ όάw[/έύ ŀƴŘ .ŀȅ ƻŦ tƭŜƴǘȅ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ όά.htw/έύ ŀǊŜ 

now classified as a result of Rotorua being identified as a Tier 2 urban environment in the NPS-UD Appendix 

2. The following is a high-level summary of the adopted approach. Further detail is provided throughout 

this report and in the supporting Technical Report.  

 
15 As set out in clause 3.20 of the NPS-UD. 
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The housing market and demand assessment builds on detailed information of district level customised 

and standard Census 2018 data, other Statistics NZ όά{b½έύ data including, but not limited to, dwelling 

consent data, data purchased from CoreLogic on housing values, sale prices and purchaser patterns, and 

/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ household growth projections. This data is used to build a comprehensive profile of current 

housing demand as at June 2020 (the base year of this HBA), housing supply, future housing demand and 

housing affordability. It provides specific insight on how the current and likely future demands for housing 

by different groups in the community are met, including the demand for different types and forms of 

housing. It also estimates future demand for housing by location within the urban environment (discussed 

below) and by attached and standalone dwelling types, as well as future dwelling demand by price band 

for the urban environment and district as a whole. 

¢ƘŜ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŘǊƛǾŜƴ ōȅ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ΨƧƻōǎ ŦƛƭƭŜŘΩ όŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘύ 

by detailed industry for the total district, SNZ data on current employment by those same detailed 

industries at a detailed spatial level, and national level research on land and floorspace ratios per person 

employed by industry. Combined, this data provides insight on how the current and likely future demand 

for business land and floorspace relates to current and proposed business zones in the urban environment. 

The HBA draws on capacity modelling developed to comply with the scope set out in the NPS-UD and 

applied to Rotorua DistrictΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ. Specifically, it identifies housing and business 

development capacity that is plan enabled in the following ways: 

¶ Short term (2020 ς 2023) ς land zoned for housing and business in the Operative District Plan 

όάh5tέύΦ16 This excludes any operative Future Urban Zones. 

¶ Medium term (2023 ς 2030) ς as above plus land that is zoned for housing in a Proposed District 

tƭŀƴ όάt5tέύΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ t5t ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ ŀƴŘ ƴƻ notified plan changes pending decision, the 

medium term capacity is the same as in the short term. 

¶ Long term (2030 ς 2050) ς as above plus land that is identified for future urban use or urban 

intensification in the Rotorua Lakes Spatial Plan (2018),17.  These areas, and the zones assigned 

to them are indicative only for the purpose of the HBA. Future Urban Zones identified in the ODP 

are also included within long term capacity.  

The assessment of plan enabled capacity in the urban environment in the short, medium, and long term is 

a parcel level analysis that relies on the relevant development rules/standards of the zone in which it is 

located to quantify net additional dwelling potential for attached and standalone dwelling types and/or 

potential new business floorspace. The analysis takes into consideration any sub-zones, precincts or sub-

areas that apply to each parcel that may impact on future dwelling or business floorspace potential.  

The modelling considers potential for:  

 
16 Refer clause 3.4(2) of the NPS-UD. Zoned means residential dwellings and business activities have a permitted, controlled, or 

restricted discretionary activity status. 
17 The NPS-UD specifies long term plan enabled capacity can include land identified for future urban use or urban intensification in 

an FDS or other relevant plan or strategy where this supersedes either the ODP or the PDP.  Council is not required to have an FDS 

until 2024. 
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¶ infill development (i.e., where subdivided sections are vacant or where existing residential 

sections can be further subdivided to accommodate one or more additional dwellings),  

¶ greenfield development (applicable only to land that has not yet been subdivided for urban 

development), and 

¶ for housing only, net additional capacity through redevelopment (i.e., where any existing 

dwellings are theoretically removed, and existing residential sections are developed to their 

maximum density.18  

The NPS-UD requires that Council provides at least sufficient development capacity in its urban 

environment to meet expected demand for housing and business growth in each time period. This is not 

limited to plan enabled capacity. In order to be sufficient, the development capacity must be plan enabled, 

infrastructure ready, and feasible and reasonably expected to be realised όƻǊ ΨǎǳƛǘŀōƭŜΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ 

business capacity). The NPS-UD guidance sets out the indicative relationship between these four aspects 

of capacity (as they pertain to housing development capacity), replicated in Figure 1.1 (note, the circles are 

not to scale). As indicated in the image, the guidance assumes that not all plan enabled capacity is likely to 

be infrastructure ready and/or commercially feasible (i.e., feasible to a developer). And less development 

capacity again is likely to be reasonably expected. !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ I.! Ƙŀǎ ǎƘƻǿƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅΣ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ 

housing capacity closely follows the relativities shown in this conceptual model.19  

Figure 1.1 ς Development Capacity Model ς NPS-UD Concept v Rotorua Reality  

 

The approach taken in this HBA to model and discuss development capacity in Part 2 (housing) and Part 3 

(business) of this report follows this guidance, although commercial feasibility of residential capacity is 

assessed independent of infrastructure ready capacity, as well as dependent of infrastructure ready 

capacity in order to provide more clarity on the potential impact of Council planning as distinct to Council 

infrastructure on housing market competitiveness and affordability. 

 
18 This HBA considers only redevelopment potential based on existing parcel boundaries and does not test outcomes if parcel 

boundaries are adjusted or adjoining parcels are aggregated.  
19 See Figure 9.1 later in this report. 



 

Page | 25 

 

As such, plan enabled dwelling capacity in the short, medium, and long term is firstly assessed through the 

lens of what is commercially feasible. At a broad level, this modelling considers the costs of delivering 

housing to the market (i.e., build costs by type) relative to the potential sales price of those dwellings 

(influenced by location in the urban environment) to determine if they are commercially feasible 

(profitable) to develop. 

Plan enabled capacity in the urban environment in the short, medium, and long term is also assessed 

through the lens of what is infrastructure served in each time period in terms of overall capacity at the 

infrastructure catchment level.20  That is, already serviced by adequate development infrastructure in the 

short term, will be serviced by infrastructure identified for funding in the LTP in the medium term, or will 

be serviced by infrastructure identified in the /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ Infrastructure Strategy (2021-2031) in the long 

term.21  The HBA relies on data supplied by Council on the quantum of dwelling (and/or employment) 

growth that is, or will be, infrastructure ready in regards to three waters infrastructure (although focussed 

on water supply and wastewater capacity). The capacity of additional infrastructure22 to service 

development capacity over time is also considered at a high-level.   

Finally, feasible plan enabled and infrastructure served dwelling capacity in the short, medium and long 

term is assessed through the lens of what is reasonably expected to be realised.23 This considers what 

quantum and type of dwellings may be expected to be delivered once commercial feasibility, infrastructure 

constraints (including the timing of planned network extensions to service greenfield growth areas), 

development/site constraints and market/developer preferences (based on recent trends and anticipated 

shifts) are factored in, given that zoning provisions enable the maximum development outcomes and what 

may be reasonably expected to be developed in some locations can be an outcome less than the maximum 

yield. Information and commentary from stakeholders in the residential development market of the district 

has been incorporated in this assessment via a targeted online survey.24 Where practical, this feedback has 

been used to validate or adjust modelling assumptions specifically around commercial feasibility and 

reasonably expected to be realised development capacity.  

For business development capacity, plan enabled capacity is also assessed by what is infrastructure ready 

using the same data as the housing assessment, although applied through a different modelling framework. 

Feasibility and reasonably expected to be realised assessment is substituted for a Multi Criteria Assessment 

όάa/!έύ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΣ ƛƴ ƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ bt{-UD guidance. This too relied on input and feedback form 

stakeholders in the local commercial development market. 

The HBA concludes with an assessment of the sufficiency of development capacity for housing and business 

demand growth in the urban environment in the short, medium, and long term. This compares demand for 

dwellings by type and location in the urban environment and demand for business land and floorspace in 

urban environment business enabled zones, inclusive of a competitive margin of an additional 20% in the 

short and medium term and an additional 15% in the long term, with development capacity that is plan 

 
20 Infrastructure service catchments align with reporting areas in this HBA. 
21 Refer clause 3.4(3) of the NPS-UD. 
22 Refer Glossary. 
23 Refer clause 3.26 of the NPS-UD.  
24 See the supporting Technical Report for detailed results. 
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enabled, infrastructure ready, commercially feasible and reasonably expected to be realised (or suitable) 

by type and location.   

Sufficiency of total dwelling capacity (all types) in the district by price band is also assessed relative to total 

dwelling demand by non-owner households (plus a competitiveness margin) based on the price band they 

can afford in the short, medium, and long term.  

The final step in the HBA approach is to provide a discussion on the impact of council planning and the 

provision of infrastructure on the operation of the housing and business land market, and where possible 

the affordability of housing that may be constructed on that land. 

1.3.1 Business as Usual Platform 

Lǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ŀǎ ƳǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ƻƴ ŀ Ψ.ǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎ ¦ǎǳŀƭΩ 

όά.!¦έύ ōŀǎŜ ŎŀǎŜΣ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǊŜǾŜŀƭŜŘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ25 and capabilities for each socio-

demographic group are assumed to continue into the medium and long term. 

This is because one key purpose of the HBA is to identify the potential effects of planning provisions and 

infrastructure on future housing provision, with a particular focus on housing affordability. However, 

affordability is affected by a wide range of factors, including dwelling typology and size, income trends, 

economic conditions, migration and so on, which are outside the control or influence of the Council as well 

as by factors where Council does have close influence ς notably the sufficiency of plan enabled and 

estimated feasible capacity, including provision of infrastructure.  

In order to understand the likely effect of those Council controlled or influenced factors, it is preferable to 

hold other influences as continuing at the current situation or trend, at least in the first instance. This 

becomes especially important for understanding the parameters of housing affordability in the future. 

Accordingly: 

1. Population and households are estimated from current and projected demographic trends 

incorporated into the projection series developed for RLC by Infometrics, to reflect shifts in 

population size and age structure, and the numbers of households of each type expected in the 

district over time.  

2. For future household incomes, in the first instance, the current (2020) household income 

distribution for households of each age and type are assumed to continue over the long term. This 

allows for overall household incomes and distributions (i.e., budget for housing controlling 

affordability) ǘƻ ǎƘƛŦǘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊŜŀǎǳǊȅΩǎ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ-ƭŜǾŜƭ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ 

demographic changes only, in the base situation. 

3. New housing typology, particularly the detached:attached split is assumed to follow the current 

trend based on consents over the past 7 years. This allows for the expected mix of additional 

dwellings to reflect more recent trends (again reflecting revealed preferences, but also potentially 

 
25 Lǘ ƛǎ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ΨǊŜǾŜŀƭŜŘ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎΩ ƻŦ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ Ƴŀȅ ƴƻǘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊƛƭȅ ŀƭƛƎƴ ǘƻ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘΩǎ ǳƴŘŜǊƭȅƛƴƎ 

preferences. I.e., they assume that households are living where they prefer, and in the dwelling they prefer. This does not reflect 

the trade-offs that may have been made by some households. In the absence of better data, this HBA assumes that current patterns 

are the revealed preferences. 
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influenced by planning and infrastructure parameters over that) where attached dwellings account 

for around one-sixth of new dwellings consented, which remains close to the current overall 

situation where detached dwellings account for approximately 88% of the total estate. This means 

the additional dwellings to accommodate the larger population are estimated according to the 

typology-and-value mix of current additions, or the typology-and-value mix of dwellings identified 

in the feasibility analysis. The nature of the mix has direct implications for the expected price of 

new dwellings as detached dwellings are generally higher priced largely due to the cost of the land 

underlying them and the ratio of floorspace to land area possible. 

4. For housing tenure, the starting assumption is that the owned vs not-owned split for each 

household group (household type and income) persists into the future. This is on the basis that 

households in each group will achieve the same levels of ownership in the future as the equivalent 

group in 2020. It is recognised that those future households will have had a different history and 

path to dwelling ownership or otherwise from the current households. However, rather than 

speculate how the mix of economic and other circumstances might see higher or lower levels of 

ownership in the future, the most useful starting point is simple projection of the status quo for 

each group.  

In particular, that provides a starting estimate of the numbers of future households in each group 

who would be non-owners, for the assessment of future affordability. Otherwise, there is potential 

to cloud the affordability assessment with assumptions about changing ownership levels. 

This approach is to provide a basis for assessing the impacts of planning and infrastructure which is as clean 

as possible. These matters are addressed in Section 10. 

1.3.2 Future Outcomes 

The HBA is necessarily forward-looking, into the long term future, and housing and business outcomes in 

Rotorua will be driven by a wide range of influences - some having effect at the national level, some at the 

Bay of Plenty regional level, others at the local Rotorua level. The requirement to project forward and 

examine outcomes over 30 years requires multi-faceted analysis including household growth, 

demographic change, land supply and development, housing demands, household incomes, housing costs, 

land value trends, built improvement trends, and others. These are all inter-related aspects of the 

economy, with their own growth and change trends going forward. Importantly too, economies are 

characterised by cycles as well as trends, with both upward and downward shifts occurring over time, to 

temper the effects of short term surges.  

The future outlook for each, and their combined influence on housing outcomes, needs to be informed by 

actual trends to date, and assumptions as to future trends. This is nothing new for future projections. 

However, it is important to understand that many aspects need to be examined in combination and over 

a long time period with effects which are cumulative and often compounding. This means that even small 

and apparently conservative assumptions about change and growth may have significant effects, especially 

on the medium and long term futures which the HBA requires to be estimated. 

M.E have been careful to draw on reliable external sources where available and adopt a generally 

conservative line. However, an important caveat is to state that the projected outcomes and findings in 

this report are very sensitive to the assumptions which are applied to the analysis and projections.  
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1.4 Urban Environment 

An HBA is an assessment of the demand for housing and business land in urban environments, and the 

development capacity that is sufficient to meet that demand in the short, medium, and long term. In 

accordance with the NPS-UD, an urban environment means any area of land that is, or is intended to be, 

predominantly urban in character, and that is, or is intended to be, part of a housing and labour market of 

at least 10,000 people. This definition allows areas identified26 or zoned for future urban development to 

be included in the defined urban environment. It also allows discrete locations of urban land that have a 

functional relationship with each other in terms of a housing and labour market to be part of the urban 

environment, even when they are not contiguous.  

According to SNZ the Rotorua urban area population as at June 2020 was 63,710 making up 82.4% of the 

Rotorua district population (Table 1.1). 

Table 1.1 - Rotorua District Population Estimates by Urban-Rural Area (June 2020) 

 

The urban environment of Rotorua has been defined in collaboration with Council and is illustrated in Figure 

1.2. It was determined by overlaying the urban areas of Rotorua as defined in the SNZ Urban Rural 

Geography classification (Table 1.1) with urban zones, with the ODP providing a clear distinction between 

urban and rural zone types. The urban environment makes up a moderate share of the total district area, 

which is dominated by rural land including substantial exotic and indigenous forest areas.27   

 
26 I.e., in a growth strategy, spatial plan or FDS. 
27 Refer the supporting Technical Report for a map of the urban environment in the context of district boundaries. 

Urban-Rural Name (2018) Urban-Rural Type
Population 

at June 2020

% of District 

Population

Rotorua Large urban area 58,500           75.7%

Ngongotaha Small urban area 5,210             6.7%

Sub-Total Urban Area 63,710           82.4%

Hamurana Rural settlement 1,080             1.4%

Mamaku Rural settlement 900                 1.2%

Tikitere Rural settlement 750                 1.0%

Rotoiti Rural settlement 540                 0.7%

Lake Okareka Rural settlement 520                 0.7%

Mourea Rural settlement 420                 0.5%

Kaingaroa Rural settlement 420                 0.5%

Okere Falls Rural settlement 410                 0.5%

Lake Tarawera Rural settlement 280                 0.4%

Rotoma Rural settlement 270                 0.3%

Other rural Rotorua DistrictRural other 8,020             10.4%

Total Rotorua District 77,320           100.0%
Source: SNZ
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Figure 1.2 ς Map of Urban Environment for Rotorua District 

 

In terms of zoning, the urban environment includes Residential Zones 1, 2, 3, and 5 and the Future 

Residential 1 zone, as well as the Transitional (Residential to Light Industrial) Zone.28 A number of urban 

zones provide for both housing and business activity. These include the City Centre 1 and 3 zones, and 

Commercial 1-4 zones. In relation to the Commercial 4 zone along Fenton Street, the assessment 

anticipates a change to an indicative mixed use zone (Fenton Street Entranceway Residential, Visitor 

Accommodation, Commercial Zone). This applies only in the long term modelling for the HBA.  

Other urban zones provide only for business activity. These include the Light and Heavy Industrial zones, 

Business & Innovation zones (x3), City Centre 2 Zone, Commercial 5 and 6 zones, City Entranceway Mixed 

Use Zone, and Destination Reserves and Community Asset Reserves zoned within the extent of the urban 

environment boundary.   

The urban environment also takes a long term perspective ς including indicative areas of future urban 

expansion as identified in the Spatial Plan (2018). These are located in the Eastern and bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ areas 

of the urban environment (discussed below) and are assigned ODP zones for the purpose of the HBA.  

¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ όƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘύ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ΨǊǳǊŀƭ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΩ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

purpose of this HBA. The HBA is focussed primarily on the urban environment but includes analysis at the 

 
28 The Pukehangi greenfield growth area is zoned Residential 1 in the District Plan.  
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total district level and rural environment level where appropriate. This approach satisfies the requirements 

of the NPS-UD.  

Figure 1.3 illustrates the locations adopted to report demand (and later capacity and sufficiency) of housing 

ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƻǳǊ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴΣ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭΣ ²ŜǎǘŜǊƴ ŀƴŘ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ.  The 

business assessment applies to business enabled zones within the total urban environment and does not 

report results by location.   

Figure 1.3 ς HBA 2021 Urban Location (Reporting Area) Boundaries  

 

1.5 Report Structure 

The report is organised into four parts: 

1. Housing market assessment.29 This also includes the housing demand, supply, and current 

affordability assessment.30  

 
29 This responds to clause 3.23 of the NPS-UD. 
30 This responds to clause 3.24 of the NPS-UD. 
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2. Housing development capacity assessment,31 sufficiency of housing capacity,32 housing bottom 

lines,33 a discussion on future affordability and the impacts of planning and infrastructure.34  

3. Business demand and capacity assessment,35 suitability of business capacity,36 sufficiency of 

business capacity and further discussion on the impacts of planning and infrastructure.37 

4. Conclusions and recommendations.   

Appendix A contains a glossary of commonly used terms.  This report is supported by a Technical Report 

that provides further detail on certain aspects of the methodology, additional analysis tables, as well as 

analysis based on /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ όǘƘŀǘ ƛǎΣ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 

preferred growth outlook for planning purposes).38 The Technical Report functions as a series of appendices 

for this Main Report and is not a standalone document. 

 
31 This responds to clause 3.25 and 3.27 of the NPS-UD. 
32 This responds to clause 3.27 of the NPS-UD. 
33 This responds to policy 7 and clause 3.6 of the NPS-UD. 
34 This responds to clause 3.23 of the NPS-UD. 
35  This responds to clause 3.28 and 3.29 of the NPS-UD. 
36 This responds to clause 3.29(1)(b)(iii) and 3.29(2) of the NPS-UD.  
37  This responds to clause 3.30 of the NPS-UD. 
38 Growth projections are discussed further in Part 1 of this report.  
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PART 1 ς HOUSING MARKET ASSESSMENT 
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2 Housing Demand 
The section presents estimates of demand for housing in Rotorua District in the short, 

medium and long term. It takes account of expected growth in household numbers, and 

the socio-demography of household growth, to identify total and additional demand for 

housing within the district, in relation to dwelling types, and locations within the urban 

environment. 

A high-level summary of the approach to modelling housing demand is contained in the supporting 

Technical Report. 

The NPS-UD identifies affordability as an issue and includes requirements of how well future demands will 

ōŜ ƳŜǘ ŦƻǊ άaņƻǊƛ ŀƴŘ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅέΦ Lǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀ ƴƻƴ-exhaustive list of household 

types ς ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ aņƻǊƛ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅ όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎύΣ ƻƭŘŜǊ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎΣ ǊŜƴǘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ 

homeowners, low-income households, seasonal workers, visitors and student accommodation. The 

guidance is clear that the assessment should cover at least these types.  

All of those groups are counted within the usually resident households of an area, except for visitors, who 

are either residents of other parts of New Zealand or overseas visitors temporarily in a city or district and 

if present are captured in the Census night population (a Tuesday in March). If seasonal workers are present 

at the time of the Census they are counted, though there are not specific statistics on seasonal workers at 

a fine-grained level and household scale outside this time.  

The following analysis provides key summary information on these groups (with the exception of visitors) 

within the Rotorua community to the extent that they are captured in the available data. This assessment 

ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǎ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ ƻŦ aņƻǊƛ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ Ƴŀƛƴ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅ ƎǊƻǳǇǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛfies older households, 

those in the 65-74 years and 75 years and over age groups. It also differentiates households according to 

dwelling tenure (including those with and without mortgages, or dwellings owned by a trust), and 

differentiates among households according to income, since income is one of the major influences on 

housing affordability, the other aspect being price. 

Since the NPS-UD focus is on housing affordability, these matters are examined in more detail in Section 4 

with assessment of dwelling tenure and housing affordability, including detail on tenure, incomes, and 

affordability for each ethnic group in the community (Section 4.2).  

In relation to seasonal workers, it is noted that there is very limited information from which to identify 

numbers or socio-demographic characteristics, or dwelling tenure. Since they are most commonly short to 

medium term visitors for employment purposes, this group is characterised by relatively lower or middle 

to low incomes, and most are likely to be tenants (renters) rather than owners of dwellings. To that extent, 

seasonal workers ς if they are counted at Census time as being part of the usually resident population ς 

are most frequently included in the lower income and non-owner segments within the total population. 

This means they are likely to be generally counted within those identified segments, though given the 

timing of the Census in March are not counted specifically within the analysis and are likely to be 

undercounted relative to peak seasonal demands. 
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2.1 Population and Households 

The starting point for assessing future housing demand is the outlook for population and household 

numbers. The NPS-UD specifies that future demand for housing be assessed on the basis of one dwelling 

per net additional household.  

RLD has adopted as the basis for its planning the population and household projections developed by 

Infometrics Ltd (2020). 39 These projections include three scenarios of future growth: low, medium and 

high. 

Assessment in this HBA is based primarily oƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǎŎŜƴŀǊƛƻ (being the preferred 

scenario), with some alternative assessment based on the high growth scenario (including in the supporting 

¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ wŜǇƻǊǘύΦ CƻǊ ōǊŜǾƛǘȅΣ ǘƘƛǎ I.! ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩs low growth 

scenario.  

2.1.1 Total Population 

Those projections are set out in Table 2.1, with the medium projection indicating population growth of 4% 

in the short term, 11% in the medium term, and 19% in the long term. That would see an additional 14,399 

persons by 2050, with the district population at 90,593 compared with 76,194 in 2020. The high projection 

would see an additional 11,148 persons over the decade to 2030 (+15%) and an additional 27,943 (+37%) 

by 2050. 

For comparison, Table 2.1 also shows the most recent Statistics NZ (SNZ) projections (March 2021) for 

Rotorua. The SNZ series indicates slower population growth than the Infometrics projections, the medium 

variant showing an increase of 3% in the short term, 6% in the medium term, and 11% in the long term. 

The most recent SNZ projections allow for substantially more growth than earlier projected by SNZ. For this 

assessment, the Infometrics series has been adopted, in liƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΦ  

The focus is on the medium growth future, which is prudent as more capacity (plan enabled and the 

infrastructure to support it) would be required than in the low growth future. It is noted that any 

projections of future growth are subject to uncertainties, and unforeseen events. That said, there is a 

considerable science base for demographic projections based on statistics on mortality and birth rates and 

supported by information on migration flows both within New Zealand, and to and from overseas countries.  

Further, the spread of demographic projections offers scope to cover a range of outcomes. The SNZ series 

does not indicate probability of particular outcomes, though does indicate that the low population can be 

expected to be equalled or exceeded in 95% of future combinations (scenarios), the medium projection 

equalled or exceeded in 50% of scenarios, and the high outcome equalled or exceeded in 5% of scenarios. 

Equivalent indications are not available for the Infometrics series. That said, the Infometrics series 

represents a slightly more cautious approach for Council in the long term, given the NPS-UD requirement 

to provide for at least sufficient capacity for growth. Adopting a relatively strong rate of growth (relative to 

the SNZ medium future) reduces the prospect of under-estimating future housing needs. Importantly, 

projections are not forecasts. Projections are commonly used to indicate a range of possible outcomes, so 

 
39 Further discussion on the deǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ нлнл ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƘȅ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ǎŎŜƴŀǊƛƻ ƛǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 

found in the supporting Technical Report.  
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that their implications and differences may be understood, without tying analysis to a specific forecast of 

what will or is most likely to happen. 

Table 2.1 ς Population Growth Outlook ς Short, Medium and Long Term 

 

2.1.2 Population Ageing 

Similar to most areas of New Zealand, the Rotorua District population is expected to gradually age (the 

average age increases) over time. This means that children and younger age groups become relatively less 

important, as shares of the population, while the share in mature and older age groups increases. 

Importantly, that does not mean that the population in younger age groups actually decreases, with the 

change driven by the increased longevity of people, and the well-ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘ ŘŜƳƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎ ΨōǳƳǇΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

post-War baby boom. The changes in the medium and long terms for each age cohort are detailed in Table 

2.2, and illustrated in Figure 2.1.  The tables show that for most age cohorts, numbers increase in the 

medium and longer term futures.  
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 Table 2.2 ς Population Growth Outlook (Medium & High Future) by Age Cohort 

 

That said, the population structure in the long term is expected to be significantly different from currently, 

with a more even distribution of population across the age cohorts (Figure 2.1).  

Figure 2.1 ςPopulation Age Structure 2020-50 (Medium (left) and High Futures (right)) 

 

2020 2030 2020-30 % 2050 2020-50 % 2020 2030 2020-30 % 2050
2020-50 

%

0-4yrs 5,276     6,391     21% 5,434     3% 5,340     6,192      16% 6,432      20%

5-9yrs 5,585     5,650     1% 5,304     -5% 5,660     5,896      4% 6,204      10%

10-14yrs 5,644     5,172     -8% 5,631     0% 5,733     5,708      0% 6,401      12%

15-19yrs 5,048     5,066     0% 5,714     13% 5,070     5,532      9% 6,158      21%

20-24yrs 4,466     4,332     -3% 4,936     11% 4,484     4,620      3% 5,331      19%

25-29yrs 5,675     5,069     -11% 5,040     -11% 5,401     5,056      -6% 5,837      8%

30-34yrs 5,280     6,428     22% 4,811     -9% 5,139     5,991      17% 5,995      17%

35-39yrs 4,493     6,641     48% 5,065     13% 4,499     6,274      39% 6,205      38%

40-44yrs 4,342     5,405     24% 4,876     12% 4,395     5,453      24% 5,772      31%

45-49yrs 4,706     4,316     -8% 5,036     7% 4,758     4,616      -3% 5,555      17%

50-54yrs 4,766     4,135     -13% 6,092     28% 4,807     4,482      -7% 6,101      27%

55-59yrs 4,780     4,502     -6% 6,229     30% 4,853     4,916      1% 6,440      33%

60-64yrs 4,488     4,783     7% 5,335     19% 4,498     5,224      16% 6,150      37%

65-69yrs 3,858     4,956     28% 4,457     16% 3,858     5,271      37% 5,674      47%

70-74yrs 3,085     4,523     47% 4,416     43% 3,074     4,682      52% 5,573      81%

75-79yrs 2,185     3,453     58% 4,360     100% 2,206     3,563      62% 5,357      143%

80-84yrs 1,361     2,210     62% 3,815     180% 1,376     2,300      67% 4,500      227%

85-89yrs 1,158     1,560     35% 4,040     249% 1,179     1,698      44% 4,586      289%

Total 76,194   84,593   11% 90,593   19% 76,327   87,475    15% 104,270 37%

Source: Infometrics for Rotorua District 2020

Age 

Cohort

Medium Projection High Projection
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2.1.3 Population Ethnicity Trends 

The growth projections also indicate trends in ethnicity into the long term. Nationally, the expected trend 

is for increases in the shares of the population of aņƻǊƛ, Pacific and Asian ethnicities, and a corresponding 

decrease in the share of those of European and other ethnicities.40 Total population of all ethnicities will 

also increase, but the rate at which they increase is the key driver of the proportional changes. 

The SNZ ethnicity projections by ethnicity come with caveats because the Census 2018 records all 

ethnicities identified by respondents, and many specify two or more ethnicities. Accordingly, the SNZ 

ethnicity-based projections recognise two (or more) ethnicities, and so the base populations and the future 

projections sum to more than the counts and projections for the total population. To adjust for the over-

projection, for this assessment each ethnicity-based projection has been factored down, so that the sum 

of the ethnicity-based projections matches the total projection. That is, it is assumed that the degree of 

over-count applies pro rata to each ethnicity. 

The Rotorua District projections indicate a long term increase in the share of European ethnicity, growing 

from the current 57% to reach 60% by 2050 in both the medium and high projections (Table 2.3). The share 

of aņƻǊƛ ethnicity is projected to decrease, from the current 31% to 29%. The projected shares of Pacific, 

Asian and other ethnicities show minimal change. The projections indicate a different path for Rotorua 

compared with the national pattern, where medium and long term the European share of the total 

population is expected to decrease, while aņƻǊƛ, Pacific and Asian ethnicity shares are expected to 

increase. 

Table 2.3 ς Population Growth Outlook by Ethnicity Medium and Long Term 

 

 
40 http://nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz/wbos/Index.aspx  

2020 2023 2030 2050 2020-50 % 2020 2023 2030 2050
2020-50 

%

European 43,500   45,480   49,190   54,220   25% 43,610   46,140    51,010   62,580    43%

aņƻǊƛ 23,870   24,630   25,840   26,640   12% 23,910   24,940    26,650   30,510    28%

Pacific 3,200     3,290     3,440     3,500     9% 3,210     3,330      3,550     4,010      25%

Asian 4,160     4,350     4,480     4,550     9% 4,140     4,340      4,570     5,210      26%

MELAA 360        370        400         390         8% 360        380         410        450         25%

Other 1,100     1,150     1,240     1,300     18% 1,100     1,170      1,280     1,510      37%

Total 76,190   79,270   84,590   90,600   19% 76,330   80,300    87,470   104,270 37%

Share %

European 57% 57% 58% 60% 57% 57% 58% 60%

aņƻǊƛ 31% 31% 31% 29% 31% 31% 30% 29%

Pacific 4% 4% 4% 4% 4% 4% 4% 4%

Asian 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5%

MELAA 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Other 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Source: Infometrics for Rotorua District 2020; adjusted for ethnicity double-count

Ethnicity

Medium Projection High Projection

http://nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz/wbos/Index.aspx
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2.2 Household Socio-demography 2020 

The key driver of housing demand is the number of resident households, while the socio-demographic 

characteristics of households are important influences on the nature of housing demand, and the 

affordability of housing. There is considerable detail from Census 2018 and other sources about Rotorua 

households which gives scope for analysis in some detail. That said, this section focuses on the major 

household characteristics known to influence housing demand and affordability ς household type, 

especially as between one-person and couple households, and family households; household age, since 

stage in the life cycle is the other key driver of housing need; household ethnicity, also influencing housing 

preferences; and household income as the main influence on ability to pay for housing, and therefore 

housing affordability. These aspects are examined as two-way combinations, with household type as the 

common factor. 

As at 2020, Rotorua has an estimated 29,000 households, an increase of 1,200 over the 2018 Census 

figure41. 

The survey of residential development sector stakeholders showed that most of the demand for new 

dwellings was from existing households moving within the Rotorua housing market. Demand from people 

moving to Rotorua from elsewhere in New Zealand the second largest purchase group and when combined 

with demand from people moving to the district from overseas, showed that overall, in-migration is a key 

drive of demand for housing in Rotorua. There is also some market demand from investors (within and 

outside of the market), and from holiday home purchasers outside of the market. There was little evidence 

from the survey that speculative section buyers and house builders was a feature of the Rotorua housing 

market at this time. In places like Queenstown, sections can often change hands several times before being 

purchased by the future occupant as buyers/investors seek to capitalise on the rapid growth in land values 

due to high demand.   

2.2.1 Household Type and Income 

The current household structure is shown in Table 2.4. Couple households are the most numerous (9,170) 

accounting for nearly 31.6% of the total. Family households account for 41% of the total, with 8,250 2-

parent families (including 1,940 larger families with 3 or more children, 6.7%) and the 3,760 1-parent 

families accounting for 13.0% of the total. One-person households make up a substantial share, at 6,670 in 

total (23.0%). The balance are multi-family households (420, 1.4%) and non-family households typically 

flatting situations (730, 2.5%). 

There is a wide spread of household incomes. Some 20% of households (5,850) have incomes of $30,000 

or less42, and another 16.7% (4,840) have incomes in the $30,000 to $50,000 range. This means 37% of all 

households have incomes of less than $50,000, a higher share than the national pattern (34%).  At the other 

end of the spectrum, there are an estimated 5,850 households (20.1%) with incomes of $120,000 or higher. 

This compares with 25.6% in that band at the national level. 

 
41 Infometrics 2020 
42 These are the Census 2018 income bands. 
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The largest share of households (43.0%) lies in the mid-income bands between $50,000 and $120,000 per 

year. SNZ income data suggests that household incomes in the Bay of Plenty region increased by 0.6% 

between 2018 and 2020. Relatively large segments in the lower income bands include single person 

households (many of them retired persons) and 1-parent families, both in the relatively vulnerable 

categories for non-owner households.   

Table 2.4 ς Households by Type and Income Band 2020 

 

To illustrate the important relationships between household types and income levels, the lower part of the 

table indicates the relative concentration of each type by income segment within the community. Values 

shaded blue show higher than just pro rata incidence43. For example, one person households are strongly 

represented in the lowest income band, as are 1 Parent families. Couple households and 2 Parent families 

with children have a relatively high incidence in the middle and upper income bands.  

2.2.2 Household Age 

Table 2.5 shows the distribution of household types across the age cohorts. As expected, in the younger 

age cohorts, families with children dominate, whereas in the older age cohorts, single person households 

and couples dominate.  

This pattern is as expected given the changes as households progress through the life stages, and families 

ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ǘƘŜƴ ƎƛǾŜ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ άŜƳǇǘȅ ƴŜǎǘŜǊέ ŎƻǳǇƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƛƴƎƭŜǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ƛƴ ƭƛŦŜΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ǎŀƛŘΣ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦƻǊŘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ 

 
43 ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƛƴ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ŀ ΨƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǉǳƻǘƛŜƴǘΩ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ мΦл ǎƘƻǿ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǇǊƻ Ǌŀǘŀ ƛƴŎƛŘŜƴŎŜΦ   

Household Type <$30,000
$30-

50,000

$50-

70,000

$70-

100,000

$100-

120,000

$120-

150,000
$150,000+ Total

One Person household 3,110        1,650       950          580          200          80            100         6,670        

Couple household 810           1,340       1,470       1,890       1,180       1,010       1,470      9,170        

2 Parents 1-2 children 300           560          870          1,470       930          880          1,300      6,310        

2 Parents 3+ children 110           200          320          490          280          220          320         1,940        

1 Parent Family 1,370        910          650          470          180          80            100         3,760        

Multi-family household 20             40            50            80            50            70            110         420           

Non-family household 130           140          130          140          80            50            60           730           

Total Households 5,850        4,840       4,440       5,120       2,900       2,390       3,460      29,000      

One Person household 10.7% 5.7% 3.3% 2.0% 0.7% 0.3% 0.3% 23.0%

Couple household 2.8% 4.6% 5.1% 6.5% 4.1% 3.5% 5.1% 31.6%

2 Parents 1-2 children 1.0% 1.9% 3.0% 5.1% 3.2% 3.0% 4.5% 21.8%

2 Parents 3+ children 0.4% 0.7% 1.1% 1.7% 1.0% 0.8% 1.1% 6.7%

1 Parent Family 4.7% 3.1% 2.2% 1.6% 0.6% 0.3% 0.3% 13.0%

Multi-family household 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.3% 0.2% 0.2% 0.4% 1.4%

Non-family household 0.4% 0.5% 0.4% 0.5% 0.3% 0.2% 0.2% 2.5%

Total Households 20.2% 16.7% 15.3% 17.7% 10.0% 8.2% 11.9% 100%

Relative Concentration

One Person household 2.31          1.48         0.93         0.49         0.30         0.15         0.13        

Couple household 0.44          0.88         1.05         1.17         1.29         1.34         1.34        

2 Parents 1-2 children 0.24          0.53         0.90         1.32         1.47         1.69         1.73        

2 Parents 3+ children 0.28          0.62         1.08         1.43         1.44         1.38         1.38        

1 Parent Family 1.81          1.45         1.13         0.71         0.48         0.26         0.22        

Multi-family household 0.24          0.57         0.78         1.08         1.19         2.02         2.20        

Non-family household 0.88          1.15         1.16         1.09         1.10         0.83         0.69        
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
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issue often becomes progressively more important for non-owner households in the middle and later years, 

as remaining lifetime earning potential reduces, and ability to access housing finance often reduces.  

The relative concentration ratio shows more one person and couple households in the older age cohorts, 

and families with children relatively grouped into the younger age bands, consistent with their respective 

place and movement through the life stages.  

Table 2.5 ς Households by Type and Age 2020 

 

2.2.3 Household Ethnicity 

Table 2.6 shows the estimated distribution of household types across the ethnicity groups. Households of 

European ethnicity are relatively concentrated in the one person and couple household segments, a 

pattern generally consistent with their older average ages. Households of aņƻǊƛ, Pacific and Asian 

ethnicities show relatively stronger incidence across family households with children, both 2 parent and 1 

parent.  

Household Type 15-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65-74 75+ Total

One Person household 750            510         590         1,450      1,390      2,030     6,720      

Couple household 1,570        530         580         2,620      2,260      1,570     9,130      

2 Parents 1-2 children 1,630        1,670      1,560      1,080      230         110        6,280      

2 Parents 3+ children 400            840         580         120         20            10          1,970      

1 Parent Family 1,170        800         780         600         170         220        3,740      

Multi-family household 110            50           90            130         40            10          430          

Non-family household 350            60           60            120         90            50          730          

Total Households 5,980        4,460      4,240      6,120      4,200      4,000     29,000    

One Person household 2.6% 1.8% 2.0% 5.0% 4.8% 7.0% 23.2%

Couple household 5.4% 1.8% 2.0% 9.0% 7.8% 5.4% 31.5%

2 Parents 1-2 children 5.6% 5.8% 5.4% 3.7% 0.8% 0.4% 21.7%

2 Parents 3+ children 1.4% 2.9% 2.0% 0.4% 0.1% 0.0% 6.8%

1 Parent Family 4.0% 2.8% 2.7% 2.1% 0.6% 0.8% 12.9%

Multi-family household 0.4% 0.2% 0.3% 0.4% 0.1% 0.0% 1.5%

Non-family household 1.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.4% 0.3% 0.2% 2.5%

Total Households 20.6% 15.4% 14.6% 21.1% 14.5% 13.8% 100.0%

Relative Concentration

One Person household 0.54           0.49        0.60        1.02        1.43        2.19       

Couple household 0.83           0.38        0.43        1.36        1.71        1.25       

2 Parents 1-2 children 1.26          1.73        1.70        0.81        0.25        0.13       

2 Parents 3+ children 0.98          2.77        2.01        0.29        0.07        0.04       

1 Parent Family 1.52          1.39        1.43        0.76        0.31        0.43       

Multi-family household 1.24          0.76        1.43        1.43        0.64        0.17       

Non-family household 2.33          0.53        0.56        0.78        0.85        0.50       

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021



 

Page | 41 

 

Table 2.6 ς Households by Type and Ethnicity 2020 

  

2.3 Household Growth 

The population growth underpins the growth in household numbers. Generally, household numbers tend 

to increase slightly ahead of population growth. There are a number of reasons for this, notably because 

the ageing of the population sees higher shares in the adult age groups with potential to form their own 

households, while social trends have seen higher shares of one-person households.  

This section addresses overall household growth at the district level, and projected changes in key factors 

influencing housing demand, notably household type, and household incomes. The household projections 

are derived from Infometrics  ς further detail is provided in the supporting Technical Report. 

2.3.1 Total Households 

Estimated future household numbers are set out in Table 2.7. 44 In the medium projection, household 

numbers are projected to increase from the current 29,000 households (June 2020) by 6% (1,700 

households) in the short term, then 15% (4,300 households) in the medium term, and 27% (7,800 

households) in the long term. The annual increase would be some 580 in the short term, 430 over the next 

 
44 See also the supporting Technical Report for a graph of these projections from 2020-2050.  

Household Type European aņƻǊƛPacific Asian Total

One Person household 4,660       1,420     170         480         6,730      

Couple household 6,030       2,150     270         690         9,140      

2 Parents 1-2 children 3,400       1,910     260         720         6,290      

2 Parents 3+ children 1,020       610        80            250         1,960      

1 Parent Family 2,060       1,130     160         400         3,750      

Multi-family household 250          120        10            40            420         

Non-family household 400          220        30            60            710         

Total Households 17,820     7,560     980         2,640      29,000    

One Person household 16.1% 4.9% 0.6% 1.7% 23.2%

Couple household 20.8% 7.4% 0.9% 2.4% 31.5%

2 Parents 1-2 children 11.7% 6.6% 0.9% 2.5% 21.7%

2 Parents 3+ children 3.5% 2.1% 0.3% 0.9% 6.8%

1 Parent Family 7.1% 3.9% 0.6% 1.4% 12.9%

Multi-family household 0.9% 0.4% 0.0% 0.1% 1.4%

Non-family household 1.4% 0.8% 0.1% 0.2% 2.4%

Total Households 61.4% 26.1% 3.4% 9.1% 100.0%

Relative Concentration

One Person household 1.13         0.81       0.75        0.78        

Couple household 1.07         0.90       0.87        0.83        

2 Parents 1-2 children 0.88         1.16       1.22        1.26        

2 Parents 3+ children 0.85         1.19       1.21        1.40        

1 Parent Family 0.89         1.16       1.26        1.17        

Multi-family household 0.97         1.10       0.70        1.05        

Non-family household 0.92         1.19       1.25        0.93        
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 (note European includes other ethnicities)
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decade, and 260 over the long term. This future would see 33,300 resident households in the district by 

2030, and 37,100 by 2050. 

Table 2.7 ς Household Growth Outlook Medium and High Futures 

 

2.3.2 Household Demography and Income 

As well as growth in household numbers, considerable change is anticipated in the composition of the 

household sector. The general trend is for the ageing of the population to see the greatest increases in one 

person households and couple households, with significantly smaller net increases in family households 

with children (Table 2.8).45 

Table 2.8 ς Household Growth Outlook by Type ς Short, Medium and Long Term (Medium Future) 

 

This medium future would see one person and couple households accounting for around two-thirds of the 

total household growth in the medium term, and over three-quarters of the increase in the long term. 

Nevertheless, the socio-demographic structure of the household sector is expected to shift relatively slowly 

over time. This is shown in Figure 2.2. 

 
45 Refer the supporting Technical Report for the equivŀƭŜƴǘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƘƛƎƘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΦ 

Future 2020 2023 2028 2030 2033 2038 2043 2048 2050

High Projection 29,000     30,900   33,600   34,300   35,500   37,300   39,500     41,700    42,600    

Change 1,900      4,600     5,300     6,500     8,300      10,500     12,700    13,600    

Change  % 7% 16% 18% 22% 29% 36% 44% 47%

Change  %pa 2.1% 1.9% 1.7% 1.6% 1.4% 1.4% 1.3% 1.3%

Medium Projection 29,000     30,700   32,800   33,300   34,000   34,700   35,600     36,500    36,800    

Change 1,700      3,800     4,300     5,000     5,700      6,600       7,500      7,800      

Change  % 6% 13% 15% 17% 20% 23% 26% 27%

Change  %pa 1.9% 1.6% 1.4% 1.2% 1.0% 0.9% 0.8% 0.8%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 Infometrics 2020 Totals rounded to nearest 100

Current

2020 2023 2020-23 2020-23 2030 2020-30 2020-30 2050 2020-50 2020-50 

One Person household 6,670       7,080      410        6% 7,940     1,270      19% 9,780      3,110      47%

Couple household 9,170       9,920      750        8% 10,750   1,580      17% 12,120    2,950      32%

2 Parents 1-2 children 6,310       6,580      270        4% 7,130     820         13% 7,150      840         13%

2 Parents 3+ children 1,940       2,040      100        5% 2,220     280         14% 2,210      270         14%

1 Parent Family 3,760       3,880      120        3% 4,050     290         8% 4,320      560         15%

Multi-family household 440          460         20           5% 450         10           2% 450         10            2%

Non-family household 720          760         40           6% 780         60           8% 810         90            13%

Total 29,000     30,700   1,700     6% 33,300   4,300      15% 36,800    7,800      27%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 Totals rounded to nearest 10

Medium TermShort Term Long Term
Household Type
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Figure 2.2 ς Projected Households Rotorua District ς Medium Growth Future 

 

The changes in household demography are likely to be associated with shifts in household incomes. As a 

starting point, the current relationships between household demography and household income are 

expected to persist into the medium term. The projected patterns in the medium future are shown in Table 

2.9.  

Table 2.9 ς Household Growth Outlook by Income ς Short, Medium and Long Term (Medium Future) 

 

2.4 Current Housing Demand 2020 

2.4.1 Dwelling Pattern 2018 

Table 2.10 provides a summary of the Rotorua District housing supply and occupancy as at Census 2018. It 

shows 28,563 private dwellings and 315 non-private dwellings. The non-private dwellings are shown for 

completeness and include dwellings described as providing communal types of accommodation - these 

dwellings provide for a proportion of demand, particularly temporary or transitory demand from visitors - 

some of these dwellings however provide temporary accommodations for residents while they are in 

hospital or prison so are in addition to private housing demand. Of the private dwellings 25,236 (88%) were 

recorded as occupied at the Census with another 7% indicated as residents being temporarily absent. That 

indicated up to 5% were not usually occupied. Including non-private dwellings, just under 27,400 were 

Current

2020 2023 2020-23 2020-23 % 2030 2020-30 2020-30 % 2050 2020-50 2020-50 %

Under $30,000 5,880       6,260      380        6% 7,030     1,150      20% 8,420      2,540      43%

$30-50,000 4,840       5,160      320        7% 5,730     890         18% 6,650      1,810      37%

$50-70,000 4,440       4,730      290        7% 5,150     710         16% 5,660      1,220      27%

$70-100,000 5,120       5,400      280        5% 5,750     630         12% 6,000      880         17%

$100-120,000 2,900       3,060      160        6% 3,240     340         12% 3,340      440         15%

$120-150,000 2,380       2,490      110        5% 2,620     240         10% 2,760      380         16%

$150,000+ 3,460       3,630      170        5% 3,810     350         10% 4,010      550         16%

Total 29,000     30,700   1,680     6% 33,300   4,280      15% 36,800    7,780      27%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 Totals rounded to nearest 10

Household Income 

Band

Long TermMedium TermShort Term
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indicated as occupied, with 1,383 (5%) not usually occupied. The estimate of occupied dwellings concords 

quite well with the number of usually resident households as at 2018. 

Table 2.10 ς Housing Supply Situation at Census 2018 

 

It is noted that Census figures can over-state the numbers of usually unoccupied dwellings, especially 

because of the difficulty of identifying usual residents who are absent at Census time. Studies by SNZ in 

some main cities have shown that commonly between 0.5% and 1.0% of dwellings are usually unoccupied, 

in most instances a smaller figure than the Census snapshot. The situation is complicated in cities such as 

Rotorua where tourism is an important part of the economy, and a higher share than average of the total 

estate is holiday dwellings, owned by residents of other areas. 

As discussed above, the NPS-UD seeks assessment for άŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǘȅǇŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ όǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ŦƻǊ 

lower-Ŏƻǎǘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎΣ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀΣ ŀƴŘ ǎŜŀǎƻƴŀƭ ǿƻǊƪŜǊ ƻǊ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴΦέ The analysis for this 

HBA focuses on housing for the resident population, and it includes housing by price point which covers 

ǘƘŜ άƭƻǿŜǊ Ŏƻǎǘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎέ category. 

However, there is no Census information available on worker or student accommodation, which may be 

differentiated within the general non-private dwelling category, or other comprehensive data available. 

Nor is theǊŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƻƴ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻǳǘƭƻƻƪΦ  Lǘ ƛǎ ŀǎǎǳƳŜŘ 

ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ǎǘŀǘƛǎǘƛŎǎ ōǳǘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƛŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ǎǳŎƘΦ {ƻƳŜ 

ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ƻƴ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀƴŘ ƪŀǳƳŀǘǳŀ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƛs provided in Section 2.6 below.  

2.4.2 Resident Housing Demand and Tenure 2020 

Table 2.11 provides detail of the overall dwelling tenure patterns and dwelling types for 2020. These 

estimates are based on the patterns identified from Census 2018, factored up according to estimated 

growth in resident household numbers between 2018 and 2020 (based on Infometrics projections). It is 

assumed that the relationships between dwelling tenure and dwelling type evident in 2018 have endured 

across the two years, and these have been applied pro rata according to numbers of resident households 

for 2020. 

Census 2018
Private 

Dwellings

Private 

Dwellings 

%

NZ Average

Non-

Private 

Dwellings

Non-

Private 

Dwellings 

%

NZ Average
Total 

Dwellings

Total 

Dwellings 

%

NZ 

Average

Private Dwellings 28,563         100% 315              100% 28,875        100%

Occupied 25,236         88% 89% 225              71% 66% 25,461        88% 89%

Unoccupied 3,228           11% 10% 93                 30% 33% 3,318          11% 10%

  Owners Away 1,914           7% 5% 24                 8% 8% 1,935          7% 5%

  Empty Dwelling 1,314           5% 5% 69                 22% 25% 1,383          5% 5%

  Under Construction 99                 0% 1% -               0% 1% 99                0% 1%

Usually Occupied 27,150         95% 94% 249              79% 74% 27,396        95% 94%

Usually Unoccupied 1,413           5% 6% 66                 21% 26% 1,479          5% 6%

Compare Resident Households (2018) 27,830        

Difference (n) 434              

Difference % 1.6%

Source: Census 2018
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As at 2020, some 88% of dwellings occupied by resident households were separate houses, with a further 

3,630 attached dwellings (12%). The attached dwellings are predominantly 1-storey buildings (according to 

Census data), with around one-fifth of attached dwellings in building of 2 or 3 storeys.  

Table 2.11 ς Resident Dwelling Tenure and Dwelling Types 2020 

 

The table also shows the tenure pattern across Rotorua District. Overall, some 63% of dwellings are owned 

or in a trust, with 37% rented. Of those owned, more than half are either owned without a mortgage (24%) 

or held in a trust.  The other owned dwellings (29% of the total) are owned with a mortgage.  

The ownership rates are higher for separate houses than for attached dwellings. The estate includes some 

16,880 owned separate houses (two thirds of all separate houses), and 1,400 owned attached dwellings, 

or 18,280 overall. In contrast, ownership rates are lower for attached dwellings with more than half of 

these rented. 

This base pattern is important in relation to projected growth in household numbers and implied demand 

for additional dwellings, especially as to considerations of dwelling affordability and future ownership and 

rental rates.  

2.4.3 Household Type and Tenure 2020 

Table 2.12 provides detail of the overall dwelling tenure patterns among different types of households. 

5ǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ŀǊŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƛŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ŘŜǘŀŎƘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǘǘŀŎƘŜŘ ƻƴƭȅΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ψbƻǘ hǿƴŜŘΩ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀ ǎƳŀƭƭ 

number of dwellings for which tenure is not specified. The overall pattern reflects the household structure 

in the Rotorua community. 

However, there are important differences between household types in terms of the dwellings occupied, 

and dwelling tenure. To show this, the lower part of the table indicates the relative concentration or 

incidence within the community, with blue shading showing higher than just pro rata incidence. The relative 

concentration ratios show that:  

¶ Couple households have a high incidence of living in detached dwellings which they own.  

Detached Total

Separate 

House

Joined 1 

Storey

Joined 2-

3 Storey

Joined 4+ 

Storey

Total 

Attached

Other 

Dwelling

Total 

Dwellings

Owned with mortgage 7,880       370         110        -          480         -          8,360       

Owned without mortgage 6,170       600         100        -          700         -          6,870       

Owned by Trust 2,830       170         50           -          220         -          3,050       

Total Owned or in Trust 16,880     1,140      260        -          1,400     -          18,280     

Not Owned 8,580       1,640      420        20           2,080     60           10,720     

Not elsewhere included -           -          -         -          -          -          -           

Total Housing 25,460     2,780      680        20           3,480     60           29,000     

Owned with mortgage 27% 1% 0% 0% 2% 0% 29%

Owned without mortgage 21% 2% 0% 0% 2% 0% 24%

Owned by Trust 10% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 11%

Total Owned or in Trust 58% 4% 1% 0% 5% 0% 63%

Not Owned 30% 6% 1% 0% 7% 0% 37%

Not elsewhere included 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Total Housing 88% 10% 2% 0% 12% 0% 100%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 Note - includes rounding

Attached

Dwelling Tenure 2020
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¶ For one person households there is relatively high concentration into attached dwellings, both 

owned and rented.   

¶ 2 Parent families show higher concentration into detached dwellings, especially larger families 

with 3 or more children.  

¶ 1 Parent families have relatively low incidence of dwelling ownership and are especially 

concentrated into detached rental dwellings.  

¶ Multi-family households and non-family households are relatively concentrated in rental 

detached dwellings. 

¶ The reverse obviously applies where relative incidence is less than 1.0. 

Table 2.12 ς Household Types and Dwelling Tenure 2020 

 

These patterns offer simple but important guidance as to future housing needs and preferences, 

particularly because different segments within the community are expected to grow at different rates into 

the future. Future housing demand by type is discussed further in Section 2.5. 

That said, the concentration ratios are guidance, and not absolute measures. There are substantial 

numbers of households across both detached and attached dwellings, and both ownership and rental (as 

shown in the simple number count in the upper part of Table 2.12).  

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

One Person household 3,290       620         3,910     1,750     950         2,700      5,040       1,570      6,610      

Couple household 6,700       440         7,140     1,610     430         2,040      8,310       870         9,180      

2 Parents 1-2 children 3,940       200         4,140     1,820     360         2,180      5,760       560         6,320      

2 Parents 3+ children 1,090       20           1,110     780         50           830         1,870       70            1,940      

1 Parent Family 1,320       100         1,420     2,050     290         2,340      3,370       390         3,760      

Multi-family household 240          10           250        160         20           180         400          30            430         

Non-family household 290          -          290        410         30           440         700          30            730         

Total Households 16,900     1,400      18,300   8,600     2,100     10,700   25,500     3,500      29,000    

One Person household 11% 2% 13% 6% 3% 9% 17% 5% 23%

Couple household 23% 2% 25% 6% 1% 7% 29% 3% 32%

2 Parents 1-2 children 14% 1% 14% 6% 1% 8% 20% 2% 22%

2 Parents 3+ children 4% 0% 4% 3% 0% 3% 6% 0% 7%

1 Parent Family 5% 0% 5% 7% 1% 8% 12% 1% 13%

Multi-family household 1% 0% 1% 1% 0% 1% 1% 0% 1%

Non-family household 1% 0% 1% 1% 0% 2% 2% 0% 3%

Total Households 58% 5% 63% 30% 7% 37% 88% 12% 100%

Relative Concentration

One Person household 0.85         1.94        0.94       0.89        1.98       1.11        0.87         1.97        

Couple household 1.25         0.99        1.23       0.59        0.65        0.60        1.03         0.79        

2 Parents 1-2 children 1.07         0.66        1.04       0.97        0.79        0.93        1.04         0.73        

2 Parents 3+ children 0.96         0.21        0.91       1.36       0.36        1.16        1.10         0.30        

1 Parent Family 0.60         0.55        0.60       1.84       1.07       1.69        1.02         0.86        

Multi-family household 0.96         0.48        0.92       1.25       0.64        1.13        1.06         0.58        

Non-family household 0.68         -          0.63       1.89       0.57        1.63        1.09         0.34        
1 Not Owned includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Owned or Trust Not Owned1 Total
Household Type 2020



 

Page | 47 

 

2.4.4 Household Income and Tenure 2020 

The relationships between household income and dwelling type and tenure also show clear patterns (Table 

2.13). Middle and lower income households show relatively high incidence in rented dwellings, both 

detached and attached. When dwellings are owned, there is relatively strong concentration on attached 

dwellings. 

The pattern is rather different for middle to higher income households. These show relatively high 

incidence of ownership, rather than rental, and ownership of detached rather than attached dwellings. 

Again, the caveat is that there are substantial numbers of households in each income band across both 

detached and attached dwellings, and both ownership and rental.  

Table 2.13 ς Household Income and Dwelling Tenure 2020 

 

These patterns imply a strong correlation between household income and tenure, and household income 

ŀƴŘ ǘȅǇŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƳǇƭƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ΨǇǊŜŦŜǊΩ ƻǊ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ŀǊŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǇǳǊŎƘŀǎŜ ǎǘŀƴŘŀƭƻƴŜ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ 

ǘƘŀƴ ǊŜƴǘ ŀǘǘŀŎƘŜŘ ƻƴŜǎΦ Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƻǿŜǊ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ΨǇǊŜŦŜǊΩ όƻǊ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ƛƴŎƛdence of) 

choosing to live in rented and or attached housing. These patterns are not entirely surprising given the 

strong correlation between type, tenure and cost, with owning (particularly the saving of a deposit in 

addition to paying rent) being more expensive than renting, and attached dwellings generally being less 

expensive (at least on a weekly-outgoings basis) to buy (or rent) than detached dwellings. 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Under $30,000 2,170       370         2,540     2,370     920         3,290      4,540       1,290      5,830      

$30-50,000 2,410       260         2,670     1,730     430         2,160      4,140       690         4,830      

$50-70,000 2,430       210         2,640     1,470     320         1,790      3,900       530         4,430      

$70-100,000 3,200       190         3,390     1,500     230         1,730      4,700       420         5,120      

$100-120,000 2,100       130         2,230     600         90           690         2,700       220         2,920      

$120-150,000 1,780       100         1,880     440         60           500         2,220       160         2,380      

$150,000+ 2,790       140         2,930     460         80           540         3,250       220         3,470      

Total Households 16,900     1,400      18,300   8,600     2,100     10,700   25,500     3,500      29,000    

Under $30,000 7% 1% 9% 8% 3% 11% 16% 4% 20%

$30-50,000 8% 1% 9% 6% 1% 7% 14% 2% 17%

$50-70,000 8% 1% 9% 5% 1% 6% 13% 2% 15%

$70-100,000 11% 1% 12% 5% 1% 6% 16% 1% 18%

$100-120,000 7% 0% 8% 2% 0% 2% 9% 1% 10%

$120-150,000 6% 0% 6% 2% 0% 2% 8% 1% 8%

$150,000+ 10% 0% 10% 2% 0% 2% 11% 1% 12%

Total Households 58% 5% 63% 30% 7% 37% 88% 12% 100%

Relative Concentration

Under $30,000 0.64         1.31        0.69       1.37       2.18       1.53        0.89         1.83        

$30-50,000 0.86         1.12        0.88       1.21       1.23       1.21        0.97         1.18        

$50-70,000 0.94         0.98        0.94       1.12       1.00       1.10        1.00         0.99        

$70-100,000 1.07         0.77        1.05       0.99       0.62        0.92        1.04         0.68        

$100-120,000 1.23         0.92        1.21       0.69        0.43        0.64        1.05         0.62        

$120-150,000 1.28         0.87        1.25       0.62        0.35        0.57        1.06         0.56        

$150,000+ 1.38         0.84        1.34       0.45        0.32        0.42        1.07         0.53        
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Not Owned includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Owned or Trust Not Owned1

Household Income

Total
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2.4.5 Tenure and Dwelling Type by Ethnicity 

The relationships between household ethnicity and dwelling type and tenure show equally clear patterns 

(Table 2.14).  Households of European and other ethnicity show higher incidence of dwelling ownership, 

for both detached and attached dwellings. Households of aņƻǊƛ, Pacific and Asian46 ethnicities show higher 

incidence in rented dwellings, again for both detached and attached typologies.  

Dwelling ownership rates are higher for households of European ethnicity at nearly 70% overall compared 

with the Rotorua average of 63%. It is substantially higher than for households of aņƻǊƛ ethnicity (47%), 

Pacific ethnicity (41%) and Asian ethnicity (45%).  However, the occupation of detached dwellings is high 

across all ethnicities, at 88% overall. 

Table 2.14 ς Household Ethnicity and Dwelling Tenure 2020 

 

2.4.6 YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀΩǎ wƻƭŜ  

YņƛƴƎŀ Ora is the main supplier of public housing in New Zealand, and they are also now a key driver and 

agent of urban renewal, development and residential intensification, particularly in the larger cities. A key 

ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǇproach is collaboration, partnership, and community 

involvement.  

bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅΣ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ƛǎ ƻƭŘΣ ƭƻǿ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ǿŜƭƭ ŀƭƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 

current tenant demands/demography. This has created an opportunity to redevelop individual or adjoining 

low density public housing properties into new small-medium-scale developments, or when combined with 

 
46 The definition of 'Asian' used in New Zealand is based on the categories used in the census, developed by Statistics New Zealand 

in 1996 (SNZ) (4). This group is made up of people with origins in the Asian continent from Afghanistan in the west to Japan in the 

east and from China in the north to Indonesia in the south. 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

European 11,600     1,090      12,690   3,730     1,070     4,800      15,330   2,160      17,490    

aņƻǊƛ 3,630       240         3,870     3,240     710         3,950      6,870      950         7,820      

Pacific 450          -          450        520         40           560         970         40            1,010      

Asian 1,200       70           1,270     1,100     320         1,420      2,300      390         2,690      

Total 16,900     1,400      18,300   8,600     2,100     10,700   25,500   3,500      29,000    

European 40% 4% 44% 13% 4% 17% 53% 7% 60%

aņƻǊƛ 13% 1% 13% 11% 2% 14% 24% 3% 27%

Pacific 2% 0% 2% 2% 0% 2% 3% 0% 3%

Asian 4% 0% 4% 4% 1% 5% 8% 1% 9%

Total 58% 5% 63% 30% 7% 37% 88% 12% 100%

Relative Concentration

European 1.14         1.29        1.15       0.72        0.84        0.74        1.00        1.02        

aņƻǊƛ 0.80         0.64        0.78       1.40       1.25       1.37        1.00        1.01        

Pacific 0.76         -          0.71       1.74       0.55        1.50        1.09        0.33        

Asian 0.77         0.54        0.75       1.38       1.64       1.43        0.97        1.20        
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Not Owned includes NEI Note: includes rounding to 10

Household Ethnicity

Owned or Trust Not Owned1 Total
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land acquisition, amalgamate multiple clusters and individual public housing lots and redevelop whole 

communities as large-scale housing projects. The objective of these redevelopment projects is to:  

¶ replace or retrofit47 old public housing with warm, dry modern homes,  

¶ increase the number of public houses (by using the land more efficiently),  

¶ diversify the types and sizes of public housing offered (including a mix of standalone, 

attached/terraced, and apartment dwelling units), and where suitable,  

¶ facilitate affordable housing (including KiwiBuild and other financial tools that reduce the barriers 

to home ownership) and delivery of market housing. 

hǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŎƛǘƛŜǎΣ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪƛƴƎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ ŀ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǎŎŀƭŜǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ 

redevelopment and retrofitting ƻŦ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ ǎƛǘŜǎΣ ŀŎǉǳƛǊƛƴƎ ƴŜǿ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ looking for partnership 

opportunities with iwi.  

¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀōƭŜ ǘƻ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ own/manage around 770 lettable public 

houses48, the significant majority of which were built before the 1970s49 and mostly (around 80%) comprise 

of standalone houses50 predominantly (but not exclusively) in the Residential Living Zone. At the time of 

ŘǊŀŦǘƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΣ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ ƘŀŘ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ 50 new homes, have 11 under construction, 6 contracted 

and 137 in procurement and a further 30-50 new homes are in planning stages across Rotorua.   

! ƪŜȅ ŦƻŎǳǎ ŦƻǊ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ ƛǎΥ  

¶ to continue to redevelop and increase the supply of public housing using their existing portfolio 

of properties (which is concentrated in Central and Western Rotorua, followed by a small share 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ǾŜǊȅ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņύΣ  

¶ to look for opportunities to increase supply on land purchased (or leased) from other landowners, 

and  

¶ urgently address demand for transitional (short-term) public housing. Due to a shortage of short 

term accommodation available, a large number of households in need of emergency housing are 

currently living in motels.  

YņƛƴƎŀ Ora are aiming to substantially increase the supply of public and transitional housing in Rotorua over 

the next 4 years51. This ambitious plan is needed primarily to address the waiting list rather than cater for 

 
47 https://kaingaora.govt.nz/developments-and-programmes/our-approach-to-building/kainga-ora-retrofit-programme/  
48 https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/Managed-stock/Managed-Stock-TLA-Dec-2020.pdf  
49 https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/OIAs-Official-Information-Requests/October-2018/OIA-29-October-2018-age-of-

housing-stock.pdf (assuming consistency with national trends). 
50 https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/OIAs-Official-Information-Requests/February-2020/18-feb-2020-tenanted-state-

houses-statistics.pdf  
51 CƻǊ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΣ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ ƛƴ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘκƻǊ ǊŜŎŜƛǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴ ǎǳǇǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ 

estimated growth of 535 households in the next four years (2020-2024) όǎƻǳǊŎŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ LƴŦƻƳŜǘǊƛŎǎύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƳǇƭƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ 

could cater for a large share  of growth in demand (the share of households just in public housing will be higher again, but that 

sub-set of demand is not specified in the projections).  

https://kaingaora.govt.nz/developments-and-programmes/our-approach-to-building/kainga-ora-retrofit-programme/
https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/Managed-stock/Managed-Stock-TLA-Dec-2020.pdf
https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/OIAs-Official-Information-Requests/October-2018/OIA-29-October-2018-age-of-housing-stock.pdf
https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/OIAs-Official-Information-Requests/October-2018/OIA-29-October-2018-age-of-housing-stock.pdf
https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/OIAs-Official-Information-Requests/February-2020/18-feb-2020-tenanted-state-houses-statistics.pdf
https://kaingaora.govt.nz/assets/Publications/OIAs-Official-Information-Requests/February-2020/18-feb-2020-tenanted-state-houses-statistics.pdf
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a projected increase in demand. In the medium and longer term, further increases in the supply of public 

housing can be expected to help keep pace with projected demand.  

YņƛƴƎŀ hǊŀ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ƳƻǊŜ м ŀƴŘ н ōŜŘǊƻƻƳ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ǘƻ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ƳŀǘŎƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

current and future tenant base. While they will intensify their properties in the Residential Living Zone as 

much as possible within the rules of the District Plan (noting that they still have demand for standalone 

dwellings including some large family homes in this zone), their housing strategy seeks opportunities to 

increase density and locate a range of housing typologies close to shops, social infrastructure and 

employment, including in the Medium Density Zone and Town Centre zones.  

¢ƘŜ YņƛƴƎŀ Ora client base is an important component of the Rotorua housing scene, with approximately 

сфл ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ ƛƴ YņƛƴƎŀ Ora properties. These households represent around 2.4% of total resident 

households, and some 6.2% of the total demand for rental dwellings.  

2.5 Future Resident Housing Demand 

The descriptions of the 2020 household and resident housing situation provide important base material for 

assessing future housing demands in Rotorua. The current patterns have been established over many years 

of growth and change. While the demographic and ethnic structure of the population is expected to 

change, and directly affect the mix of households as well as numbers, the established socio-demographic 

parameters can be expected to change relatively slowly, and systematically over time. We note that the 

assessment is based on the Census 2018 data on Rotorua households and dwellings as at 2018, and 

updated to 2020.  

In the first instance, this assessment ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ΨƭŀǘŜƴǘΩ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜƛƴƎ ƳŜǘ ōȅ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ƻǊ 

non-private dwellings, as beyond an estimate of a total shortfall in dwelling supply, there is very limited 

information on the key parameters of that demand (see also Section 2.7.1). 

This means that several important patterns within overall resident housing demand in Rotorua are clear in 

ǘƘŜ ΨōƛƎ ǇƛŎǘǳǊŜΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ōȅ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘ ŘŜƳƻƎǊŀǇƘȅΣ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ŀƴŘ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛty.  

Further, for the resident housing assessment it is very important to cover the total household and housing 

patterns in the short, medium and long term, and not focus on just the changes from 2020. This is because 

the resident population and the household sector changes and evolves over time. Most of the households 

identified in the medium term projections are already in the 2020 household structure, albeit 10 years 

younger than they will be in 2030. The same applies in the long term to 2050. At the same time, new 

household formations, child-bearing and rearing, and ageing and passing on see the population structure 

steadily changing. Many households who are currently non-owners will become dwelling owners in the 

medium term and longer term. At the same time, many younger persons will leave their family home in 

their later teens or early twenties, often to form their own households, and often transitioning from non-

family households in renting situations to become couples and parents with families. 

In the same way, dwelling tenure patterns and the dwelling estate itself will continue to change and evolve.  

Dwellings age and depreciate, commonly with improvement values falling or being static in real terms, even 

as land values characteristically rise as urban economies grow. A significant proportion of dwelling 

construction in the district is also likely to involve replacement either on a like for like basis (one old dwelling 
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replaced with one new dwelling) or from redevelopment - one old dwelling replaced with 2 or more new 

dwellings. This means that total dwelling consents would need to be greater than population driven growth 

in order to keep up with resident housing demand.  

All of these factors mean that the future situation cannot be assessed simply by considering the net changes 

from the present, and assuming those net changes can accurately represent demand for additional 

housing. Accordingly, this analysis covers both the total situation and the net changes for assessing resident 

housing needs based oƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ. 

The Infometrics population projections have been used as the basis for estimating numbers of future 

households, taking into account demography and trends in household size over time.   

2.5.1 Short Term - Medium Growth Future 

In the short term to 2023, the projected resident housing demand is for an additional 1,700 to 1,750 

dwellings, an increase of around 6%.  

Table 2.15 shows the projected change over the period by dwelling type and tenure. This assumes that 

current ownership patterns for each household type persist into the future, as between owned and rented 

dwellings, with changes reflecting the changing mix of household types. For the dwelling mix, allowance is 

made for both the changing mix of households and a long term trend away from detached dwellings toward 

attached dwellings52. 

There are two reasons. First, shifts in ownership are driven by a number of factors, including demographic 

change, access to finance and dwelling affordability.  Attempting to project or model ownership changes is 

a demanding technical assessment, beyond the scope of the HBA structure. The second reason is that much 

of the focus of the HBA analysis is housing affordability, and the possible effects on that of planning and 

infrastructure. Affordability is a key driver of ownership levels. The logical path for evaluation is to start 

from the current levels of ownership and use the assessment of affordability to offer comment on the 

likelihood of ownership level improving or declining in the future. This helps isolate the effects of planning 

and infrastructure from the range of other factors which affect affordability and ownership levels.  

The situation is more straightforward for shifts in dwelling typology. The long term trends are generally 

more stable and obvious, are evident nationally and are clear within Rotorua itself. For the dwelling mix, 

allowance is made for both the changing mix of households and a small long term trend away from 

detached dwellings toward attached dwellings. 

This assumption is consistent with feedback from the local housing development sector: There is an 

appetite for higher density housing within the Rotorua market according to survey findings. Residential 

development stakeholders would like to deliver more attached dwellings on smaller sites if possible 

although noted a lack of suitable land on which to do this. They are currently limited by the existing District 

Plan provisions and Council resource consenting constraints. Ten out of 12 consultants working in the 

 
52 Dwelling consent statistics for Rotorua District show that over the Dec 2016 to Dec 2020 period, 83% of all consents were for 

detached dwellings, with 13% for townhouses apartment or flats, 4% for retirement units, and 1% for apartments. The current 

trend is for minimal change in the dwelling typology.  
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residential construction sector in Rotorua indicated in the survey that they thought their developer clients 

would supply more attached housing if the zoning was changed to be more flexible. 

Table 2.15 ς Resident Dwelling Tenure and Dwelling Types 2023 Medium Future 

 

In the short term, only small changes are indicated in the overall dwelling and ownership structure. The 

base case would see the bulk of housing growth as detached dwellings, and demand predominantly for 

owned dwellings. 

Table 2.16 shows the projected growth in demand by household type over the period, again by dwelling 

type and tenure. The same allowance is made for the current ownership patterns of each household type 

to persist, so that changes reflect shifts in the mix of household types. For the dwellings, allowance is made 

for a long term trend away from detached and toward attached dwellings. 

In the short term to 2023, only small changes are indicated in the base case. Demand for additional 

dwellings is mainly from one person (26%) and couple households (43%), with a substantial share also from 

2 parent families with children (21%). The orientation toward owned detached dwellings (three fifths of 

the net increase) is expected to continue in the short term, and rental demand is also expected to be mostly 

(two-thirds) for detached dwellings. 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Trend toward Attached: 0%pa

Owned with mortgage 7,880       480         8,360     8,280     540         8,820      400         60            460         

Owned without mortgage 6,170       700         6,870     6,510     750         7,260      340         50            390         

Owned by Trust 2,830       220         3,050     3,020     270         3,290      190         40            240         

Total Owned or in Trust 16,880     1,400      18,280   17,810   1,560     19,370   930         150         1,090      

Not Owned 8,580       2,140      10,720   8,980     2,360     11,340   400         200         620         

Total Housing 25,460     3,540      29,000   26,800   3,900     30,700   1,330      350         1,710      

Shares %

Owned with mortgage 27% 2% 29% 27% 2% 29% -0.2% 0.1% -0.1%

Owned without mortgage 21% 2% 24% 21% 2% 24% -0.1% 0.0% 0.0%

Owned by Trust 10% 1% 11% 10% 1% 11% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2%

Total Owned or in Trust 58% 5% 63% 58% 5% 63% -0.2% 0.3% 0.1%

Not Owned 30% 7% 37% 29% 8% 37% -0.3% 0.3% 0.0%

Total Housing 88% 12% 100% 87% 13% 100% -0.5% 0.5% 0.0%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 Note - includes rounding

Dwelling Tenure :  

Medium Projection 

Future

2020 2023 2020-23
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Table 2.16 ς Household Types and Dwelling Tenure 2023 Medium Future 

 

Table 2.17 shows the projected growth in demand by household income over the period, by dwelling type 

ŀƴŘ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƭƭƻǿŀƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎΩ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ǘƻ Ŏontinue, as well as the minor long 

term trend toward attached dwellings. 

Table 2.17 ς Household Income and Dwelling Tenure 2023 Medium Future 

   

Demand for additional dwellings is spread quite broadly across household income bands, though with the 

largest share (25%) from lower income households. That is consistent with the higher shares from one 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

One Person household 3,500       710         4,210     210         90           300         12% 5% 18%

Couple household 7,220       520         7,740     520         80           600         31% 5% 35%

2 Parents 1-2 children 4,050       190         4,240     110         10-           100         6% -1% 6%

2 Parents 3+ children 1,130       30           1,160     40           10           50           2% 1% 3%

1 Parent Family 1,360       110         1,470     40           10           50           2% 1% 3%

Multi-family household 240          10           250        -          -          -          0% 0% 0%

Non-family household 310          -          310        20           -          20           1% 0% 1%

Total Owned or Trust 17,800     1,600      19,400   940         180         1,100      55% 11% 65%

Not Owned

One Person household 1,810       1,060      2,870     60           110         170         4% 6% 10%

Couple household 1,700       490         2,190     90           60           150         5% 4% 9%

2 Parents 1-2 children 1,950       390         2,340     130         30           160         8% 2% 9%

2 Parents 3+ children 820          50           870        40           -          40           2% 0% 2%

1 Parent Family 2,090       320         2,410     40           30           70           2% 2% 4%

Multi-family household 170          20           190        10           -          10           1% 0% 1%

Non-family household 430          30           460        20           -          20           1% 0% 1%

Total Not Owned 9,000       2,400      11,300   390         230         600         23% 14% 35%

Total 26,800     4,000      30,700   1,330     410         1,700      78% 24% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Additional Demand 2020-23 %Household Type 2023 

Medium Projection Future

Total Demand Additional Demand 2020-23

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

Under $30,000 2,320       440         2,760     150         70           220         9% 4% 13%

$30-50,000 2,590       300         2,890     180         40           220         11% 2% 13%

$50-70,000 2,590       250         2,840     160         40           200         9% 2% 12%

$70-100,000 3,370       220         3,590     170         30           200         10% 2% 12%

$100-120,000 2,190       140         2,330     90           10           100         5% 1% 6%

$120-150,000 1,850       110         1,960     70           10           80           4% 1% 5%

$150,000+ 2,880       120         3,000     90           20-           70           5% -1% 4%

Total Owned or Trust 17,800     1,600      19,400   910         180         1,090      53% 11% 64%

Not Owned

Under $30,000 2,470       1,030      3,500     100         110         210         6% 6% 12%

$30-50,000 1,790       470         2,260     60           40           100         4% 2% 6%

$50-70,000 1,530       360         1,890     60           40           100         4% 2% 6%

$70-100,000 1,560       250         1,810     60           20           80           4% 1% 5%

$100-120,000 630          90           720        30           -          30           2% 0% 2%

$120-150,000 460          60           520        20           -          20           1% 0% 1%

$150,000+ 540          80           620        80           -          80           5% 0% 5%

Total Not Owned 9,000       2,300      11,300   410         210         620         24% 12% 36%

Total 26,800     3,900      30,700   1,320     390         1,710      77% 23% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Total Demand Additional Demand 2020-23 Additional Demand 2020-23 %Household Income 2023 

Medium Projection Future
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person and couple households (above). More than half of the net increase is indicated for households with 

incomes of $50,000 or more, and nearly a quarter is from households earning $100,000 or more.  

Table 2.18 shows the projected growth in demand by households of major ethnic groups over the short 

term.  Overall growth in demand is dominated by households of European ethnicity (60%), which is further 

apparent in the high proportions for detached and owned dwellings (68%). aņƻǊƛ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ŦƻǊ 

26% of total short term projected growth, including 21% of detached and owned dwelling growth.  

Additional demand from households of other ethnicities is also linked with larger shares for rented 

dwellings than owned dwellings, and the somewhat higher propensity for attached dwellings. 

Table 2.18 ς Household Ethnicity and Dwelling Tenure 2023 Medium Future 

 

2.5.2 Medium Term - Medium Growth Future 

In the medium term, the projected resident housing demand is for an additional 4,300 dwellings, an 

increase of around 15%.  

Table 2.19 shows the projected change over the period by dwelling type and tenure. Consistent with the 

short term, the base case assumes current ownership patterns for each household type will by and large 

persist into the future, though reflecting also the changing mix of household types. Allowance is again made 

for a long term trend away from detached dwellings toward attached dwellings. 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

European 12,350     1,170      13,520   670         60           730         40% 4% 44%

aņƻǊƛ 3,840       240         4,080     210         10           220         13% 1% 13%

Pacific 470          -          470        40           -          40           2% 0% 2%

Asian 1,200       70           1,270     60           -          60           4% 0% 4%

Total Owned or Trust 17,800     1,600      19,400   980         70           1,050      59% 4% 63%

Not Owned

European 4,010       1,140      5,150     220         60           280         13% 4% 17%

aņƻǊƛ 3,430       750         4,180     180         40           220         11% 2% 13%

Pacific 550          40           590        40           -          40           2% 0% 2%

Asian 1,090       320         1,410     60           20           80           4% 1% 5%

Total Not Owned 9,000       2,400      11,300   500         120         620         30% 7% 37%

Total 26,800     4,000      30,700   1,480     190         1,670      89% 11% 100%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Additional Demand 2020-23 Additional Demand 2020-23 %Total DemandHousehold Ethnicity 2023 

Medium Projection Future
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Table 2.19 ς Resident Dwelling Tenure and Dwelling Types 2030 Medium Future 

 

In the medium term, limited changes are indicated in the overall dwelling and ownership structure. The 

base case would see the bulk of housing growth (75%) as detached dwellings, and demand still 

predominantly for owned dwellings. The potential for intentions to own being manifest as actual ownership 

is discussed in the section on housing affordability. 

Table 2.20 shows the projected growth in demand by household type over the period, again by dwelling 

type and tenure. The same allowance is made for the current ownership patterns of each household type 

to persist, so that changes reflect shifts in the mix of household types. For the dwellings, allowance is made 

for a long term trend away from detached and toward attached dwellings. 

In the medium term to 2030, the changes would still be limited. Demand for additional dwellings is mainly 

from one person (31%) and couple households (36%), with a substantial share still from 2 parent families 

with children (23%). The orientation toward owned detached dwellings (nearly three fifths of the net 

increase) is expected to continue in the short term. The growth and shifting household typology indicates 

still just more than one-fifth of demand for attached dwellings, about half of those rented. 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Trend toward Attached: 0.7%pa

Owned with mortgage 7,880      480        8,360     8,690     620         9,310     810          140         950        

Owned without mortgage 6,170      700        6,870     7,290     960         8,250     1,120      260         1,380     

Owned by Trust 2,830      220        3,050     3,310     310         3,620     480          90            570        

Total Owned or in Trust 16,880    1,400     18,280   19,290   1,890     21,180   2,410      490         2,900     

Not Owned 8,580      2,140     10,720   9,430     2,730     12,160   850          570         1,440     

Total Housing 25,460    3,540     29,000   28,700   4,600     33,300   3,260      1,060      4,300     

Shares %

Owned with mortgage 27% 2% 29% 26% 2% 28% -1.1% 0.2% -0.9%

Owned without mortgage 21% 2% 24% 22% 3% 25% 0.6% 0.5% 1.1%

Owned by Trust 10% 1% 11% 10% 1% 11% 0.2% 0.2% 0.4%

Total Owned or in Trust 58% 5% 63% 58% 6% 64% -0.3% 0.8% 0.6%

Not Owned 30% 7% 37% 28% 8% 37% -1.3% 0.8% -0.4%

Total Housing 88% 12% 100% 86% 14% 100% -1.6% 1.6% 0.0%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
1 Not Owned includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Dwelling Tenure :  

Medium Projection 

Future

2020 2030 2020-30
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Table 2.20 ς Household Types and Dwelling Tenure 2030 Medium Future 

 

Table 2.21 showing projected growth in demand by household income has demand spread quite broadly 

across household income bands. However, over time a higher share (29% compared with 25% in the short 

term) is anticipated to be lower income households ($30,000 or under). The shift is consistent with the 

ageing of the population, and higher shares of overall demand being from one person and couple 

households. Around half of the net increase is indicated for households with incomes of $50,000 or more, 

and 20% would be from households earning $100,000 or more. 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

One Person household 3,900       900         4,800     610         280         890         14% 7% 21%

Couple household 7,790       620         8,410     1,090     180         1,270      25% 4% 30%

2 Parents 1-2 children 4,370       220         4,590     430         20           450         10% 0% 10%

2 Parents 3+ children 1,230       30           1,260     140         10           150         3% 0% 3%

1 Parent Family 1,430       120         1,550     110         20           130         3% 0% 3%

Multi-family household 250          10           260        10           -          10           0% 0% 0%

Non-family household 320          -          320        30           -          30           1% 0% 1%

Total Owned or Trust 19,300     1,900      21,200   2,420     510         2,900      56% 12% 67%

Not Owned

One Person household 1,900       1,240      3,140     150         290         440         3% 7% 10%

Couple household 1,790       560         2,350     180         130         310         4% 3% 7%

2 Parents 1-2 children 2,080       450         2,530     260         90           350         6% 2% 8%

2 Parents 3+ children 880          60           940        100         10           110         2% 0% 3%

1 Parent Family 2,160       350         2,510     110         60           170         3% 1% 4%

Multi-family household 170          20           190        10           -          10           0% 0% 0%

Non-family household 430          40           470        20           10           30           0% 0% 1%

Total Not Owned 9,400       2,700      12,100   830         590         1,400      19% 14% 33%

Total 28,700     4,600      33,300   3,250     1,100     4,300      76% 26% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Additional Demand 2020-30 %Household Type 2030 

Medium Projection Future

Total Demand Additional Demand 2020-30
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Table 2.21 ς Household Income and Dwelling Tenure 2030 Medium Future 

 

Table 2.22 showing projected growth in demand by the major ethnic groups again highlights that demand 

would be dominated by households of European ethnicity (68҈ύΣ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ ōȅ aņƻǊƛ ŀǘ н4% consistent with 

the population projections applied. That is again apparent in high proportions of the additional demand 

being indicated for detached and owned dwellings (European ethnicity making up 75% of medium term 

ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀƴŘ aņƻǊƛ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǳǇ мф҈ύ. The structure of demand from households of other ethnicities 

is similar to the short term with a slightly larger shares for rented dwellings than owned dwellings, and 

ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǇǊƻǇŜƴǎƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ŀǘǘŀŎƘŜŘ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ǎǘƛƭƭΦ hŦ ƴƻǘŜΦ aņƻǊƛ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ ƳŀƪŜ ǳǇ ор҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƴǘŀƭ 

demand (but only 19% of the demand for owned homes. 

Table 2.22 ς Household Ethnicity and Dwelling Tenure 2030 Medium Future 

 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

Under $30,000 2,650       580         3,230     480         210         690         11% 5% 16%

$30-50,000 2,940       380         3,320     530         120         650         12% 3% 15%

$50-70,000 2,840       290         3,130     410         80           490         9% 2% 11%

$70-100,000 3,580       240         3,820     380         50           430         9% 1% 10%

$100-120,000 2,310       160         2,470     210         30           240         5% 1% 6%

$120-150,000 1,940       130         2,070     160         30           190         4% 1% 4%

$150,000+ 3,020       130         3,150     230         10-           220         5% 0% 5%

Total Owned or Trust 19,300     1,900      21,200   2,400     510         2,910      55% 12% 67%

Not Owned

Under $30,000 2,600       1,200      3,800     230         280         510         5% 6% 12%

$30-50,000 1,870       550         2,420     140         120         260         3% 3% 6%

$50-70,000 1,610       410         2,020     140         90           230         3% 2% 5%

$70-100,000 1,630       290         1,920     130         60           190         3% 1% 4%

$100-120,000 660          110         770        60           20           80           1% 0% 2%

$120-150,000 490          80           570        50           20           70           1% 0% 2%

$150,000+ 560          90           650        100         10           110         2% 0% 3%

Total Not Owned 9,400       2,700      12,200   850         600         1,450      19% 14% 33%

Total 28,700     4,600      33,400   3,250     1,110     4,360      75% 25% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Total Demand Additional Demand 2020-30 Additional Demand 2020-30 %Household Income 2030 

Medium Projection Future

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

European 13,620     1,290      14,910   1,940     180         2,120      45% 4% 49%

aņƻǊƛ 4,120       260         4,380     490         30           520         11% 1% 12%

Pacific 490          -          490        60           -          60           1% 0% 1%

Asian 1,230       80           1,310     90           10           100         2% 0% 2%

Total Owned or Trust 19,300     1,900      21,200   2,580     220         2,800      60% 5% 65%

Not Owned

European 4,420       1,260      5,680     630         180         810         15% 4% 19%

aņƻǊƛ 3,690       810         4,500     440         100         540         10% 2% 12%

Pacific 580          50           630        70           10           80           2% 0% 2%

Asian 1,110       320         1,430     80           20           100         2% 0% 2%

Total Not Owned 9,400       2,700      12,100   1,220     310         1,530      28% 7% 35%

Total 28,700     4,600      33,300   3,800     530         4,330      88% 12% 100%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Additional Demand 2020-30 Additional Demand 2020-30 %Total DemandHousehold Ethnicity 2030 

Medium Projection Future
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2.5.3 Long Term - Medium Growth Future 

In the long term, the projected housing demand is for another 7,900 dwellings to house the resident 

population, an increase of some 27%.  

Table 2.23 shows the projected change over the period by dwelling type and tenure. Consistent with the 

medium term projection, the base case assumes that current ownership patterns for each household type 

will persist into the future, with changes in demand driven by the changing mix of household types. 

Allowance is made for a long term trend away from detached dwellings toward attached dwellings. 

Table 2.23 ς Resident Dwelling Tenure and Dwelling Types 2050 Medium Future 

 

In the long term, more substantial changes are indicated in the dƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΦ 

The base case would see a somewhat reduced share of the net additional housing as detached dwellings, 

at 68% compared with 75% in the medium term. Expected demand is still predominantly (72%) for owned 

dwellings.  

Table 2.24 shows the projected growth in demand by household type by dwelling type and tenure, with 

the standard allowances as to ownership patterns of each household type, and the long term trend toward 

attached dwellings. 

In the long term to 2050, the changes would be more substantial. The net increase in demand for dwellings 

would be heavily weighted toward from one person households at 40% of the total. Couple households 

would account for a further 40%, so that over four-fifths of the net additional demand is from one and two-

person households. The share of the increase for 2 parent families with children would be substantially less 

at 15%. One parent families and multi- and non-family households would account for only around 9% of 

the growth. The focus on owned detached dwellings would be somewhat less, though still around two-

thirds of the net change. 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Trend toward Attached: 0.7%pa

Owned with mortgage 7,880      480        8,360     8,980     790         9,770     1,100      310         1,410     

Owned without mortgage 6,170      700        6,870     8,590     1,480     10,070   2,420      780         3,200     

Owned by Trust 2,830      220        3,050     3,670     430         4,100     840          210         1,050     

Total Owned or in Trust 16,880    1,400     18,280   21,240   2,700     23,940   4,360      1,300      5,660     

Not Owned 8,580      2,140     10,720   9,520     3,370     12,890   940          1,200      2,170     

Total Housing 25,460    3,540     29,000   30,800   6,100     36,800   5,300      2,500      7,800     

Shares %

Owned with mortgage 27% 2% 29% 24% 2% 27% -2.8% 0.5% -2.3%

Owned without mortgage 21% 2% 24% 23% 4% 27% 2.1% 1.6% 3.7%

Owned by Trust 10% 1% 11% 10% 1% 11% 0.2% 0.4% 0.6%

Total Owned or in Trust 58% 5% 63% 58% 7% 65% -0.5% 2.5% 2.0%

Not Owned 30% 7% 37% 26% 9% 35% -3.7% 1.8% -1.9%

Total Housing 88% 12% 100% 84% 17% 100% -4.1% 4.4% 0.0%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
1 Not Owned includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Dwelling Tenure :  

Medium Projection 

Future

2020 2050 2020-50
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Table 2.24 ς Household Types and Dwelling Tenure 2050 Medium Future 

 

Table 2.25 showing projected growth by household income illustrates this. Additional demand is spread 

quite broadly across household income bands. Over time a higher share (33% compared with 25% in the 

short term) is anticipated to be lower income households. That is consistent with the population ageing 

and more one person and couple households. Only around 44% of the net growth is households with 

incomes of $50,000 or more, and only 17% would be from households earning $100,000 or more. 

Table 2.25 ς Household Income and Dwelling Tenure 2050 Medium Future 

 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

One Person household 4,740      1,380     6,120     1,450     760         2,210     18% 10% 28%

Couple household 8,650      870        9,520     1,950     430         2,380     25% 5% 30%

2 Parents 1-2 children 4,410      260        4,670     470         60           530        6% 1% 7%

2 Parents 3+ children 1,270      40           1,310     180         20           200        2% 0% 3%

1 Parent Family 1,570      150        1,720     250         50           300        3% 1% 4%

Multi-family household 240         20           260        -          10           10           0% 0% 0%

Non-family household 330         -         330        40           -          40           1% 0% 1%

Total Owned or Trust 21,200    2,700     23,900   4,340     1,330     5,700     55% 17% 72%

Not Owned

One Person household 2,020      1,650     3,670     270         700         970        3% 9% 12%

Couple household 1,900      680        2,580     290         250         540        4% 3% 7%

2 Parents 1-2 children 1,980      500        2,480     160         140         300        2% 2% 4%

2 Parents 3+ children 840         70           910        60           20           80           1% 0% 1%

1 Parent Family 2,180      400        2,580     130         110         240        2% 1% 3%

Multi-family household 160         30           190        -          10           10           0% 0% 0%

Non-family household 440         40           480        30           10           40           0% 0% 1%

Total Not Owned 9,500      3,400     12,900   940         1,240     2,200     12% 16% 28%

Total 30,700    6,100     36,800   5,280     2,570     7,900     67% 33% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Additional Demand 2020-50 Additional Demand 2020-50 %Household Type 2050 

Medium Projection Future

Total Demand

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

Under $30,000 3,270      940        4,210     1,100     570         1,670     14% 7% 21%

$30-50,000 3,510      570        4,080     1,100     310         1,410     14% 4% 18%

$50-70,000 3,160      400        3,560     730         190         920        9% 2% 12%

$70-100,000 3,770      280        4,050     570         90           660        7% 1% 8%

$100-120,000 2,350      200        2,550     250         70           320        3% 1% 4%

$120-150,000 2,020      160        2,180     240         60           300        3% 1% 4%

$150,000+ 3,160      160        3,320     370         20           390        5% 0% 5%

Total Owned or Trust 21,200    2,700     23,950   4,360     1,310     5,670     55% 17% 72%

Not Owned

Under $30,000 2,690      1,530     4,220     320         610         930        4% 8% 12%

$30-50,000 1,900      670        2,570     170         240         410        2% 3% 5%

$50-70,000 1,620      490        2,110     150         170         320        2% 2% 4%

$70-100,000 1,600      340        1,940     100         110         210        1% 1% 3%

$100-120,000 660         130        790        60           40           100        1% 1% 1%

$120-150,000 500         90           590        60           30           90           1% 0% 1%

$150,000+ 560         110        670        100         30           130        1% 0% 2%

Total Not Owned 9,500      3,400     12,890   960         1,230     2,190     12% 16% 28%

Total 30,700    6,100     36,800   5,320     2,540     7,860     68% 32% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Total Demand Additional Demand 2020-50 Additional Demand 2020-50 %Household Income 2050 

Medium Projection Future
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Table 2.26 showing projected growth in demand by the major ethnic groups is very similar to the outcomes 

for the short and medium terms. Demand would be dominated by households of European ethnicity (75%), 

followed by aņƻǊƛ ƻƴ нл҈, with their high proportions of additional European demand indicated for 

detached and owned dwellings όум҈ύΣ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ ōȅ aņƻǊƛ ŀǘ Ƨǳǎǘ мр҈. The structure of demand from 

households of other ethnicities is consistent throughout the planning horizon. hŦ ƴƻǘŜΦ aņƻǊƛ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ 

make up 30% of the rental demand growth over the long term. 

Table 2.26 ς Household Ethnicity and Dwelling Tenure 2050 Medium Future 

 

2.5.4 Implications 

The gradual shift toward greater shares of demand being from medium and especially lower income 

households suggests a priori an increasing challenge to housing affordability. However, the situation is 

more complex than that, because over time households currently renting can be expected to transition to 

dwelling ownership, just as new households forming over the next decade are likely to commence in rented 

dwellings. Similarly, the greater numbers of households in the lower income bands will include older 

households including those retiring, but who may already be dwelling owners. That shift in the balance may 

see ownership rates among the lower income households increase over time.  

Those shares (above) relate to net growth, not total demand. That said, the shifts do mean the overall 

market structure will be different in the long term.   One person households will represent 35% of total 

housing demand (23% currently). Couple households will represent a larger share (36% compared with 

32%). The 2 parent and 1 parent families will account for some 26% (currently 41%), while in future multi- 

and non-family households will be similar to the current 3%. 

This means that the increase in the size of demand is probably the most important change. Every segment 

of the housing market will be larger in the medium and long terms than it is currently. Simply, there will be 

more households in every segment who will require housing. 

Moreover, there is more limited change in the overall structure of the market in terms of household 

incomes. In the long term, lower income households are expected to be 29% of the total, compared with 

20% currently. Households earning more than $50,000 would be 50% of the total, compared with 63% in 

Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total Detached Attached Total

Owned or Trust

European 15,570     1,480      17,050   3,890     370         4,260      50% 5% 54%

aņƻǊƛ 4,350       280         4,630     720         50           770         9% 1% 10%

Pacific 520          -          520        90           -          90           1% 0% 1%

Asian 1,230       80           1,310     90           10           100         1% 0% 1%

Total Owned or Trust 21,100     2,800      23,900   4,790     430         5,220      61% 5% 67%

Not Owned

European 5,050       1,440      6,490     1,260     360         1,620      16% 5% 21%

aņƻǊƛ 3,890       850         4,740     640         140         780         8% 2% 10%

Pacific 610          50           660        100         10           110         1% 0% 1%

Asian 1,110       320         1,430     80           20           100         1% 0% 1%

Total Not Owned 9,500       3,500      12,900   2,080     530         2,610      27% 7% 33%

Total 30,600     6,300      36,800   6,870     960         7,830      88% 12% 100%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 1 Attached includes NEI Note - includes rounding

Additional Demand 2020-50 Additional Demand 2020-50 %Total DemandHousehold Ethnicity 2050 

Medium Projection Future
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2020. Households earning more than $100,000 would be 21%, compared with 30% now. These long term 

shifts are important, though not huge. 

2.5.5 Caveat  

It is important to recognise that assessment of future resident housing demand is based largely on a 

ά.ǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎ ¦ǎǳŀƭέ ƻǊ .!¦ ōŀǎŜ ŎŀǎŜΣ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ shift only gradually towards 

more attached housing (in line with national trends) and capabilities for each socio-demographic group are 

assumed to continue into the medium and long term. That means that dwelling ownership levels for each 

household segment will be more or less the same in 10 and 30 yearsΩ time, for the segments which are 

around then. For example, 73% of 2 parent households in the 40-49 age band with incomes of over 

$120,000 resided in their own dwelling, another 10% lived in a dwelling owned by a trust. The BAU future 

ŀǎǎǳƳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎ ƛƴ мл ƻǊ ол ȅŜŀǊǎΩ ǘƛƳŜ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ 

patterns. In a relatively stable economy and community like Rotorua, where current patterns have 

developed over a long period, the BAU assumption is generally the most appropriate starting point. 

In particular, it provides a basis for assessing future affordability. However, the BAU demand future does 

not seek to model macro-economic matters, beyond the established trends in household income levels. 

This is considered further in relation to housing affordability. 

2.6 Demand for tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀƴŘ YŀǳƳņǘǳŀ Housing 

The Rotorua district has ŀ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƘƛƎƘ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ aņƻǊƛ ƭŀƴŘ ǊŜǘŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ¢Ŝ !Ǌŀǿŀ ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇΦ ! 

ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ aņƻǊƛ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƪņƛƴƎŀ όǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘǎύ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ 

ǘƘǊƛǾƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ƻŦ ƘŀǇǹ ŀƴŘ ǿƘņƴŀǳ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ƭƛǾƛƴƎΦ ¦ƴƛǉǳŜƭȅΣ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ 

ŀƴŘ ǊǳǊŀƭ ŀǊŜŀ όǳǊōŀƴ ƪņƛƴƎŀ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ bƎņǇǳƴŀΣ ²ƘŀƪŀǊŜǿŀǊŜǿŀ ŀƴŘ nƘƛƴŜƳǳǘǳύΦ 

¢ƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ tƭŀƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǊǳƭŜ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ŦƻǊ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀƴŘ YŀǳƳņǘǳŀ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ 

more enabling than is otherwise proǾƛŘŜŘ ŦƻǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊǳƭŜ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ŜƴŀōƭŜǎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ YŀǳƳņǘǳŀ 

ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƻƴ aņƻǊƛ ƭŀƴŘ ŀŘƧƻƛƴƛƴƎ ŀ aŀǊŀŜ ǘƻ ƻŎŎǳǊ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ ŦƻǊ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ 

a simplified consent process is provided. However, to date, there have been no successful applications to 

ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ tƭŀƴ rules. 

²ƛǘƘ Ƴŀƴȅ ¢Ŝ !Ǌŀǿŀ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǊŜǘǳǊƴƛƴƎ ƘƻƳŜ ǘƻ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ 

and YǁŜƪŜ53 housing is increasing. The RLC has recognised this and with the assistance of key stakeholders 

ƛǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǎŜŜƪƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ƳƻǊŜ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀƴŘ YǁŜƪŜ housing development throughout the 

district. 

As noted in the Rotorua Housing Strategy - άIŜ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀΣ IŜ IŀǇƻǊƛ ¢ŀǳǊƛƪǳŀ - A Strategy for Homes and 

Thriving /ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀƭ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƛǎΣ Ψŀ ƴǳǊǘǳǊƛƴƎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƻ 

ǊŜǘǳǊƴ ǘƻΩΦ /ƻƭƻƴƛŀƭ ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŎǊƛƳƛƴŀǘƻǊȅ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛǾŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜŘ 

aņƻǊƛ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǿƘŜƴǳŀ ŀƴŘ ƪņƛƴƎŀΦ ¢ƻŘŀȅΣ ƘƻƳŜ ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǊŀǘŜǎ ŦƻǊ aņƻǊƛ ŀǊŜ ǿŜƭƭ ōŜƭƻǿ ǘƘŜ 

ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ŀƴŘ aņƻǊƛ ŀǊŜ ƻǾŜǊ-represented in the statistics of sub-ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎΦ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ƛǎ ŀ 

 
53 ¢Ŝ !Ǌŀǿŀ ŘƛŀƭŜŎǘ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǎ ƪǁŜƪŜ όŜƭŘŜǊύ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƪŀǳƳņǘǳŀΦ 
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ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƘŀǇǹ ƻǊ ǿƘņƴŀǳ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻŎŎǳǊǎ ƻƴ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭȅ-ƻǿƴŜŘ aņƻǊƛ ƻǊ 

ancestral land.54  

tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŀƴŘ YǁŜƪŜ housing was identified as a key focus area as part of this Strategy. A work program 

Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǎŜŜƪ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ wƻǘƻǊǳŀ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΦ 

The following actions have been identified: 

5ŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŀ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎΥ  

1. 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƛƴƎ ŀ ¢Ŝ !Ǌŀǿŀ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘȅ 

2. tǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŜȄǇŜǊǘƛǎŜ ǘƻ ŀǎǎƛǎǘ ƭŀƴŘƻǿƴŜǊǎ ǘƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ Ǝƻŀƭǎ 

3. Develop three ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ Ǉƭŀƴǎ 

4. LŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛƴƎ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ŦƻǊ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

 From the above actions it is intended that there will be: 

1. рл ƴŜǿ ǇŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀ ƘƻƳŜǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ƻƴ aņƻǊƛ ŦǊŜŜƘƻƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘǊŜŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ 

2. Increased range of housing optioƴǎ ŦƻǊ aņƻǊƛ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛǿƛ ǊƻƘŜ 

3. Increase in homes designed for multi-generation households 

4. Increase in kǁŜƪŜ housing available 

5. LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ƘƻƳŜ ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ōȅ aņƻǊƛ 

6. LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ¢Ŝ !Ǌŀǿŀ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘƴŜǎǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ƪǁƘŀƴƎŀ ŀƴd kura 

kaupapa, participation in cultural activities e.g., kapa haka , sports, mahinga kai and visual arts, 

attendance at marae 

7. Increased proportion of Te Reo speakers in the Rotorua district 

2.7 Total Housing Demand by Location 

The above detailed analysis of resident housing demand has been for the district as a whole. In accordance 

with clause 3.24 of the NPS-UD, the HBA must also estimate demand for additional housing in the urban 

environment, and in different locations within that urban environment by dwelling type. This is not limited 

to resident dwellings. Total urban dwelling demand is required to assess the sufficiency of residential 

capacity against where households and other dwelling purchasers typically seek to locate within the district 

and urban environment. 

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ όLƴŦƻƳŜǘǊƛŎǎύ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŎƻǾŜǊ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀǘ ŀ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƭŜǾŜƭΦ !ǎǎǳƳƛƴƎ ƻƴŜ 

household per dwelling, this provides us with estimated resident dwellings,55 but does not provide insight 

 
54 IŜ tŀǇŀƪņƛƴƎŀΣ IŜ IņǇƻǊƛ ¢ŀǳǊƛƪǳǊŀ - A Strategy for Homes and Thriving Communities, Rotorua Homes and Thriving Communities 

2020 
55 Previously discussed as private usually occupied dwellings.  
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on non-resident dwellings, which will include holiday homes, dwellings used for short term accommodation 

(i.e., unhosted, whole house or apartment dwellings available for booking via Airbnb, Bookabach and other 

homeshare platforms), and also vacant dwellings.56   

¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎtions also do not assist with understanding how many total dwellings or 

resident dwellings fall within the defined long term urban environment as opposed to the rest of the district 

(i.e., the rural environment). It is noted that demand attributed to the rural environment does not 

necessarily mean it is demand for rural-type properties as there are a range of zones in the rural 

environment that deliver urban densities (including the Rural Village Zone and Lakeside Settlements Zone).   

The supporting Technicŀƭ wŜǇƻǊǘ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ aΦ9Ωǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƴŘ ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ 

in the district in 2020 and splitting those dwellings into the rural and urban environment, including 

allocation across locations within the urban environment and by attached and detached dwelling types. It 

also includes the approach to projecting that demand structure forward over the short, medium and long 

ǘŜǊƳ όǿƘƛƭŜ ǊŜŎƻƴŎƛƭƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ όƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘύ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƭŜǾŜƭύΦ  

2.7.1 Latent Housing Demand 

Rotorua has a current housing shortage. The scale of this shortfall is estimated as at the end of 2019 at 

around 1,500 ς 1,750 homes needed to meet the needs of the current community. This estimate was 

calculated by MHUD who carried out a place-based assessment of RotoruaΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ 

(March 2020). This shortfall of dwellings has since been acknowledged in The Homes and Thriving 

Communities Strategic Framework (2020).   

Calculating shortfall of dwellings is not straightforward and while there are indicators available on the 

number of dwellings that would be needed to move residents out of motels and into dedicated emergency, 

transitional and social housing, there are many multi-family or multi-person households in Rotorua who 

are currently housed, but who would occupy more dwellings if they were available. These living situations 

may be causing over-crowding in their current shared dwellings. It is also difficult to estimate if the 

household formation rate in Rotorua is being supressed due to a lack of housing.  MHUD have cautioned 

that the estimate of 1,500-1,750 is indicative only.  

Council and M.E consider it appropriate that latent demand for housing in Rotorua be captured in the HBA. 

 M.E have adopted όǿƛǘƘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴt) the lower end of the MHUD range (1,500) to include in the 

HBA modelling. This was based on consideration of the number of total dwellings estimated in the district 

from the rating database, Infometrics estimates of 2020 district resident households (which, by definition, 

reflect occupied dwellings based on the way that SNZ collects household and dwelling data during the 

Census), the number of multi-family households estimated in 2020, and high level estimates of current 

non-residential dwellings (including anecdotal evidence of a portion of short term accommodation 

dwellings being made available for long term rentals due to reduced visitor demand). It was felt that on 

balance, these high level figures converged more towards 1,500 than 1,75057.  

 
56  Completely empty and unused dwellings are expected to make up a very minor share of total non-resident dwellings. 
57 This is not to say that the shortfall could not be as high as 1,750. M.E has not carried out detailed analysis to independently 

estimate the current dwelling shortfall. Given that the MHUD figure has been relied on for other Council strategies, it was 

considered appropriate to use the MHUD range for consistency.  
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The latent demand for 1,500 additional dwellings to meet current community needs has therefore been 

added to the future growth in housing sustained by net additions to resident households and estimated 

increased demand for non-residential dwellings over the short, medium and long term.58 The assumption 

has been made to attribute all 1,500 additional dwellings to the urban environment, spread across the four 

reporting areas pro-rata the underlying projected dwelling growth in each time period. It has also been 

assumed that given the significant size of the shortfall relative to otherwise projected dwelling growth, that 

the competitiveness margin should also apply to the dwelling shortfall included in future demand.   

The implication of including latent demand of 1,500 homes is that urban housing development capacity will 

need to be sufficient to at least cover projected new demand for dwellings as well as the demand that has 

not been supplied in the years leading up to 2020.  

2.7.2 Total Housing Demand ς Medium Growth Future 

M.E estimates a total of 29,950 dwellings in Rotorua District in 2020, 82.5% or 24,700 of those within the 

defined urban environment (refer Figure 1.2) and 5,250 (17.5%) in the rural environment (Table 2.27). This 

is according to the medium growth future.59  By 2050 (the long term), total district dwellings are projected 

to reach 39,520, with 32,950 in the urban environment. The urban-rural structure remains broadly similar 

over time, with a slightly greater share in the urban environment by 2050, due to a slightly faster projected 

growth rate and inclusion of latent demand within urban reporting areas.   

Table 2.27 - Total Dwellings Projections by Location 2020-50 (Medium Growth Future) 

 

Figure 2.3 summarises estimated total urban environment housing growth projections (including resident 

houses and holiday homes) by location/reporting area (refer Figure 1.3) over the 2020-2050 period 

(medium growth future) as well as the estimated total rural environment housing growth. Currently, the 

Western area accounts for an estimated 38.2% of district dwellings and 46% of total urban dwellings (2020). 

This is followed by the Central area with 23.9% of district housing (29% of urban housing), then the Eastern 

 
58 The latent demand has been included in full in the short term and not spread over time. This has a significant impact on short 

term dwelling demand.  
59 ¢ƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜ ǊŜǇƭƛŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ wŜǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƘƛƎƘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΦ  

2020 2023 2030 2050 2020 2023 2030 2050

Central 7,150           8,030           8,760           9,990           23.9% 24.2% 24.4% 25.3%

Western 11,430        12,730        13,580        14,360        38.2% 38.3% 37.8% 36.3%

Eastern 4,160           4,700           5,140           5,850           13.9% 14.1% 14.3% 14.8%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 1,960           2,210           2,430           2,740           6.5% 6.7% 6.8% 6.9%

Total Urban Environment 24,700        27,670        29,910        32,950        82.5% 83.3% 83.3% 83.4%

Rural Environment 5,250           5,550           6,000           6,570           17.5% 16.7% 16.7% 16.6%

District Total 29,950        33,220        35,910        39,520        100% 100% 100% 100%

Source: RLC/Infometrics Household Projections 2020. M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model. Figures rounded to nearest 10. 

Projections assume non-resident dwellings growth proportionate to resident dwellings and rural environment dwellings increase at 90% of the urban 

environment dwelling growth rate. * Includes holiday homes, vacant dwellings and whole dwelling units used for short term accommodation (i.e. Airbnb)

Medium Growth Future

Reporting Area
Count of Total Dwellings (n) Distribution of Total Dwellings (n)
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area (13.9% of district housing and 17% of urban housing) and lastly bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ (6.5% of district housing 

and 8% of urban housing) (Table 2.27).  

Over time, the Central, Eastern and bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ areas are projected to capture an increasing percentage 

share of district dwelling growth, while the Western area and the rural environment, are projected to 

capture a reducing percentage share across the time periods. In terms of dwelling counts, the Western 

Area dominates housing growth in the short and medium term, but by 2050, the Central area is projected 

to have experienced the greatest demand growth.    

Figure 2.3 ς Total Dwellings by Urban and Rural Environment 2020-50 (Medium Growth Future) 

 

The supporting Technical Report also contains tables which show a breakdown of current and projected 

housing by resident dwellings (i.e., those occupied by resident households) and non-resident dwellings over 

time.  The resident dwelling growth reflects the Infometrics projections at the district level plus estimates 

of latent demand. M.E estimate that 23,930 out of 29,010 resident dwellings are located in the urban 

environment (82%) in 2020.  In addition, there are an estimated 770 non-resident dwellings in the urban 

environment and 940 in the district overall.  Resident dwellings account for 97% of all houses, and the 

projections assume this structure remains relatively steady over time. 

In the urban environment, there is projected demand for 2,970 additional houses in the short term, 5,200 

additional houses in the medium term and 8,250 additional houses in the long term, driven by projected 

household growth and addressing the current shortfall in housing.   

In the Central area, dwelling demand is projected to grow from 7,150 in 2020 to 9,990 in 2050 (growth of 

2,840). The Western area is projected to have strong growth in the short term (demand for 1,300 additional 

dwellings by 2023) and reach 14,360 total houses in the long term (up from 11,430 in 2020). The total 

growth projected in the Eastern area is 1,690 (with the number of total houses increasing from 4,160 to 

5,850 in 2050). Growth projected in bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ is more modest (although above average in percentage 
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terms), with the number of houses increasing by 780 over the next 30 years. All this demand growth 

assumes no constraints on capacity or supply.   

Table 2.28 and 2.29 provide a breakdown of dwelling projections by attached and detached dwelling type 

in the urban environment by reporting area. Some key trends are as follows:   

Table 2.28 ς Total Dwellings by Location and Type 2020-2050 (Medium Growth Future) 

 

Table 2.29 ς Growth in Total Dwellings by Location and Type 2020-2050 (Medium Growth Future) 

 

¶ Overall, an estimated 86% of current dwellings in the urban environment are detached or 

standalone dwellings (2020). This equates to an estimated 21,170 houses. Just over half of these 

can be found in the Western area, with around a fifth in Central and Eastern areas and just under 

10% in NgongƻǘŀƘņΦ  

¶ The balance of urban houses are attached (duplex, terraced or apartments). There are an 

estimated 3,540 in the urban environment in 2020, with 71% located within the Central area. This 

is driven by the presence of the Residential 2 ς Medium Density zone (found nowhere else in the 

urban area) as well as the central city zones. Just over a fifth of attached dwellings (22%) are 

within the Western area and around 4҈ ŜŀŎƘ ƛƴ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŀƴŘ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ  

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Central 4,660      2,500      7,150      5,190      2,840      8,030      5,580      3,180      8,760      6,160      3,830      9,990      

Western 10,650    780          11,430    11,770    960          12,730    12,400    1,180      13,580    12,750    1,610      14,360    

Eastern 4,030      130          4,160      4,520      180          4,700      4,890      250          5,140      5,420      440          5,850      

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 1,830      130          1,960      2,050      160          2,210      2,220      200          2,430      2,440      300          2,740      

Total Urban Environment 21,170    3,540      24,700    23,530    4,140      27,670    25,090    4,810      29,910    26,770    6,180      32,940    

Rural Environment 5,250      5,550      6,000      6,570      

District Total 29,950    33,220    35,910    39,510    

 Detached 

% 

 Attached  

% 

 Total        

% 

 Detached 

% 

 Attached  

% 

 Total        

% 

 Detached 

% 

 Attached 

% 

 Total        

% 

 Detached 

% 

 Attached 

% 

 Total        

% 

Central 65% 35% 100% 65% 35% 100% 64% 36% 100% 62% 38% 100%

Western 93% 7% 100% 92% 8% 100% 91% 9% 100% 89% 11% 100%

Eastern 97% 3% 100% 96% 4% 100% 95% 5% 100% 92% 8% 100%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 93% 7% 100% 93% 7% 100% 92% 8% 100% 89% 11% 100%

Total Urban Environment 86% 14% 100% 85% 15% 100% 84% 16% 100% 81% 19% 100%

Source: RLC/Infometrics Household Projections 2020. M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model. Figures rounded to nearest 10. Medium Growth Future

Projections assume non-resident dwellings growth proportionate to resident dwellings and rural environment dwellings increase at 90% of the urban environment dwelling growth rate.

* Includes holiday homes, vacant dwellings and whole dwelling units used for short term accommodation (i.e. Airbnb)

2030 2050

 Reporting Area 

2020 2023

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

Central 530          930          1,510      350          680          1,330      880          1,610       2,840      

Western 1,120      1,760      2,100      180          390          830          1,300      2,150       2,930      

Eastern 490          860          1,390      40            120          300          540          980          1,690      

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 220          390          610          30            70            170          250          470          780          

Total Urban Environment 2,370      3,940      5,610      600          1,270      2,640      2,970      5,200       8,250      

Rural Environment 300          760          1,320      

District Total 3,270      5,960       9,570      

Source: RLC/Infometrics Household Projections 2020. M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model. Figures rounded to nearest 10. Medium Growth Future

Projections assume non-resident dwellings growth proportionate to resident dwellings and rural environment dwellings increase at 90% of the urban 

environment dwelling growth rate. * Includes holiday homes, vacant dwellings and whole dwelling units used for short term accommodation (i.e. Airbnb)

 Reporting Area 

Detached Attached Total
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¶ This structure can be expected to prevail in the long term, with only gradual shifts projected.  

Demand for attached housing is expected to grow at a slightly faster rate than detached housing, 

so that by the medium term, attached housing increases by 1,270 dwellings and makes up an 

estimated 16% of urban housing stock (compared to 14% in 2020).  At the same time, detached 

dwellings are projected to increase by 3,940.  

¶ In the long term, attached dwellings are projected to increase by 2,640 (if unconstrained) and 

would make up 19% of the urban housing stock.  By 2050, detached housing is projected to have 

grown by 5,610 additional dwellings.   

¶ By 2050, the Central area could be comprised of 62% detached dwellings and 38% attached 

dwellings. Attached housing could make up 11% of housing in the Western area, 8% in the Eastern 

area and 11҈ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳ όŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ 7%, 3% and 7% respectively today).  

This is driven by changes in demography as well as a modelled minor shift in dwelling preferences 

to reflect national trends.  

¶ Table 2.30 summarises the share of growth by dwelling type in each time period.  In the short 

term, detached housing is projected to make up 80% of housing growth across the urban 

environment. In all areas excluding the Central area, this share is however much higher (between 

86-91% of growth 2020-2023).  

¶ By 2030, detached housing makes up slightly less of total dwelling growth in the urban 

environment (76%) and between 82-83% of growth in non-Central locations. By 2050, detached 

housing makes up 68% of total urban housing growth (and between 72-82% of growth in non-

Central locations).  In other words, if unconstrained, attached housing is projected to account for 

32҈ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳ ƛƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ 

changing household demography and housing preferences. This demand growth is spread 

throughout the urban environment.  

Table 2.30 ς Share of Growth in Total Dwellings by Location and Type 2020-2050 (Medium Growth Future) 

 

2.7.3 Competitiveness Margin Applied to Urban Dwelling Demand 

Clause 3.22 of the NPS-UD requires that a competitivess margin of 20% in the short and medium term and 

15% in the long-term be added to projected demand for assessing capacity requirements in Tier 1 and Tier 

2 urban environments.  

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

Central 60% 58% 53% 40% 42% 47%

Western 86% 82% 72% 14% 18% 28%

Eastern 91% 88% 82% 9% 12% 18%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 88% 83% 78% 12% 17% 22%

Total Urban Environment 80% 76% 68% 20% 24% 32%

Medium Growth Future

 Reporting Area 

Detached Attached

Source: RLC/Infometrics Household Projections 2020. M.E 2021 Rotorua 

Dwelling Projection Model. 
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The purpose of the margin is to support choice and competitiveness in housing and business land markets 

by ensuring that Council enables at least 15-20% more land capacity than would be required to meet 

expected demand. 

It is important to recognise that the competitiveness margin is in effect provision for additional land for 

feasible housing capacity and the infrastructure to support it, but it is not anticipated additional dwelling 

supply as at 2023, 2030 or 2050. The core reason for the additional land capacity is to provide a land supply 

buffer in case housing demand is higher than anticipated, with a view also to place downward pressure on 

land prices. 

The preceding housing projections identify the number of dwellings expected to be required to 

ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ (including current latent demand) and non-resident dwelling 

demand. From that base, the Council is required to provide for sufficient plan-enabled and serviced land 

to accommodate that growth, and up to 20% more for the competitiveness margin in the short and medium 

terms. The short term margin applies as an additional 7 monthsΩ capacity over and above the 36 month 

growth outlook, so that at any point in time there should be 43 or so months of plan enabled and serviced 

land capacity, constantly moving forward. 

Within that, it is important to differentiate between provision for housing capacity, which is done by 

ensuring sufficient plan enabled and infrastructure serviced land supply for anticipated needs - within the 

power of councils - ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ όƻǊ άǘŀƪŜ ǳǇέύΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

is for the most part by private sector developers and builders.  

Construction of housing capacity is undertaken largely by private interests in the case of most land 

development and dwelling construction, apart from historically limited public sector involvement in social 

housing. Efforts by community housing providers and not for profit developments supported by local and 

central government are also expected to increase over time. Despite this, the supply of new dwellings has, 

and is expected to remain predominantly a private sector activity, where private developers and builders 

purchase and develop land and build dwellings in expectation of sale on the open market, often with the 

security of contractual arrangements with an intending purchaser (pre-sale), although also in anticipation 

of sale during or after the dwelling construction (spec-build). Completion of new dwellings occurs 

predominantly in the last months and weeks of a development sequence taking 2-4 years from land 

acquisition through structure planning, site development, provision of local infrastructure, to dwelling 

construction and sale. This means provision for land capacity by councils can generally be expected to 

manifest as built housing capacity approximately 2-4 years later, at the earliest. 

The key point is that the provision for the competitiveness margin should not give rise to expectation that 

the new housing capacity itself would be completed and be ready for sale 43 months or so in advance of 

its expected uptake. In terms of meeting the NPS-UD requirements, then, the competitiveness margin 

applies to provision for sufficient land, and not to the final delivery of built housing capacity.  

Table 2.31 and 2.32 show medium growth dwelling projections in the urban environment by location 

inclusive of the competitiveness margin.  Total growth in the short term is 3,560 dwellings, increasing to 

6,240 in the medium term and 9,7пл ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳΦ  !ƎŀƛƴΣ ǘƘŜ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǘŀōƭŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƘƛƎƘ 

growth future are included in the supporting Technical Report.  It is these dwelling projections (with the 

margin included) that form the basis of the sufficiency assessment, discussed later in Section 10.   
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Table 2.31 ς Total Urban Dwellings by Location and Type Including Margin (Medium Growth Future) 

 

Table 2.32 ς Growth in Total Urban Dwellings by Location and Type Including Margin (Medium Growth 

Future) 

 

2.8 Housing Bottom Lines 

Clause 3.6(1) of the NPS-¦5 ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƳŜŜǘ 

ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ Ǉƭǳǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ƳŀǊƎƛƴέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘ-medium and in the 

long term is clearly stated in each district of a tier 2 urban environment. The Housing Bottom Line is to be 

ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ άfeasible, reasonably expected to be realised development capacity that must be 

enabled to meet demand, along with the competitiveness marginέΦ hƴŎŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ .ƻǘǘƻƳ 

Lines must be inserted into the District Plan and Regional Policy Statement. 

The following are the calculated Housing Bottom Lines for the Rotorua urban environment for the short, 

medium and long term. They are based on the analysis set out above in Section 2.7, and specifically 2.7.3 

above, ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ŘǊƛǾŜƴ ōȅ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΦ {ǳŦficient zoned and infrastructure-

served, feasible development capacity is required to meet demand to accommodate the following number 

of projected additional dwellings in each time period:60 

i. Short Term (3 years, 2020-2023): an additional 3,560 dwellings. 

ii. Medium Term (10 years, 2020-2030): an additional 6,240 dwellings. 

iii. Long Term (30 years, 2020-2050): an additional 9,740 dwellings.  

 
60 It iǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛŦ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ǳǇŘŀǘŜŘΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ .ƻǘǘƻƳ [ƛƴŜǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ 

updated, as would this HBA. 

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Central 4,660     2,500     7,150     5,300     2,910     8,210     5,770     3,320     9,090     6,430     4,070     10,500   

Western 10,650   780         11,430   11,990   1,000     12,990   12,750   1,250     14,010   13,150   1,760     14,910   

Eastern 4,030     130         4,160     4,620     190         4,810     5,060     270         5,330     5,670     490         6,160     

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 1,830     130         1,960     2,090     170         2,260     2,300     220         2,520     2,550     330         2,880     

Total Urban Environment 21,170   3,540     24,700   24,000   4,270     28,270   25,880   5,060     30,950   27,800   6,650     34,450   

Source: RLC/Infometrics Household Projections 2020. M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model. Figures rounded to nearest 10. Medium Growth Future

 Reporting Area 

2020 2023 2030 2050

Projections assume non-resident dwellings growth proportionate to resident dwellings and rural environment dwellings increase at 90% of the urban environment dwelling growth 

rate. * Includes holiday homes, vacant dwellings and whole dwelling units used for short term accommodation (i.e. Airbnb)

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

 2020-

2023 

 2020-

2030 

 2020-

2050 

Central 640           1,110       1,780       410           820           1,570       1,050       1,930       3,350       

Western 1,340       2,110       2,510       220           470           970           1,560       2,580       3,480       

Eastern 590           1,030       1,640       50             140           360           650           1,170       1,990       

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 260           470           720           40             90             200           300           560           920           

Total Urban Environment 2,830       4,720       6,650       720           1,520       3,100       3,560       6,240       9,740       

Source: RLC/Infometrics Household Projections 2020. M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model. Figures rounded to nearest 10. Medium Growth Future

Projections assume non-resident dwellings growth proportionate to resident dwellings and rural environment dwellings increase at 90% of the urban 

environment dwelling growth rate. * Includes holiday homes, vacant dwellings and whole dwelling units used for short term accommodation (i.e. Airbnb)

 Reporting Area 

Detached Attached Total
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3 Housing Supply 
This section examines the Rotorua residential property estate, to identify the current 

dwelling mix and property values. The focus is on the housing for the resident population. 

It includes analysis of the additions to housing supply in the recent past from consents and 

estimated land values, then considers the likely future dwelling estate, taking account of 

the current estate, and potential additions to that estate, in the context of different trends 

in land values and improvements values, and how these affect dwelling values and prices. 

A high level summary of the approach to modelling housing supply is contained in the 

supporting Technical Report61. 

3.1 Current Dwelling Estate 

Table 3.1 provides a summary of the Rotorua District residential property estate as at 2020 (June).  The 

Corelogic dataset does not match directly with the Census descriptions of dwelling types, and it includes 

dwellings utilised by usually resident households, and also visiting households (such as holiday homes). 

However, it offers very useful detail for understanding affordability issues. 

Table 3.1 ς Residential Property Estate Rotorua District 2020 

 

The table shows some 29,120 residential properties in total, which concords well with the Census-based 

estimate of 29,000 resident households in occupied dwellings for June 2020.  

The Corelogic data identifies a total property value (capital ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻǊ ά/±έύ ƻŦ ϷмнΣросƳΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ϷсΣмсуƳ 

ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ǾŀƭǳŜ όά[±έύΣ ŀƴŘ ϷсΣопфƳ ƻŦ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ǾŀƭǳŜ όάL±έύΦ !ŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŜǎǘŀǘŜΣ ƭŀƴŘ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ŦƻǊ 

just under half the total capital value.  

The main residential types are shown as a group, and these generally represent urban residential 

ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨwŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ 5ǿŜƭƭƛƴƎΩ ŀƴŘ ΨwŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ !ǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎΩ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎΦ 

 
61 For clarity, note that the report refers to resident households (those living in the district on a permanent basis, as distinct from 

those visiting for a short period). The residential property estate is the land and buildings which provide capacity for resident 

households and for visitors including holiday dwellings. Demand for dwellings is focussed on resident households. 

Residential Dwelling 24,000            4,800$       4,845$        9,646$         200$         202$      402$        50%

Residential Home & Income 360                 87$             98$              185$            242$         272$      514$        47%

Residential Apartments 1,950              306$           388$           693$            157$         199$      356$        44%

Residential Rental flats 230                 62$             77$              139$            269$         336$      605$        44%

Residential Convert Flats 10                   3$               2$                5$                 289$         237$      526$        55%

Sub-total Residential 26,550            5,258$       5,411$        10,669$       198$         204$      402$        49%

Lifestyle Improvement 2,570              928$           939$           1,867$         361$         365$      726$        50%

Total 29,120            6,186$       6,349$        12,536$       212$         218$      430$        49%

Source: ME 2020; Corelogic 2020

Property Category Count
Land Value 

($m)

Improved 

Value ($m)

Capital Value 

($m)

LV as % 

CV

Mean LV 

($000)

Mean IV 

($000)

Mean CV 

($000)
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Table 3.2 shows how the mean values in Rotorua District compare with the New Zealand pattern. Rotorua 

values (and prices) for the residential types are significantly lower than the New Zealand average for LV, IV 

(predominantly the built dwelling), and overall CV. For the main residential types, Rotorua values are 50% 

to 70% of the national figure (Rotorua values are -30% to -50% below the national average). For Lifestyle 

properties, the Rotorua estate is much closer to the New Zealand average values, though it is still around 

20% lower.  

Table 3.2 ς Residential Property Parameters - Rotorua District and New Zealand 2020 

 

Table 3.3 provides further indication, comparing median value and the 20th to 80th percentiles. The lower 

percentile values are important in relation to housing affordability and can provide a more accurate 

indication of affordability than the blunter median values and median incomes comparators, since new 

owners entering the housing market often purchase dwellings in the lower value bands because that is the 

entry point which is affordable.  

Table 3.3 ς Residential Property Percentiles - Rotorua District and New Zealand 2020 

 

Figure 3.1 shows the current distribution of residential property values in Rotorua, with strong grouping 

evident in the lower value bands (less than $600,000). This contrasts with the New Zealand distribution 

(Figure 3.2), which shows much lower incidence in the lower value bands, and a broader spread across 

middle value bands especially over $800,000.  

Residential Dwelling 24,000            200$         202$      402$        50% 49% 71% 58%

Residential Home & Income 360                 242$         272$      514$        47% 37% 65% 48%

Residential Apartments 1,950              157$         199$      356$        44% 53% 73% 63%

Residential Rental flats 230                 269$         336$      605$        44% 54% 81% 67%

Residential Convert Flats 10                   289$         237$      526$        55% 44% 77% 55%

Sub-total Residential 26,550            198$         204$      402$        49% 50% 71% 59%

Lifestyle Improvement 2,570              361$         365$      726$        50% 80% 84% 82%

Total 29,120            212$         218$      430$        49% 53% 73% 62%

Source: ME 2020; Corelogic 2020

Mean 

IV as % 

NZ

Property Category Count
LV as % 

CV

Mean 

CV as 

% NZ

Mean LV 

($000)

Mean IV 

($000)

Mean CV 

($000)

Mean 

LV as % 

NZ

Median Value 350$                 575$               61%
20th percentile 250$                 350$               71%
40th percentile 313$                 500$               63%
60th percentile 400$                 675$               59%
80th percentile 525$                 950$               55%

Source: ME 2020; Corelogic 2020

Rotorua District 

($000)

New Zealand 

($000)

Rotorua 

District as % 

NZ

Property Value Indicator ($000)



 

Page | 72 

 

Figure 3.1 ς Distribution of Rotorua Residential Property Values 2020 

 

Figure 3.2 ς Distribution of Rotorua and New Zealand Residential Property Values 2020 

 

Figure 3.3 shows the mean property values at each ventile (every 5th percentile) for the district, with LV 

and IV. The pattern indicates a fairly stable property estate. Across the property value bands, the LV 

component is fairly consistent at around half of the total value. This consistency is in tune with an economy 
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showing moderate growth, and a residential property estate where expansion has been predominantly via 

greenfield development and infill, rather than intensification of lots. Over time, the land value share of total 

property value tends to increase, as the built improvements age.  

Figure 3.3 ς Rotorua Residential Property Land and Improvement Values 2020 

 

3.2 Dwelling Value Trends 

Housing prices are commonly the focus of market assessments. Since 2001, residential property values 

have increased significantly throughout New Zealand. This has been driven by a number of factors, 

including the ease of accessing finance, high consumer confidence (especially in the lead-up to the GFC), 

constraints on construction capacity, supply shortfalls, strong inward migration, overseas investment in 

bŜǿ ½ŜŀƭŀƴŘΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ όǳƴǘƛƭ нлмуύΣ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǊŀǘŜǎ όŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǾŜǊȅ ƭƻǿύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘŀȄŀǘƛƻƴ 

environment. While the increase has been evident across all cities and districts, the incidence of value and 

price growth has varied by region and at different times. 

Mean housing values in Rotorua District have been identified from the Corelogic residential property index, 

which offers monthly data across 125 locations. The key changes over the two decades to 2020 are 

summarised in Table 3.4, which shows mean values in both nominal (dollars of the day) and real terms (CPI-

adjusted showing values in $2020). Notable features are: 

a) In nominal terms, Rotorua prices increased by 361% (3.61 times) over the 20 years, an 

average annual rate of 7.0%.  

b) This was slower than the New Zealand average (408%, 7.7%pa) 

c) Lƴ ǊŜŀƭ ǘŜǊƳǎΣ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ нп6% increase equated to 4.9%pa. 

d) Over the same period, average household incomes in the Bay of Plenty Region increased 

by 53%, or 2.2%pa, less than half the rate of housing values. 
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e) Following the significant growth in the lead-up to the GFC in 2008, Rotorua values 

decreased, and by 2015 were around 16% lower than the GFC peak. 

f) However, since 2015 Rotorua values have increased by around 79% in real terms, and by 

19% in the last two years, more than double the national average. 

g) That said, the mean Rotorua value in 2020 is around 30% lower than the national average.  

The longer term pattern (starting in 1994) and showing all years is shown in Figure 3.4 where the Rotorua 

pattern is graphed alongside New Zealand, and also two comparator cities in Hamilton and Tauranga. While 

Rotorua values were substantially below the national and other regional trend by 2015, since then it has 

caught up to the national pattern, and over the last year has been close to the national trend. 

Table 3.4 ς Residential Property Value Trends - Rotorua District and New Zealand 2001-2020 

 

Figure 3.4 ς Rotorua and Comparator City Residential Property Values 1994-2020 

 

These patterns are addressed further in the examination of housing affordability, and consideration of the 

role of planning in the operation of land and development markets. 

Location Indicator
June 

2001

June 

2008

June 

2012

June 

2015

June 

2018

June 

2019

June 

2020

2001-20 

(%)

2001-20 

(%) pa

Last 5 Yrs 

(%)

Last 2 Yrs 

(%)

Last Year 

(%)

Nominal Value 144        287       265     273      425      472       520        361% 7.0% 90% 22% 10%

Real (CPI adj) 211        347       291     291      438      479       520        246% 4.9% 79% 19% 9%

New Zealand Nominal Value 181        402       408     518      674      687       738        408% 7.7% 42% 9% 7%

Real (CPI adj) 265        487       448     554      695      697       738        278% 5.5% 33% 6% 6%

Hamilton City Nominal Value 158        346       335     382      559      585       628        397% 7.5% 64% 12% 7%

Real (CPI adj) 232        418       368     408      576      594       628        271% 5.4% 54% 9% 6%

Tauranga City Nominal Value 211        463       431     486      700      744       794        376% 7.2% 63% 13% 7%

Real (CPI adj) 309        560       474     519      722      755       794        257% 5.1% 53% 10% 5%
Source: Corelogic all Residential Index 2021; Values in $000

Value Change since:

Rotorua District

Mean Property Value ($000)
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3.3 άbŜǿέ Dwellings ς Additions to the Estate 

It is important to understand current trends in additions to the Rotorua dwelling estate.  Construction 

activity provides several important indicators for the housing market. Dwelling consents62 issued is a key 

indicator of the scale, value and typologies of those additions, as the majority of consents issued do 

manifest as new dwellings within the following 12-24 months from issue. 63  

When residential development stakeholders were asked what sort of development they do most of in 

Rotorua, nearly 50% worked mainly on greenfield development and a third worked mainly on infill 

development. However, when all rankings were taken into account, there was little separating greenfield 

from infill activity. It is considered that this result reflects an absence of a ready supply of greenfield 

development opportunities in Rotorua in recent years, which has allowed more infill development 

opportunities to be realised. It is anticipated that this result may differ in the future if more greenfield 

development is enabled (with an associated market shift towards greenfield opportunities), although any 

changes to the District Plan that allows greater intensification might also see infill housing activity remain 

strong (or redevelopment activity increase). Ongoing monitoring of these trends will reveal any shifts. 

The number and value of consents indicates the built improvements, and it is also critical to consider the 

land component, since the total (capital) value of properties obviously includes land and dwelling. For this, 

we have estimated the land component of new dwellings, drawing on analysis of the observed relationships 

between improvement value and land value for some 23,000 new residential properties in regional cities 

and districts constructed over the 2013 to 2017 period64.  

The analysis is able to draw on the observed relationships between consent values, which account for most 

of the IV of new residential properties, and final property capital values taking also into account land values.  

The consent and LV information is used here to understand recent trends in consents, as well as expected 

future trends, to indicate the future ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ όάƴŜǿέ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ being 2020 and later) over 

the short, medium and long terms. The initial high-level approach bases projected numbers on current 

trends and dwelling mix, applied to the total indicated land supply including greenfield and infill estimates. 

Note that this provides a first approximation of new dwelling supply, because it does not include detailed 

analysis of feasibility of new dwellings on greenfield and infill land. The recent trends in consenting are 

taken as a general indicator of feasibility, recognising that in most council areas a very high proportion of 

consented builds progress to completions, and that indicates general feasibility especially when considered 

over the medium term. 

3.3.1 Dwelling Consents 2000-2020  

The scale and nature of new dwelling consents in Rotorua District since 1996 is shown in Figure 3.5. 

Following substantial consenting and building activity in the 2000-08 period at around 250 annually, the 

 
62 These relate to building consents, as distinct from resource consents. 
63 The residential consent data does not provide any visibility (detail) on the end use of the dwelling unit. It may be owned and 

occupied by a resident household, built for long term rental, built as a holiday home, or used for short term residential visitor 

accommodation. There is however lots of flexibility to switch from one use to another.  
64 This analysis of Corelogic datasets covered Hamilton City, Tauranga City, and New Plymouth, Whangarei, Western Bay of Plenty, 

Waikato, Waipa, Queenstown Lakes, Waimakariri and Selwyn districts.  
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number of consents fell dramatically in the generally depressed economic conditions following the GFC. 

The 2012-15 period saw only 80-90 consents issued annually, although the number has subsequently 

increased to 150-200 over the last 5 years since 2016.  

Figure 3.5 ς Rotorua Dwelling Consents 1996-2020 

 

Table 3.5 ς Dwelling Consent Summary Rotorua - Total 2016-2020 

 

The 2016-20 period has seen nearly 800 consents issued, with a total value of $273m in $2020 terms (Table 

3.5). Mean dwelling size is currently 168m2, with houses at 185m2, and apartments, retirement units and 

townhouses substantially smaller. Mean value per m2 is just over $2,020, in current terms. A comparison 

of the 2016 and 2020 situations (December years) is shown in Table 3.6 for basic parameters, including 

annual value of consents (up 62%), mean value (up 17% in real terms), mean floor area (down by -10%), 

and mean value per m2 (up by 30% in real terms).  

Parameter Houses
Town houses 

Flats Units
Apartments

Retirement 

Units
Dwellings

2016-2020 Period

Number of Consents 659              103             7                 29                798              

Total Value ($m) 241$            16$             0$               8$                266$            

Total Value (Real $m) 2020 248$            16$             0$               8$                273$            

Floor Area of Consents (sqm) 121,423       8,724          460             2,973           133,580       

Mean Value ($000) 361$            155$           23$             186$            328$            

Mean Real Value ($000) 373$            159$           24$             189$            338$            

Mean Floor Area (sqm) 185              87               43               61                168              

Mean Value $ per Sqm 1,966$         1,752$        380$           1,881$         1,960$         

Mean Real Value $2020 per Sqm 2,027$         1,807$        397$           1,918$         2,021$         

Source: Statistics NZ 2021



 

Page | 77 

 

Table 3.6 ς Dwelling Consent Parameters ς Key Changes in Rotorua 2016 to 2020 

 

3.3.2 Consent Size Trends 2000-2020  

The distribution of sizes (sqm) of consents is shown in Figure 3.6 for houses, and for townhouses, flats and 

units in Figure 3.7.65Importantly, the shift toward more smaller dwellings has been in detached dwellings, 

as distinct from a shift towards townhouses, terrace houses and apartments. While the average size of a 

 
65 The y axis has been kept constant between graphs to highlight the relative scale of the two dwelling groups. 

Time Period Houses

Town 

houses 

Flats Units

Apartments
Retirement 

Units
Dwellings

Residential 

Buildings

N of Consents

2016 104           13              4                 -             121          121              

2020 131           24              1                 12              168          168              

2016-2020 27             11             3-                12             47           47               

Change 2016-2020 % 26% 85% -75% 0% 39% 39%

Change 2016-2020 %pa 5.9% 16.6% -29.3% 0.0% 8.6% 8.6%
Value of Consents ($m)

2016 32$           2$              0$               -$           34$          34$              

2020 49$           6$              0$               3$              58$          58$              

2016-2020 18$           4$             0-$              3$             25$         25$             

Change 2016-2020 % 56% 229% -88% 0% 74% 74%

Change 2016-2020 %pa 11.8% 34.6% -41.7% 0.0% 14.8% 14.8%
Value of Consents (Real $m) 2020

2016 34$           2$              0$               -$           36$          36$              

2020 49$           6$              0$               3$              58$          58$              

2016-2020 16$           4$             0-$              3$             22$         22$             

Change 2016-2020 % 46% 207% -89% 0% 62% 62%

Change 2016-2020 %pa 9.9% 32.4% -42.7% 0.0% 12.9% 12.9%
Mean Value of consents ($000)

2016 304$         146$          33$             -$           278$        278$            

2020 377$         260$          15$             230$          348$        348$            

2016-2020 73$           114$         18-$            230$         70$         70$             

Change 2016-2020 % 24% 78% -54% 0% 25% 25%

Change 2016-2020 %pa 5.5% 15.5% -17.6% 0.0% 5.7% 5.7%
Mean Real Value of Consents ($000)

2016 325$         156$          35$             -$           297$        297$            

2020 377$         260$          15$             230$          348$        348$            

2016-2020 52$           104$         20-$            230$         50$         50$             

Change 2016-2020 % 16% 66% -57% 0% 17% 17%

Change 2016-2020 %pa 3.8% 13.6% -19.0% 0.0% 4.0% 4.0%
Mean Floor Area of Consents (sqm)

2016 195           90              32               -             178          178              

2020 172           123            35               112            160          160              

2016-2020 23-             34             3                112           18-           18-               

Change 2016-2020 % -12% 38% 9% 0% -10% -10%

Change 2016-2020 %pa -3.1% 8.3% 2.3% 0.0% -2.6% -2.6%
Mean Real Value $2020 sqm of Consents

2016 1,667$      1,740$       1,086$        -$           1,667$     1,667$         

2020 2,188$      2,104$       429$           2,051$       2,169$     2,169$         

2016-2020 521$         363$         658-$          2,051$      502$       502$           

Change 2016-2020 % 31% 21% -61% 0% 30% 30%

Change 2016-2020 %pa 7.0% 4.9% -20.7% 0.0% 6.8% 6.8%
Source: Statistics NZ 2021



 

Page | 78 

 

house decreased by -12%, in 2020 houses accounted for 78% of consents, down only somewhat from the 

86% share seen in 2016. 

The residential construction sector stakeholder survey also showed that development in Rotorua is heavily 

focused on delivering single level standalone dwellings on full sites, with very few respondents delivering 

duplexes and even fewer delivering terraced homes in the last two years (no respondents had delivered 

apartments in the two years prior to the survey).  

¶ This is a well-established development pattern across the Rotorua market.  

¶ The typology is driven by relatively large District Plan site size requirements, making standalone 

dwellings the only viable option for these larger sites. Larger site sizes create no space scarcity incentive 

to build multiple storeys as adequately sized dwellings can be achieved in a single level. 

¶ Second storey development is limited by the build cost increases, with a higher return relative to 

dwelling size for single-level dwellings.  

¶ Dual level development is primarily limited to more central, higher value locations that are likely to 

generate the return on the increased build cost. 

¶ Demand patterns also favour this typology due to lower cost and greater accessibility. 

The increases in housing prices have seen efforts to make new dwellings more affordable by construction 

of medium-sized and smaller dwellings. Over the last 5 years, there is evidence of more dwellings in the 

middle and smaller dwelling sizes, notably the 60-100sqm, 100-140sqm and 140-180sqm bands. That has 

seen the average consent size across all residential buildings some -10% lower by 2020 compared with 

2016. 

Figure 3.6 ς Rotorua House Dwelling Consents by Size (sqm) 2000-2020 
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Figure 3.7 ς Rotorua Unit Flat and Townhouse Dwelling Consents by Size 2000-2020 

 

Compared with the New Zealand pattern, Rotorua shows a lower share of consents in the smaller size bands 

(less than 100 m2) and in the middle size bands (100-180m2), and correspondingly higher shares in the 

larger sizes. To a considerable degree this is because a high share of Rotorua consents are still for detached 

dwellings. Within the detached dwelling typology, Rotorua has a higher than average proportion in the 

small (less than 100m2) band. 

3.3.3 Consent Value of Works Trends 2000-2020  

5ŀǘŀ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ΨǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ ǿƻǊƪǎΩ ŦǊƻƳ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ w[/Φ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ 

applicants pre-start estimated cost of works shown in the consent documentation (including professional 

building relŀǘŜŘ ŦŜŜǎΣ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴǎ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƭŀōƻǳǊύ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ƭŀƴŘΣ ƭŀǿȅŜǊΩǎ 

fees, consent fees, finance, or profit margins for developers. However, the construction cost of building 

houses is a major determinant of the final cost profile and is relevant to consideration of the potential 

feasibility of future development and final sale prices.  

There has been some minor shift toward a larger share of medium to lower value dwellings, as shown in 

Table 3.7. In 2020, some 38% of consents were valued at $300,000 or less, slightly more than the 35% of 

2016 and 25% of 2017. The latest year shows 85% of consents were at values of less than $600,000, a 

similar share to what has been seen since around 2016. The distribution of consents in each broad value 

band for each year is shown in Figure 3.8.  
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Table 3.7 ς Share of Dwelling Consents by Value of Works ($2020) ς Rotorua 2013 to 2020 

 

Figure 3.8 ς Rotorua Dwelling Consents by Value of Works Band 2013-2020 

 

The distribution of consents by dwelling type in each value band for each year is shown in Table 3.8. 

Obviously detached houses dominate, and some 60% of all consents lie within the $250,000 to $499,000 

bands (all values in constant $2020 terms). Townhouses units and flats and other smaller dwelling 

typologies show a relatively greater concentration in the lower value bands. The Rotorua District and New 

Zealand distributions by value for all consents is shown in Figure 3.9. Rotorua shows a higher incidence of 

lower value of works consents (less than $200,000), and a smaller share in the $200,000 to $400,000 band. 

 

Value Band 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

$0K - 100K 0% 3% 9% 4% 1% 2% 3% 4%

$100K - 200K 5% 11% 15% 9% 10% 28% 13% 8%

$200K - 300K 40% 14% 14% 22% 14% 16% 17% 26%

$300K - 400K 29% 29% 23% 33% 35% 12% 21% 25%

$400K - 500K 19% 17% 25% 23% 26% 20% 21% 22%

$500K - 600K 4% 14% 10% 6% 3% 10% 13% 5%

$600K - 700K 1% 7% 3% 3% 5% 5% 7% 2%

$700K - 800K 0% 0% 0% 0% 4% 6% 1% 4%

$800K - 900K 1% 1% 0% 0% 1% 1% 0% 2%

$900K - 1.0M 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2%

$1.0M - 1.1M 0% 3% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0%

$1.1M - 1.2M 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 1%

$1.2M - 1.3M 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 0%

$1.3M - 1.4M 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1.4M & Over 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Table 3.8 ς Dwelling Consents by Value of Works ($2020) ς Rotorua 2016 to 2020 

 

Consent Value 

Band
Houses

Apart 

ments

Retire 

ment Units

Townhouse 

Unit Flat

Total 

Dwellings
Houses

Apart 

ments

Retire 

ment 

Units

Townhouse 

Unit Flat

Total 

Dwellings

Under $50K -           -          -            -             -           0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$50-99K 10             4              -            17               31            1% 0% 0% 2% 4%

$100-149K 28             2              11             15               56            3% 0% 1% 2% 6%

$150-199K 48             -          -            15               63            6% 0% 0% 2% 7%

$200-249K 36             -          -            23               59            4% 0% 0% 3% 7%

$250-299K 77             -          12             11               100          9% 0% 1% 1% 12%

$300-349K 89             -          12             -             101          10% 0% 1% 0% 12%

$350-399K 108          -          -            -             108          12% 0% 0% 0% 12%

$400-449K 103          -          -            -             103          12% 0% 0% 0% 12%

$450-499K 82             -          5                5                 92            9% 0% 1% 1% 11%

$500-549K 54             -          -            -             54            6% 0% 0% 0% 6%

$550-599K 16             -          -            1                 17            2% 0% 0% 0% 2%

$600-649K 23             -          -            3                 26            3% 0% 0% 0% 3%

$650-699K 12             -          -            2                 14            1% 0% 0% 0% 2%

$700-749K 19             -          -            -             19            2% 0% 0% 0% 2%

$750-799K 5               -          -            -             5               1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$800-849K 2               -          -            -             2               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$850-899K 4               -          -            -             4               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$900-949K -           -          -            -             -           0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$950-999K 3               -          -            -             3               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1000-1049K -           -          -            -             -           0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1050-1099K 2               -          -            -             2               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1100-1149K 1               -          -            -             1               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1150-1199K 1               -          -            -             1               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1200-1249K 1               -          -            -             1               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1250-1299K 2               -          -            -             2               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1300-1349K -           -          -            -             -           0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1350-1399K -           -          -            -             -           0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1400-1449K 2               -          -            -             2               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1450-1499K -           -          -            -             -           0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1500K+ -           -          -            -             -           0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

TOTAL 728          6              40             92               866          84% 1% 5% 11% 100%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021; Statistics NZ 2021
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Figure 3.9 ς Rotorua Dwelling Consents by Value vs New Zealand 2013-2020 

 

Residential land and dwelling developers in Rotorua were asked if pre-fabricated housing could (or should) 

play a greater role in Rotorua, as it is a means to lower construction costs. Generally, the response was no, 

with responses siting a perceived lack of quality with pre-fabricated housing (and a desire for Rotorua to 

have more quality homes). Interestingly, consultants working in the residential development sector in 

Rotorua overwhelmingly thought that pre-fabricated housing could have a greater role, although noted 

some conditions that may reduce its effectiveness in the district including a lack of flat land and ground 

issues (which would not be solved by pre-fabrication). 

3.3.4 Total New Dwelling Value   

However, the consent data shows only the estimated value of the dwellings to be built. It does not show 

the value of other built improvements to the land, nor does it show the value of the land itself.  The 

distribution of the total values of new dwellings including land is shown in Table 3.9 and it shows a wide 

range of values for new dwellings entering the Rotorua property estate66. The estimates draw from an 

analysis of detailed data on some 27,800 new dwellings across Tier 1 and Tier 2 territorial authorities, to 

identify LV as a share of total CV for dwellings in each (capital) value band, and for each dwelling type. For 

Rotorua, the LV to CV relationship evident in regional cities and districts has been applied. In contrast, in 

Auckland and Christchurch (large metropolitan markets), the LV component is a generally higher share of 

CV than is the case in the other cities.   

 
66 Note that the estimates in Table 3.9 show the same number of dwellings built as consents issued. Not all of the new dwelling 

consents which are issued end up as new dwellings constructed (there is some attrition). However, it is useful for the purposes of 

this analysis to asǎǳƳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ŀǊŜ ΨōǳƛƭǘΩ ǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ŀƴŘ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ƛǎ ŀǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΣ 

and not further complicated by making allowances for that attrition.  
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Table 3.9 ςNew Dwellings by Estimated Total Value Band ς Rotorua 2016 to 2020 

 

The distribution of consent values and total residential property values is shown in Figure 3.10 for all 

dwellings, and in Figure 3.11 for houses only. For new houses in most value bands, land accounts for 38-

42% of total CV. For apartments and townhouses, the LV component is smaller, in the range of 28-33% 

reflecting the greater dwelling to land ratios efficiencies possible - however making use of this ratio 

efficiency is only justified by relatively higher land values. 

In the graphs, the difference between the lines showing value of consents and total property value reflects 

the land component of new dwellings. It is noted that the LV share for new dwellings is in most instances 

substantially less than for the established dwelling estate. This reflects the fact that new builds are generally 

to a greater level of intensity (i.e., less land area per dwelling) than the urban average67.   

 

 

 
67 This is one key reason why the Price Cost Ratio (PCR) methodology is not well suited for any assessment of urban economies and 

housing land markets (see Section 10.6.1). 

Value Band Houses
Apart 

ments

Retire 

ment Units

Townhouse 

Unit Flat

Total 

Dwellings
Houses

Apart 

ments

Retire 

ment Units

Townhouse 

Unit Flat

Total 

Dwellings

Under $50K -           1              -            6                 7               0% 0% 0% 1% 1%

$50-99K -           1              -            6                 7               0% 0% 0% 1% 1%

$100-149K 2               1              2                7                 12            0% 0% 0% 1% 1%

$150-199K 9               1              2                10               22            1% 0% 0% 1% 2%

$200-249K 9               1              2                14               26            1% 0% 0% 1% 3%

$250-299K 20             -          2                11               33            2% 0% 0% 1% 3%

$300-349K 26             -          5                10               41            3% 0% 0% 1% 4%

$350-399K 45             -          7                10               62            4% 0% 1% 1% 6%

$400-449K 61             -          7                7                 75            6% 0% 1% 1% 7%

$450-499K 61             -          7                2                 70            6% 0% 1% 0% 7%

$500-549K 77             -          7                2                 86            8% 0% 1% 0% 9%

$550-599K 68             -          3                1                 72            7% 0% 0% 0% 7%

$600-649K 72             -          1                1                 74            7% 0% 0% 0% 7%

$650-699K 69             -          1                1                 71            7% 0% 0% 0% 7%

$700-749K 69             -          1                1                 71            7% 0% 0% 0% 7%

$750-799K 54             -          1                2                 57            5% 0% 0% 0% 6%

$800-849K 54             -          -            1                 55            5% 0% 0% 0% 5%

$850-899K 35             -          -            1                 36            3% 0% 0% 0% 4%

$900-949K 22             -          -            1                 23            2% 0% 0% 0% 2%

$950-999K 22             -          -            1                 23            2% 0% 0% 0% 2%

$1000-1049K 13             -          -            -             13            1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$1050-1099K 13             -          -            -             13            1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$1100-1149K 12             -          -            -             12            1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$1150-1199K 6               -          -            -             6               1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$1200-1249K 7               -          -            -             7               1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$1250-1299K 5               -          -            -             5               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1300-1349K 5               -          -            -             5               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1350-1399K 3               -          -            -             3               0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

$1400-1449K 6               -          -            -             6               1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$1450-1499K 6               -          -            -             6               1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

$1500K+ 8               -          -            -             8               1% 0% 0% 0% 1%

TOTAL 859          5              48             95               1,007       85% 0% 5% 9% 100%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
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Figure 3.10 ς All New Dwellings Consent Value and Final Property Value : Rotorua 2016 ς 2020 

 

Figure 3.11 ς New House Consent Value and Final Property Value : Rotorua 2016 ς 2020 

 

3.4 Future Dwelling Estate 

wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ƛǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŜǎǘŀǘŜΣ ŀƴŘ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ 

additional dwellings required to accommodate additional households in the district. In accordance with the 

NPS-UD provisions, allowance is made for one additional dwelling for every additional household. 
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This approach68 takes account of ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŜǎǘŀǘŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ άƴŜǿέ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ, to provide 

estimates of the future estate by dwelling types and value bands. This is important for assessing future 

housing affordability.  

3.4.1 Property Value Trends 

A key requirement is to understand likely changes in the property values of both the existing and new 

estates, over the NPS-UD time periods.  The long run evidence in New Zealand, covering periods of 

economic boom and bust, population growth and decline, and periods of relative housing under and over 

supply, points to LV generally increasing at a faster rate than the IV (the value of everything else 

permanently built on or attached to the land) of individual sites.  

Land value increase is generally driven mainly by growth in market size as cities expand, a key reason why 

mean land values in larger cities are substantially higher than smaller cities and towns. Other influences 

include the rate of growth, with faster economies generally showing more rapid increase in land values 

than slower growing economies, and the available land and housing supply relative to demand. Final 

consumer demand is predominantly for residential properties including land and improvements 

(dwellings), which means that constraints on supply of housing in an area may be expected to affect the 

value of the land component as well as the improvements. As well as localised influences, several 

exogenous influences are important, including ƘƻƳŜ ƭƻŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǊŀǘŜǎΣ ƭƻŀƴ ǘƻ ǾŀƭǳŜ Ǌŀǘƛƻǎ όά[±wǎέύ ŀƴŘ 

the availability of finance for house purchases, which commonly have effect at the national level and local 

level, including by setting expectations about future prices.  

To reflect actual changes, the analysis draws on observed trends in property values over the last two 

decades in Tier 1 urban environments across New Zealand. 69 Corelogic datasets have been analysed to 

show the relative shifts in land values and improvement values over time70. This analysis has identified that 

LV in Tier 1 economies changes at a different rate from IV, in almost every city. LV typically grows faster 

because the value of land is generally driven by growth in the size of an urban economy, though also drop 

faster than IV in periods of economic downturn.  

The value of improvements on the land ς mainly a dwelling ς typically shows a different pattern of change, 

increasing at a slower rate than LV, and often remaining static or decreasing in real terms, as built 

improvements depreciate. This slower growth reflects that built structures age and depreciate, with their 

technology becoming increasingly outdated over time. This ongoing depreciation is also offset by additions 

and alterations, renovation and maintenance, and the inherent use value of existing structures. 

This means that in urban economies, while LV has generally shown positive growth, the IV component of 

property value has also shown positive growth but grows more slowly and may decline in real (inflation-

adjusted) terms. Whether the rate of increase is fast or slow or negative is less important than the overall 

differential whereby the rate of change in LV is greater than IV, leading to impetus for eventual 

ǊŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŀ ΨƘƛƎƘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ǳǎŜΩΣ ǘȅǇƛŎŀƭƭȅ more intensive (higher total value per site, not 

 
68 ME Housing Supply Model 2021 
69 Auckland, Hamilton, Tauranga, Wellington and Christchurch. 
70 A consistent, no-change dataset of 5,000 urban properties has been used to examine the effects of land value and improvement 

value change where there has not been any significant change to the dwelling (including replacement). That vis to remove the 

effect on improvement values of replacement dwellings or major upgrades which could distort the pattern. 
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necessarily more expensive per dwelling) reflecting the current economy (as opposed to the economy at 

the time of the original development). 

The overall pattern for Tier 1 cities is shown in Figure 3.12, where land values rose substantially ahead of 

improvement values in the 2001-2007 period, then declined 2008-2011 (affected by the GFC-related 

downturn in economic conditions), then remained ahead of improvement values through the 2012-2018 

period.  

Similar patterns are evident in the cities closest to Rotorua district, for Tauranga City (Figure 3.13) and 

Hamilton City (Figure 3.14) across the last two decades.  

Figure 3.12 ς Tier 1 Residential Property ς Land and Improvement Value Trends (Real) 2000-2018 

  

Figure 3.13 ς Residential Land and Improvement Value Trends (Real) Tauranga City 2000-2018 
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Figure 3.14 ς Residential Land and Improvement Value Trends (Real) Hamilton City 2000-2018 

 

These patterns are evident throughout New Zealand. Figure 3.15 shows the recent pattern across all TLAs71, 

over the 2016-2020 period. The key feature of the graph is that for most TLAs, the annual change in average 

LV per residential property has stayed ahead of the shifts in IV per property. In this instance, while detail 

for all TLAs is available, the relatively short (4-year) time period and the fact that the 2020 includes 

properties added since 2016 means that the big picture pattern ς LV generally increases faster than IV - is 

ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊΦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǎƘƻǿƴ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŘ ŎƛǊŎƭŜΦ This evidence base has been drawn on for 

the assessment of property values in Rotorua district (as a Tier 2 urban environment), over the 2020-2050 

period for the NPS-UD. 

 
71 Territorial Local Authorities. 



 

Page | 88 

 

Figure 3.15 ς Residential Land and Improvement Value Trends (Real) by TLA 2016-2020 
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3.4.2 Current Estate : Values 2020-2050 

The distribution of property values in the existing estate has been identified for the 2020 base year from 

the Corelogic property counts and estimated for future years allowing for expected trends in LV and IV over 

the short, medium and long term. This is on the basis that one household equates with one dwelling, as 

required by the NPS-UD, such that projected future dwellings equate with projected future households. 

The estimates of future value take account of expected changes in land and improvement values over time, 

which is expressed as annual % changes in LV and IV, assuming a constant (compounding) rate over time.  

This draws on analysis of past trends, as well as future expectations, and it also allows for patterns of change 

to be slower or faster than the Base Case (to differentiate from medium or high growth rates in the Rotorua 

District population). The projected changes for the Base Case, High and Low change futures are shown in 

Table 3.10.   Note that for clarity the text, tables and graphs focus on the Base Case, and cover this for 

medium growth future. 

The Base Case future allows for annual change of +2.9% in land values, and 0.7% in improvement values 

(both in real inflation adjusted terms).  This is consistent with the broader pattern where land values have 

growth at around 3-4 times the rate of improvement values in real terms. 

Table 3.10 ς Projected Real Changes in Property Values (%pa) 2020-2050 

   

The indicated shifts in property values in the existing dwelling estate (under the Base Case) are summarised 

in Table 3.11. This shows the number of dwellings in each value band (in real $2020 terms) currently, and 

in the short, medium and long terms. The ongoing increases in LV, together with the more modest changes 

in IV for the current dwelling estate, would see important shifts in the medium and long terms. That is to 

be expected, given the outlook for land values to continue to grow. 

Currently (2020) most of the dwelling estate is in values of less than $400,000 (52%) and in the $400-

600,000 range (28%). Another 12% of dwellings are in the $600-800,000 band, with around 8% valued at 

$800,000 or higher. 

There would be limited change to 2023, when around 75% of the total district estate would be in value 

bands of $600,000 or less, and only 11% in bands of $800,000 or more. 

There would be more substantial change in the medium term, although by 2030 at the projected rates of 

change some 68% of dwellings (19,900) would remain in the $600,000 or less value band, with the $800,000 

and over band by then accounting for 14% of the total district estate (some 4,300 dwellings). However, in 

the long term dwelling numbers in the $600,000 and under bands would account for only 41% of the total 

district estate (11,740 dwellings) and some 35% (10,400 dwellings) would be in the $800,000 and over 

bands.  

Indicator Base Case
National 

Outlook
High Low

LV Trend 2.9% 3.1% 3.2% 2.6%

IV Trend 0.7% 0.8% 0.8% 0.7%

Construction Cost Trend 0.9% 0.9% 1.0% 0.8%

Household Income Trend 1.8% 1.5% 2.0% 1.6%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
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The table shows changes in the value patterns of only the existing dwelling estate, at the assumed rates of 

property price escalation. Importantly, the projections allow for some continued increase in the value of 

the already built dwellings, when longer term the built estate is subject to depreciation and a growing 

ΩǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ƎŀǇΩΦ  

When applied over the medium and long term, the compounding rates of change would generate 

substantial price increases in real terms (though without allowance at this point for parallel increases in 

household incomes). Importantly, they are a representation of the recent past projected into the future, 

to indicate the potential extent of change in housing prices. They are not a forecast of price changes. They 

are intended to represent the effects of long term changes in the property market as LVs continued to 

increase, and IVs increased but more slowly. A faster rate of change in market conditions for both land 

values and improvement values would see somewhat greater shifts in the medium term, though it is again 

only in the long term that the existing dwelling estate would show substantially different value patterns 

from the current. A slower rate of change, including a future where improvement values showed a drop in 

real terms, would see quite limited changes in the value patterns for the existing estate.  

 Table 3.11 ς Total Current Estate by Value Band ς2020 to 2050 (Base Case) 

  

LV Trend 2.9% IV Trend 0.7% (all %pa)

2020 2023 2030 2050 2020-23 2020-30 2020-50

$0-99 330         330        310        210         -         20-            120-         

$100-199 1,490      1,510     890        160         20           600-          1,330-      

$200-299 5,980      4,300     3,220     840         1,680-     2,760-      5,140-      

$300-399 7,340      7,170     7,000     1,860     170-        340-          5,480-      

$400-499 4,680      5,360     4,900     4,540     680        220          140-         

$500-599 3,360      3,060     3,580     4,130     300-        220          770         

$600-699 2,110      2,540     2,600     3,400     430        490          1,290      

$700-799 1,260      1,380     2,230     3,500     120        970          2,240      

$800-899 810         1,090     1,230     2,170     280        420          1,360      

$900-999 460         730        840        1,680     270        380          1,220      

$1000-1099 320         420        680        1,330     100        360          1,010      

$1100-1199 230         240        340        1,060     10           110          830         

$1200-1299 160         180        210        830         20           50            670         

$1300-1399 130         170        240        840         40           110          710         

$1400-1499 110         110        120        330         -         10            220         

$1500-1599 70            90           130        560         20           60            490         

$1600-1699 30            100        130        260         70           100          230         

$1700-1799 30            60           70           120         30           40            90            

$1800-1899 30            30           80           180         -         50            150         

$1900-1999 20            30           50           110         10           30            90            

$2000-2199 10            20           40           220         10           30            210         

$2200-2399 20            20           30           40           -         10            20            

$2400+ 40            60           100        650         20           60            610         

Total 29,000    29,000   29,000   29,000   -         -           -          

Under $400K 52% 46% 39% 11%

$400-599K 28% 29% 29% 30%

$600-799K 12% 14% 17% 24%

$800-999K 4% 6% 7% 13%

$1000-1499K 3% 4% 5% 15%

Over $1500K 1% 1% 2% 7%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Includes LifestyleAll Growth FuturesRotorua District

Value Band ($000, $2020)
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The Base Case outlook is shown in Figure 3.16 with the current distribution indicated by the black line, and 

then the bars for the short, medium and long terms showing the relatively gradual shift in property values 

over time. 

The pattern is important in regard to housing affordability. In the medium growth future, the existing estate 

will account for around 93-94% of total dwellings in 2023, and 85-87% in 2030 (assuming limited 

replacement of existing dwellings). Even in the long term, the 28,900 or so dwellings which are currently 

there will still represent 70-78% of the total housing stock (assuming 10-15% will have been replaced by 

then), with new dwellings yet to be built accounting for around 22% of the total. 

Figure 3.16 ς Properties by Value 2020-2050 ς Existing Estate (Base Case) 

 

3.4.3 άbŜǿέ 9ǎǘŀǘŜ ±ŀƭǳŜǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƛƳŜ 

The balance of the Rotorua residential estate will be dwellings which are yet to be built, to be constructed 

in response to growth in demand for housing primarily from growth in the resident population. There will 

also be some demand from outside the district for holiday dwellings or short term visitor accommodation.  

This analysis focuses on demand from the resident population. Understanding that new estate is again 

important in relation to future affordability, as construction cost trends, LV trends, and IV trends will 

influence the prices of dwellings in the future and the quantity, rate, and location of new builds. We note 

that the projected growth in households is based on the Infometrics projections as to the net increases 

over each period and does not allow for any catch-up to accommodate latent demand in additional 

dwellings72. 

 
72 The projections are based on established relationships between persons, households of each type, income and dwellings as at Census 2018.  This 

allows the future projections to reflect the underlying demographics. The latent demand is a single estimate of a number of households, 

undifferentiated according to type or housing requirements.  
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Most residential construction sector stakeholders surveyed reported that households purchasing their 

subsequent or second dwelling form their key market (for new dwellings) rather than first home buyers. 

These households generally have higher existing equity within their initial dwelling, meaning they can afford 

to pay higher prices for new dwellings. 

As noted above, the mix of dwelling values and types for the new estate is based initially on the observed 

ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ƴŜǿ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ Ǉŀǎǘ с ȅŜŀǊǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƭƭƻǿŀƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ŎƻƳǇƻƴent 

according to Corelogic datasets.  

It is noted that a common approach for the NPS- UDC, and other studies including more recently for the 

NPS-UD, has been to examine new dwelling price trends for land and construction costs, and project those 

forward across the total new estate to estimate future values in the short, medium and long term futures. 

Some studies have indicated substantial increases in future new dwelling prices. That approach has tended 

to over-state the future values of housing, and accordingly over-state the negative impacts on housing 

affordability - in some instances quite substantially. 

Lǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ƴŜǿ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜƭȅ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƛƳŜΣ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ 

ƳŀǊƪŜǘΦ ¢ƘŜ έƴŜǿέ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ǘŜǊm (2030) will not be dwellings all constructed in 2030 at 2030 

prices73. Rather it will be dwellings which were new in 2021 built at 2021 prices (and by 2030 some 9 years 

old), plus some new in 2022 and built at 2022 prices (and 8 years old) and so on. Hence, the M.E model 

allows for the future additions to be progressively built over the period, and with their values in 2030 and 

2050 reflecting the initial cost when built and the age of the dwelling itself, together with the underlying 

growth in land values expected over the period. 

The estimated values of the new dwelling estate are shown in Table 3.12.74 In the short term, the expected 

additional 1,700 dwellings would be mostly (64%) in the under $800,000 value bands, though with 

substantial shares in the higher value brackets ς consistent with dwelling consent trends.   

 
73 It is noted that one approach for the NPS-UDC and other studies has been to apply new dwelling price trends for land and 

construction costs, and simply compound those forward across the total new estate to estimate future values in the short, 

medium and long term futures. Some studies have indicated substantial increases in future new dwelling prices because they in 

effect assume that all new dwellings are built in the final year of the planning horizon, at final year prices. 
74 Refer to the supporting Technical Report for the equivalent analysis for the high growth future. 
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Table 3.12 ς New Estate by Value Band ς Rotorua 2020 to 2050 Medium Growth 

 

In the medium term, there would be an additional 2,600 dwellings for 4,300 in total, with their value 

distribution reflecting the combined effects of new dwellings being built at prevailing prices in the year of 

construction, plus the ageing of new dwellings once built and the value of those improvements changing 

in line with the overall trend (around 0.7%pa), while the land value component of the new estate would 

change also at the district average (2.9%pa). In the medium term, around 53% of dwellings added since 

2020 would be under the $800,000 mark, and 24% (around 1,000) over the $1m mark. 

In the long term, the additional 7,800 dwellings would be weighted toward the middle and higher value 

bands, with only around 32% in the under $800,000 bands.   

The Base Case outlook is shown in Figure 3.17. The contrast with the current dwelling estate is very clear, 

with new properties showing a broader distribution initially and over time, and higher proportions in the 

higher value bands. 

Rotorua District
LV Trend &IV 2.9% 0.7%

2020-23 2020-30 2020-50

$0-99 10                    30              10                

$100-199 60                    60              100              

$200-299 60                    170            200              

$300-399 120                 240            190              

$400-499 190                 320            300              

$500-599 240                 550            460              

$600-699 220                 470            500              

$700-799 180                 440            780              

$800-899 210                 540            590              

$900-999 160                 410            760              

$1000-1099 60                    320            740              

$1100-1199 50                    200            550              

$1200-1299 40                    110            520              

$1300-1399 40                    80              620              

$1400-1499 40                    100            360              

$1500-1599 30                    80              200              

$1600-1699 10                    70              170              

$1700-1799 -                  70              90                

$1800-1899 -                  10              130              

$1900-1999 -                  -             110              

$2000-2199 -                  -             130              

$2200-2399 -                  -             130              

$2400+ -                  -             140              

Total 1,700              4,300         7,800           

Under $400K 15% 12% 6%

$400-599K 25% 20% 10%

$600-799K 24% 21% 16%

$800-999K 22% 22% 17%

$1000-1499K 14% 19% 36%

Over $1500K 2% 5% 14%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Medium Projection Growth Future

Value Band 

($000)($2020)
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Figure 3.17 ς Properties by Value 2020-2050 ς New Estate Medium Growth (Base Case) 

 

3.4.4 Total Future Dwelling Estate  

The total future district dwelling estate will be the existing estate, plus the new estate. The overall pattern 

for the medium growth future (Base Case) is shown in Table 3.13. The value structure is dominated in the 

short and medium term by the existing estate, and the assumed moderate rate of value change among 

those properties. 

In the medium growth future (Base Case) there would be limited change to 2023, by which time around 

73% of the total future estate would be in value bands of $600,000 or less, with 14% in the $600-800,000 

band, and around 12% in bands of $800,000 or more. Only 5% of all dwellings would be valued at $1m or 

higher. 

There would be more substantial change in the medium term. By 2030 at the projected rates of change 

together with ageing of the estate and additions from new dwellings would see some 64% of dwellings in 

the $600,000 or less value band, another 17% in the $600-800,000 band, with 19% in the $800,000 and 

over band. Around 10% would be in the $1m or more bands. 

In the long term the number of dwellings in the lower to middle value bands would still account for 58% of 

the total estate, including 36% in the $600,000 and under bands and 22% in the $600-800,000 bands. By 

that stage in the medium growth future, dwellings over $800,000 would account for 43% of the total 

(compared with 8% currently), and there would be around 29% of dwellings at $1m or more.  

While the long term numbers show substantial change, it is very important to recognise that the changes 

would occur progressively over 30 years. The largest effect would be the expected long term increase in 

land values, which is driven largely by growth in the economy and economic conditions, and applies to all 

sites, irrespective of the age and size of the dwelling and other built improvements, though the amount of 
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uplift for any given site will be a function of demand, and the amenities (e.g., slope, views, proximity to 

desirable facilities and features, etc). Over the long term, allowance is made for LV to more than double in 

real terms, accounting for well over three-quarters of the total value increase across the Rotorua property 

estate.  

It is also important to recognise that household incomes will also rise into the long term, with future 

affordability mainly relating to both prices and incomes. The pattern in the past 20 years has been for 

incomes to rise more slowly than dwelling prices. This matter is addressed further in Section 11. 

Table 3.13 ς Total Future Estate by Value Band ς Rotorua 2020 to 2050 Medium Growth  

  

A faster rate of change in market conditions for both land values and improvement values would see 

somewhat greater shifts in the medium term, though it is again only in the long term that the existing 

dwelling estate would show substantially different value patterns from the current. A slower rate of change, 

including a future where improvement values showed a drop in real terms, would see quite limited changes 

in the value patterns for the existing estate. 

LV Trend 2.9% IV Trend 0.7% Construction 0.9% (all %pa)

2020 2023 2030 2050 2020-232020-30 2020-50

$0-99 330                 350            330              220        20               -       110-       

$100-199 1,480              1,560         950              260        80               530-      1,220-   

$200-299 5,980              4,350         3,390           1,050     1,630-         2,590-   4,930-   

$300-399 7,340              7,290         7,240           2,050     50-               100-      5,290-   

$400-499 4,680              5,550         5,220           4,830     870            540      150       

$500-599 3,360              3,310         4,130           4,590     50-               770      1,230   

$600-699 2,110              2,770         3,060           3,890     660            950      1,780   

$700-799 1,260              1,560         2,680           4,280     300            1,420   3,020   

$800-899 810                 1,300         1,780           2,750     490            970      1,940   

$900-999 460                 890            1,250           2,450     430            790      1,990   

$1000-1099 320                 480            1,000           2,080     160            680      1,760   

$1100-1199 230                 290            550              1,620     60               320      1,390   

$1200-1299 160                 220            310              1,350     60               150      1,190   

$1300-1399 130                 220            310              1,460     90               180      1,330   

$1400-1499 110                 150            230              690        40               120      580       

$1500-1599 70                    120            210              750        50               140      680       

$1600-1699 30                    110            200              430        80               170      400       

$1700-1799 30                    60              140              210        30               110      180       

$1800-1899 30                    30              90                320        -             60        290       

$1900-1999 20                    30              50                220        10               30        200       

$2000-2199 10                    20              40                350        10               30        340       

$2200-2399 20                    20              30                160        -             10        140       

$2400+ 40                    60              100              790        20               60        750       

Total 29,000            30,700      33,300        36,800  1,700         4,300   7,800   

Under $400K 52% 44% 36% 10%

$400-599K 28% 29% 28% 26%

$600-799K 12% 14% 17% 22%

$800-999K 4% 7% 9% 14%

$1000-1499K 3% 4% 7% 20%

Over $1500K 1% 1% 3% 9%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Includes LifestyleMedium Projection Growth Future

Value Band 

($000)($2020)

Rotorua District
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The Base Case outlook for the total estate for the medium growth future is shown in Figure 3.18. The 

structure shows the strong influence of the existing estate into the medium term, with the real growth in 

values most evident over the long term.  

Figure 3.18 ς Properties by Value 2020-2050 ς Total Future Estate Medium Growth (Base Case) 
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4 Current Housing Affordability 
This section examines current housing affordability in the district, taking account of overall 

demand for housing from key segments in the community. The assessment also considers 

the affordability of rental housing. The estimates of future affordability are set out in Part 

2, as they need to draw on the assessment of feasible capacity and sufficiency of capacity 

and take into account possible trends in conditions in the wider economy, all of which will 

ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎΩ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ƻǿƴŜǊǎΦ  

For a brief discussion on understanding housing affordability generally and in the context of this HBA, refer 

to the supporting Technical Report. 

4.1 Housing Affordability 2020 

The focus of the housing affordability assessment is on non-owner households, on the basis that those 

households which already own a dwelling are reasonably well placed to afford ownership ς particularly 

given the uplift value uplift evident in the last 12-18 months and more which has accrued to existing 

owners. 

In Rotorua there are an estimated 10,750 non-owner households, who are predominantly renting in the 

private market (Table 4.1). YņƛƴƎŀ Ora data indicates there are 770 households renting from this state 

provider, representing around 7% of the total rental sector. 

Table 4.1 ς Overall Dwelling Tenure by Household Income Rotorua District 2020 

 

4.1.1 Ownership Affordability 2020 

For this assessment, affordability has been estimated in terms of ownership affordability, for first home 

purchasers. Affordability is calculated for a first home purchaser with a 20% deposit, who will seek to 

finance a dwelling over a 30-year term, at a mortgage interest rate of 5% per annum. This assumed rate is 

<$20,000 1,100           1,620        2,720           40% 60%

$20-30,000 1,600           1,330        2,930           55% 45%

$30-40,000 1,450           1,050        2,500           58% 42%

$40-50,000 1,450           1,050        2,500           58% 42%

$50-70,000 2,650           1,910        4,560           58% 42%

$70-100,000 3,370           1,860        5,230           64% 36%

$100-120,000 2,170           740            2,910           75% 25%

$120-150,000 1,820           600            2,420           75% 25%

$150,000+ 2,700           550            3,250           83% 17%

Total 18,300        10,700      29,000         63% 37%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Owner 

House 

holds %

Non-Owner 

House holds 

%

Income 

Band

Owner 

House holds

Non-Owner 

House 

holds

Total
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higher than current mortgage rates, however affordability is assessed over the whole mortgage term, and 

it is likely that interest rates will be higher in the future. 

It is important to recognise that the first home buyer perspective does not represent the whole housing 

market. Households which already own a dwelling are generally much better placed than a first home buyer 

to purchase a second or subsequent dwelling, as they typically have reasonable equity in their existing 

dwelling, and the initial step into ownership is typically substantially greater than subsequent steps through 

the market to purchase a more valuable dwelling(s). 

To illustrate this, the 20th percentile dwelling value in Rotorua is around $250,000, which means a first 

home buyer would need a mortgage of around $200,000 to purchase such a dwelling, assuming a 20% 

deposit. The 40th percentile dwelling is around $350,000. This means an existing owner seeking to move up 

from the 20th to the 40th percentile value band could do so with an increase in an existing mortgage by of 

around $100,000. That lift in indebtedness for the existing owner is about half that required for the step 

from non-owner to owner. Moreover, the recent lifts in housing prices have accrued as increases in equity 

to existing owners, placing them in a generally better position for an upward move in the housing market.  

This is an important consideration, because around 63% of Rotorua households own a dwelling, and for the 

most part their equity position will have improved over the last 24 months ς according to Corelogic data, 

the median value increased by around $106,000 between 2018 and 2020, and by $258,000 between 2015 

and 2020. In the future, the value of increases in housing prices will also accrue predominantly to existing 

owners. With housing loans predominantly structured to see 3-4% of principal repaid annually, their 

combined effects will enhance affordability for existing owners in the future, making movement to higher 

value dwellings more feasible. Although the value of existing built improvements may increase relatively 

slowly or decline in real terms, the key driver of property value increase remains the relatively steady real 

increase in land values. 

Accordingly, the appropriate focus of current affordability in the Rotorua market is based on what first 

home buyers in each income band would be able to afford, based on the loan parameters above, applied 

to the distribution of dwelling values in the district. Both are assessed here in current $2020 terms. This 

approach allows for closer examination of the market and offers a more nuanced view of affordability than 

do the gross indicators such as median income level compared with median dwelling price (the median 

multiple approach). Since median incomes include all households whether owners or non-owners, and 

median dwelling price represents only the mid-point of the market, the median-multiple approach can 

disguise the affordability of lower value dwellings to non-owner households in the middle and lower income 

bands. Moreover, that approach is of little use in understanding affordability for owner households who 

have substantial equity in their dwellings, for whom the relationship between dwelling price and income is 

of little relevance. The median multiple is potentially useful for some comparison at the urban area level, 

or for tracking over time, but assists little in understanding finer-grained household level affordability. The 

key indicator ς for both owner and non-owner households ς is the debt to income ratio, not the dwelling 

price to income ratio. 

Key parameters of the current affordability situation in the Rotorua market are set out in Table 4.2. This 

table shows: 

i. The household income band in $2020 terms, and the number of households in each band (detail 

on the household types is in Table 4.1 above); 
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ii. The dwelling value percentile which would be affordable for a household on this income band. For 

example, at the current price structure for housing, households earning $20-30,000 would be able 

to afford a dwelling up to the 4th percentile (the lowest 4% of dwellings by value) or in the order of 

$200,000. 

iii. ¢ƘŜ ŦƻǳǊǘƘ ŎƻƭǳƳƴ όΨNo. of Dwellings Can AffordΩύ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ 

in this income band could potentially afford. This includes the dwellings in this percentile band plus 

all lower value bands. For the household earning $20-30,000 there are around 1,800 dwellings in 

value bands which are potentially affordable. 

iv. The final column (Ψ{ƘŀǊŜ ҈ ƻŦ 5ǿellinƎǎ wŜǉǳƛǊŜŘΩ) shows the share of dwellings in this value band 

which would be required to enable all households in this income band to become owners. This is a 

very simple calculation, where non-owner households are shown as a percentage of the dwellings 

they could afford. For the 1,740 households in the $20-30,000 income band, there are at most 

1,800 dwellings which they could afford. In other words, even if all 1,800 dwellings in that band 

came on to the market, that would be just enough dwellings to enable all 1,740 households to 

become owners (even if they wanted to). 

v. However, non-owner households in the $40-50,000 income band would be able to afford dwellings 

up to the 40th percentile (around $350,000) and there are some 11,670 such dwellings. In broad 

terms, if all of those non-owner households opted to become owners, then their demand would 

represent some 9% of total dwelling supply up to that value band. Obviously, the ownership options 

are wider for households in the higher income bands. 

Table 4.2 ς Dwelling Affordability Parameters Rotorua District 2020 

  

The situation for 2020 is set out graphically in Figure 4.1. The top graph shows the number of households 

in each income band (bars) and the dwelling value percentile which those households can afford. The 

bottom graph shows the numbers of households, and the dwelling value band ($000).  

Household Income
Non-Owner 

Households

Dwelling 

Percentile 

Value 

Affordable (%)

Dwelling 

Value 

Affordable 

($000)

No. of 

Dwellings 

Can be 

Afforded

Share % of 

Dwellings 

Required

<$20,000(1) 1,574              2% 150$            570             100+%

$20-30,000 1,740              6% 200$            1,800         97%

$30-40,000 1,091              14% 250$            4,180         26%

$40-50,000 1,078              40% 350$            11,670       9%

$50-70,000 1,795              61% 450$            17,600       10%

$70-100,000 1,721              80% 600$            23,030       7%

$100-120,000 720                 91% 800$            26,380       3%

$120-150,000 515                 95% 950$            27,450       2%

$150,000+ 546                 98% 1,200$         28,180       2%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021 (1) includes 729 Kainga Ora client households

2020
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Figure 4.1 ς Housing Affordability by Percentile and Value Band Rotorua District 2020 

 

4.1.2 Rental Affordability 2020 

The NPS-UD requires detail on rental patterns and rental affordability. This assessment draws on 

information from MBIE (2021) on rental levels by council area. It is noted that the MBIE data is based on 

tenancy numbers and bond information, and shorter term rentals (less than 90 days) are not covered. The 

total number of rental tenancies will therefore be greater than the MBIE totals. Nevertheless, the MBIE 

data provides reasonably robust information on long term tenancies, relevant to the usually resident 

population of Rotorua. All values are in dollars of the day (i.e., not inflation adjusted). 
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Table 4.3 shows the mean dwelling rental levels for Rotorua across the last two decades. Over the long 

term, rental prices increased steadily, at 5%pa overall. The average annual growth was slower than the 

increases in dwelling values (7%), especially in the last 5-6 years (rental +9%pa, dwellings +14%pa). Average 

rentals by 2020 reached $427 per week, including $460 for houses. By 2021, average rentals have risen 

further to $446 per week across all dwelling types, and $492 for houses.  

The trends in property mean rentals by category are shown in Figure 4.2.  

Table 4.3 ς Mean Rentals by Dwelling Type Rotorua District 2000-2021 

    

Figure 4.2 ς Rental Trends by Dwelling Type RLC 1993-2021 

 

Year House Flat Apartment Total
Mean Dwelling 

($000)

2000 177$               135$             na 163$          143$             

2005 215$               169$            173$            202$          191$             

2010 275$               175$            200$            248$          277$             

2015 291$               205$            290$            271$          271$             

2016 316$               182$            358$            287$          295$             

2017 348$               259$            288$            326$          380$             

2018 389$               279$            330$            362$          417$             

2019 388$               280$            339$            361$          445$             

2020 460$               309$            363$            427$          500$             

2021 492$               284$            349$            446$          601$             

2000-21 5% 4% 5% 7%

2010-21 5% 4% 5% 5% 7%

2015-21 9% 6% 3% 9% 14%

2010-19 4% 5% 6% 4% 5%

2019-21 8% 1% 2% 7% 13%

2020-21 7% -8% -4% 4% 20%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021; MBIE 2021; Corelogic 2021
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Table 4.4 shows the numbers of recorded tenancies in Rotorua since 2000. The number of tenancies has 

been relatively steady in the 5,600-6,000 range in the last 6 years since 2015. However, the number of 

rental tenancies per 100 private dwellings was lower in 2021 than the peak in 201575.  In total, the MBIE 

data shows 5,607 tenancies in the district as at March 2021, up slightly from the 2020 figure.  The share of 

ǘŜƴŀƴŎƛŜǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ άƘƻǳǎŜǎέ Ƙŀǎ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ slightly since 2015, and there has been a corresponding 

small increase in the share identified as άŀǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎέ76.  

Table 4.4 ς Rental Tenancies by Dwelling Type Rotorua District 2000-2021 

  

Rental levels in the district are now close to the New Zealand average, after being 8% to 14% lower than 

the national figure since the early 2000s. Figure 4.3 shows the trend since 1993, for average rentals in the 

March quarter of each year.  

 
75 The number of tenancies does not necessarily represent the number of properties which are rented, as there may be several 

tenancies in one built dwelling. Accordingly, tenancies per 100 private dwellings is an appropriate indicator. 
76 The MBIE property categories do not necessarily concord with Census or Corelogic property definitions, however there is 

believed to be quite close concordance. 

Year House Flat Apartment Total

Rentals per 

100 Private 

Dwellings

2000 2,358              1,092           -               3,450         13.8              

2005 3,012              1,182           48                4,242         16.2              

2010 3,789              1,383           57                5,229         19.4              

2015 4,464              1,428           108              6,000         21.6              

2016 4,431              1,272           90                5,793         20.6              

2017 4,386              1,371           120              5,877         20.8              

2018 4,284              1,365           144              5,793         20.3              

2019 4,134              1,326           144              5,604         19.5              

2020 4,191              1,077           159              5,427         18.8              

2021 4,311              1,119           177              5,607         19.4              
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021; MBIE 2021
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Figure 4.3 ς Rental Trends Compared to New Zealand : Rotorua 1993-2021 

 

The district rental levels relative to New Zealand as a whole are shown in Table 4.5.  

Table 4.5 ς Rotorua Weekly Rentals as % New Zealand Average 2000-2021 

  

4.2 Dwelling Tenure and Affordability Patterns 2020 

It is important to set the assessment of housing affordability in context. The NPS-UD requires detail on 

housing tenure and affordability for the community overall, and for important segments within the 

community, especially in terms of incomes, ethnicity and age group.  

Maintaining the focus on non-owner households and ownership affordability, the following sections 

provide important detail on ownership and affordability for key segments within Rotorua District as at 2020.   

Year House Flat Apartment Total

2000 103% 93% 101%

2005 97% 92% 59% 95%

2010 96% 80% 58% 90%

2015 91% 78% 72% 86%

2016 95% 67% 89% 88%

2017 97% 84% 68% 92%

2018 101% 86% 74% 96%

2019 95% 81% 74% 90%

2020 105% 84% 77% 100%

2021 106% 71% 70% 98%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021; MBIE 2021
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4.2.1 Ownership by Household Type and Income 

First, dwelling ownership varies according to household type and household income. The estimated 

numbers of non-owner households of each type and in each income band are shown in Table 4.6.  

Households in the lower and lower-middle income bands ($70,000 and below) are less likely to be owners, 

more likely to be renters. Of the 10,700 non-owner households, some 36% have incomes of $40,000 or 

less. Another 28% have incomes of 40,000 to $70,000. Only 18% of non-owner households have incomes 

of $100,000 or higher. Some 25% of non-owner households are single persons, the great majority with 

incomes of $70,000 or less. Another 22% are 1-parent families, again with most earning $70,000 or less. 

This pattern in shown in Figure 4.4. 

 Table 4.6 ς Non-Owner Households by Type and Income 2020 

 

<$20,000
$20-

30,000

$30-

40,000

$40-

50,000

$50-

70,000

$70-

100,000

$100-

120,000

$120-

150,000
$150,000+ Total

One Person Hhld 776         684        327        327         352         171          28            10            24            2,700        

Couple Hhld 88            95           174        174         388         527          237          201         152          2,040        

2 Parents 1-2chn 42            68           134        134         476         614          249          235         228          2,180        

2 Parents 3+chn 15            23           46           46           184         251          105          84            70            820           

1 Parent Family 546         408        313        313         414         214          77            32            22            2,340        

Multi-Family Hhld 2              2             7             7             28           42            20            29            36            170           

Non-Family Hhld 34            23           46           46           109         80            43            25            34            440           

Total 1,500      1,300     1,050     1,050     1,950     1,900      760          620         570          10,700      

One Person Hhld 7% 6% 3% 3% 3% 2% 0% 0% 0% 25%

Couple Hhld 1% 1% 2% 2% 4% 5% 2% 2% 1% 19%

2 Parents 1-2chn 0% 1% 1% 1% 4% 6% 2% 2% 2% 20%

2 Parents 3+chn 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 2% 1% 1% 1% 8%

1 Parent Family 5% 4% 3% 3% 4% 2% 1% 0% 0% 22%

Multi-Family Hhld 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2%

Non-Family Hhld 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 4%

Total 14% 12% 10% 10% 18% 18% 7% 6% 5% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Household Type
Household income Band
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Figure 4.4 ς Non-Owner Households by Type and Income Rotorua District 2020 

 

The general characteristics of owner households are quite different, as shown in Table 4.7. Of the 18,300 

owner households, only 20% have incomes of $40,000 or less (compared with 36% of non-owners). Another 

22% have incomes of 40,000 to $70,000 (28% for non-owners). Around 37% of owner households have 

incomes of $100,000 or higher (18% for non-owners).  

Single person households are an important segment, accounting for 21% of owner households. 

Importantly, many of these households are in the lower income bands, reflecting the significant numbers 

of older single-person households, often retired. Substantial numbers of couple households are dwelling 

owners, at 39% of the total, especially those in the middle to higher income bands. There is a similar 

incidence of 2-parent family households who are owners (a 29% share and mostly in the middle to higher 

income bands compared with 28% of non-owners), but a low incidence of 1-parent families (8% compared 

with a 22% share for non-owners). This pattern in shown in Figure 4.5. 
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Table 4.7 ς Owner Households by Type and Income 2020 

 

Figure 4.5 ς Owner Households by Type and Income Rotorua District 2020 

 

The ownership rates of households of each type and income are shown in Table 4.8. Ownership rates 

(percentage of households who are owners) are highest in the middle and higher income bands, as well as 

for couple households and smaller 2-parent families (1-2 children). Rates are lower in the lower and lower 

middle income bands, and for 1-parent families and non-family households. 

<$20,000
$20-

30,000

$30-

40,000

$40-

50,000

$50-

70,000

$70-

100,000

$100-

120,000

$120-

150,000
$150,000+ Total

One Person Hhld 661         1,126     449        449         642         422          71            28            60            3,910        

Couple Hhld 112         178        605        605         1,099     1,468      1,055      901         1,112      7,140        

2 Parents 1-2chn 25            44           88           88           418         925          725          688         1,144      4,150        

2 Parents 3+chn 10            16           25           25           127         267          204          159         278          1,110        

1 Parent Family 115         121        162        162         351         280          121          50            60            1,420        

Multi-Family Hhld 1              2             3             3             12           37            31            44            113          250           

Non-Family Hhld 20            15           32           32           52           73            29            17            24            290           

Total 940         1,500     1,360     1,360     2,700     3,470      2,240      1,890      2,790      18,300      

One Person Hhld 4% 6% 2% 2% 4% 2% 0% 0% 0% 21%

Couple Hhld 1% 1% 3% 3% 6% 8% 6% 5% 6% 39%

2 Parents 1-2chn 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 5% 4% 4% 6% 23%

2 Parents 3+chn 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 6%

1 Parent Family 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 0% 0% 8%

Multi-Family Hhld 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1%

Non-Family Hhld 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2%

Total 5% 8% 7% 7% 15% 19% 12% 10% 15% 100%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Household Type

Household income Band
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Table 4.8 ς Dwelling Ownership by Household Type and Income ς All Ethnicities 2020 

 

The relative incidence of dwelling ownership is shown in Table 4.9, the shaded cells highlighting the much 

higher incidence among higher income households, and couple households in particular.  

Table 4.9 ς Relative Incidence of Dwelling Ownership by Household Type and Income 2020 

 

These patterns are not surprising, given the close link between household income and dwelling 

affordability, and the generally lower household costs for couples compared with families with children. 

Nonetheless, it is important to understand the dimensions and characteristics of non-owner households. 

4.2.2 Ownership by Household Income and Ethnicity 

Dwelling ownership also varies significantly by household ethnicity. The estimated distribution of non-

owner households by ethnicity, household type, and income is shown in Table 4.1077. While the numbers 

of non-owner households show a broad spread across the community, there is relatively higher incidence 

among households of aņƻǊƛ ethnicity (24% of all households, 37% of non-owner households) and Pacifica 

ethnicity (2.6% of all households, 5% of non-owner households) when compared with the overall pattern. 

There is relatively higher incidence among households of Asian ethnicity (6.8% of all households, 13% of 

non-owner households). 

 
77 Census data does not offer complete tabulation across households and ethnicities and income levels, as there are inevitably gaps 

in data and ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōŜ ǊŜƭƛŀōƭȅ ŎƻŘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǿƴ ŀǎ άhǘƘŜǊέ ƻǊ άbƻǘ {ǇŜŎƛŦƛŜŘέ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƻƴΦ Consequently, some 

estimation is necessary, in most instances by assuming that missing data can be represented pro rata according to available data.   

<$20,000
$20-

30,000

$30-

40,000

$40-

50,000

$50-

70,000

$70-

100,000

$100-

120,000

$120-

150,000
$150,000+ Total

One Person Hhld 53% 53% 59% 59% 64% 71% 74% 77% 77% 59%

Couple Hhld 61% 62% 76% 76% 76% 74% 81% 82% 88% 77%

2 Parents 1-2chn 20% 20% 39% 39% 47% 64% 76% 79% 83% 65%

2 Parents 3+chn 18% 19% 35% 34% 43% 53% 67% 72% 85% 57%

1 Parent Family 19% 19% 35% 35% 46% 60% 66% 67% 86% 38%

Multi-Family Hhld 90% 86% 14% 17% 31% 43% 60% 64% 81% 57%

Non-Family Hhld 30% 29% 40% 39% 38% 48% 40% 40% 39% 39%

Total 42% 45% 55% 55% 59% 66% 75% 78% 84% 63%
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Household Type

Household income Band

<$20,000
$20-

30,000

$30-

40,000

$40-

50,000

$50-

70,000

$70-

100,000

$100-

120,000

$120-

150,000
$150,000+ Total

One Person Hhld 0.73        0.99       0.92       0.92        1.02       1.13        1.14        1.17        1.13        0.94          

Couple Hhld 0.89        1.03       1.23       1.23       1.17       1.17        1.29        1.30        1.39        1.23          

2 Parents 1-2chn 0.59        0.62       0.63       0.63        0.74        0.95         1.18        1.18        1.32        1.04          

2 Parents 3+chn 0.63        0.65       0.56       0.56        0.65        0.82         1.05        1.04        1.27        0.91          

1 Parent Family 0.28        0.36       0.54       0.54        0.73        0.90         0.97         0.97        1.16        0.60          

Multi-Family Hhld 0.53        0.79       0.48       0.48        0.48        0.74         0.96         0.96        1.20        0.94          

Non-Family Hhld 0.59        0.63       0.65       0.65        0.51        0.76         0.64         0.64        0.66         0.63          

Total 0.61        0.85       0.89       0.89        0.92        1.02        1.18        1.19        1.32        1.00          
Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Household Type
Household income Band
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Table 4.10 ς Estimated Non-owner Households by Ethnicity, Type and Income Rotorua 2020 

 

The supporting Technical Report contains more detailed tables that offer a closer view of dwelling 

ownership for each ethnic group, and from that, patterns of housing affordability. 

The dwelling ownership rates for the four ethnicity groups are summarised in Figure 4.6 for each household 

income band. Figure 4.7 shows the pattern by ethnicity and household type. 

<$20,000
$20-

30,000

$30-

40,000

$40-

50,000

$50-

70,000

$70-

100,000

$100-

120,000

$120-

150,000

$150,000

+
Total

European and Other

One Person Hhld 367         392        175        175         207         90            15            6              14            1,440        

Couple Hhld 32            41           97           97           178         276          133          114         89            1,060        

2 Parents 1-2chn 20            22           39           39           182         272          116          110         135          940           

2 Parents 3+chn 4              8             13           13           65           91            36            29            31            290           

1 Parent Family 168         136        121        121         144         66            27            12            8              800           

Multi-Family Hhld -          1             2             2             8             8              6              8              16            50              

Non-Family Hhld 12            9             18           18           44           29            19            11            20            180           

Total 600         610        470        470         830         830          350          290         310          4,760        

Share % 6% 6% 4% 4% 8% 8% 3% 3% 3% 44%

Maori

One Person Hhld 322         218        107        107         96           48            8              3              6              920           

Couple Hhld 22            29           33           33           94           115          53            44            25            450           

2 Parents 1-2chn 11            22           49           49           143         155          86            82            47            640           

2 Parents 3+chn 6              15           25           25           91           127          49            39            20            400           

1 Parent Family 328         236        161        161         221         119          39            16            13            1,290        

Multi-Family Hhld 3              1             4             4             16           27            10            14            12            90              

Non-Family Hhld 15            12           20           20           45           29            12            7              9              170           

Total 680         510        370        370         630         550          220          180         110          3,960        

Share % 6% 5% 3% 3% 6% 5% 2% 2% 1% 37%

Pacific

One Person Hhld 29            19           8             8             9             9              -           -          -           80              

Couple Hhld -          -         7             7             7             15            7              6              5              50              

2 Parents 1-2chn -          -         7             7             25           46            13            11            13            120           

2 Parents 3+chn 3              -         4             4             12           18            15            12            15            80              

1 Parent Family 43            30           20           20           38           18            12            5              -           190           

Multi-Family Hhld -          -         -         -          -          5              -           2              3              10              

Non-Family Hhld -          -         4             4             14           -           -           -          -           20              

Total 60            40           40           40           80           80            30            30            30            550           

Share % 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 5.1%

Asian

One Person Hhld 43            20           26           26           21           20            4              1              4              170           

Couple Hhld 40            26           34           34           117         117          37            31            28            460           

2 Parents 1-2chn 11            29           49           49           147         156          33            30            24            530           

2 Parents 3+chn 3              -         5             5             20           20            8              6              5              70              

1 Parent Family 19            12           12           12           17           17            -           -          -           90              

Multi-Family Hhld -          -         2             2             5             5              5              6              6              30              

Non-Family Hhld 9              1             6             6             7             25            13            7              4              80              

Total 100         70           100        100         250         270          80            60            50            1,430        

Share % 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 3% 1% 1% 0% 13.4%

Total All Ethnicities 1,440      1,230     980        980         1,790     1,730      680          560         500          10,700      

One Person Hhld 13% 11% 9% 9% 17% 16% 6% 5% 5% 100%

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021

Household Type

Household income Band
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Figure 4.6 ς Dwelling Ownership by Income and Ethnicity 2020 

 

Figure 4.7 ς Dwelling Ownership by Household Type and Ethnicity 2020 
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PART 2 ς HOUSING CAPACITY ASSESSMENT 
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5 Plan Enabled Capacity 
This section quantifies the maximum zoned dwelling capacity that is provided under the 

planning framework. It includes the capacity provided under the ODP (Short to Medium 

Term) and the selected future growth areas from the 2018 Spatial Plan (Long Term). MΦ9Ωǎ 

Plan Enabled Capacity Model (2021) estimates infill and redevelopment capacity in existing 

urban areas as well as capacity in areas classified as greenfield land.  Capacity in some 

greenfield areas has been provided by associated Structure Plans and combined with the 

parcel level modelling results. The plan enabled capacity reflects the zoned capacity 

without the application of infrastructure constraints. Areas of zoned opportunity that are 

excluded from development by other requirements of the Plan have been removed from 

the capacity identified within this section.  

A detailed discussion on the approach used to quantify plan enabled capacity in the urban environment is 

contained in the supporting Technical Report.    

5.1 Short and Medium Term Plan Enabled Capacity 

The following short term plan enabled capacity results relate to the areas classified as Residential Only 

(blue) or Business and Residential (orange) in Figure 5.1.78 These areas represent the zones in the defined 

urban environment that enable housing in the ODP.79  

Table 5.1 shows that there is a total plan enabled capacity for an additional 23,700 dwellings within the RLC 

urban environment. The total additional urban environment plan enabled capacity amounts to a similar 

size to the existing urban household base. Capacity within the existing urban area amounts to around 84% 

of the existing urban household base, meaning that the existing urban area could theoretically 

accommodate nearly double the number of existing households under the Plan. Nearly all of this would 

need to occur through redevelopment of the existing household stock, with infill potential amounting to 

around 26% of the existing household base. The zoned greenfield capacity amounts to only around 15% of 

the existing base. However, this zoned opportunity does not take into account infrastructure constraints 

or the commercial feasibility of capacity. 

Nearly all (20,100 dwellings; 85%) of the plan enabled capacity is within the existing urban environment. 

Most (17,600 dwellings; 88%) of this is within developed areas of the urban environment, with a portion 

(2,500 dwellings; 12%) on underutilised urban land within the existing urban area. Greenfield areas of urban 

expansion account for only 15% of the plan enabled capacity within the short to medium-term.  

Standalone dwellings account for nearly all of the infill and greenfield capacity (5,500 and 3,500 dwellings 

respectively), which reflects the predominant patterns of residential dwelling development that have 

 
78 Areas shaded grey are within the urban environment but do not enable housing at all, or withing this time period. 
79 Excludes the Future Residential 1 Zone (only applies to the long term). The Transitional Residential to Light Industrial Zone is 

included as housing capacity in the short and medium term only. 
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occurred across much of Rotorua. Nearly all of the standalone dwelling capacity occurs within the 

wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ м ½ƻƴŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻǾŜǊǎ ǘƘŜ ōǳƭƪ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀǊŜŀΦ 

A small share of the infill and greenfield capacity is in higher density dwelling typologies of duplex/terraced 

houses (100 dwellings) or apartments (650 dwellings). The Residential 2 Zone is the only suburban 

residential zone that provides for higher density dwelling typologies with higher density planning provisions 

for these types of developments. 

The higher density dwelling typologies account for a much larger share of the redevelopment capacity. 

Apartments are provided for within the ODP within the commercial zones, including the City Centre as well 

as other smaller commercial centres across the suburban area. Most of the apartment development 

capacity occurs as redevelopment capacity as many of these areas are already developed, with limited infill 

potential.  

In total, the ODP provides for up to around 8,600 apartment dwellings through redevelopment within the 

commercial zones. There is also a small amount of capacity (1,350 dwellings) for duplex/terraced housing 

within the Residential 2 zone.  

The largest share of plan enabled capacity occurs within the Central reporting area. It contains 43% of the 

capacity overall (10,100 dwellings). Nearly all of this capacity occurs on brownfield land, with only a small 

share on underutilised urban land and no greenfield capacity. Capacity in the central area is primarily made 

up of apartment dwellings within commercial zones, and is focused toward redevelopment capacity. A large 

share of this occurs within the City Centre 1 and 3 zones. These account for around two-thirds (6,500 

ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎύ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭ ŀǊŜŀǎΩ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƻƴŜ-thƛǊŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ 

overall. Significant areas of apartment development capacity also occur within the Commercial 4 Zone 

along Fenton Street within the Central area.  

Around one-quarter of capacity is contained in each of the Western and Eastern areas (6,400 and 5,700 

dwellings respectively). Nearly all of the capacity within these areas is of standalone dwellings and is less 

concentrated toward redevelopment capacity than the Central area (although redevelopment capacity is 

higher than infill-only capacity). Significant amounts of the existing urban area capacity within these 

reporting areas occurs on underutilised urban land, particularly within the Eastern area, where around half 

(1,700 dwellings; 49%) of the existing urban capacity is on these areas.  

¢ƘŜ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŀƴŘ ²ŜǎǘŜǊƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǘƻ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ-term greenfield expansion areas. In 

total, there is capacity for an additional 3,600 dwellings within these greenfield areas, amounting to 30% 

of the total plan enabled capacity across these areas. There is an estimated plan enabled capacity for 

ŀǊƻǳƴŘ нΣнлл ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŀǊŜŀΣ ŀƳƻǳƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ сл҈ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǘƻǘŀƭ 

greenfield capacity. A proportion of this capacity occurs on leasehold land, which will be assessed further 

in Section 6. The remainder of the greenfield capacity (1,500 dwellings) occurs within the Western area, 

ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜŘƎŜΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛ tƭŀƴ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ŀǊŜŀΦ  

The remainder (1,600 dwellings; 7%) of the capacity occurǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

capacity all occurs within the existing urban area, with no greenfield urban expansion areas within the short 

to medium-ǘŜǊƳΦ /ŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ƛǎ ƘŜŀǾƛƭȅ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǎǘŀƴŘŀƭƻƴŜ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎƳŀƭƭ 

amount of apartments (90 dwellings) through redevelopment capacity within the Commercial 1 zone of 

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ Ƴŀƛƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ   
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Figure 5.1 ς {ƘƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ aŜŘƛǳƳ ¢ŜǊƳ [ŀƴŘ ½ƻƴŜŘ ŦƻǊ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜnt 
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Table 5.1 ς Short to Medium Term Plan Enabled Dwelling Capacity in the Rotorua Lakes District Urban Environment 

 

Plan Enabled Capacity
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 800               -                -                800               1,800           -                10                 1,800           1,800           -                -                -                -                800               1,800           

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 1,300           -                -                1,300           1,700           -                -                1,700           1,700           -                -                -                -                1,300           1,700           

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,100           -                70                 2,200           2,200           2,200           

Eastern Total 2,100           -                -                2,100           3,500           -                10                 3,500           3,500           2,100           -                70                 2,200           4,200           5,700           

Central Brownfield 300               10                 600               900               800               1,300           8,100           10,000         10,000         -                -                -                -                900               10,000         

Central Underutilised Urban Land 40                 90                 -                90                 40                 90                 -                90                 90                 -                -                -                -                90                 90                 

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total 300               100               600               1,000           800               1,300           8,100           10,100         10,100         -                -                -                -                1,000           10,100         

Western Brownfield 1,900           -                -                1,900           3,900           -                300               4,300           4,500           -                -                -                -                1,900           4,500           

Western Underutilised Urban Land 400               -                -                400               400               -                -                400               400               -                -                -                -                400               400               

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,500           -                -                1,500           1,500           1,500           

Western Total 2,300           -                -                2,300           4,400           -                300               4,700           4,900           1,500           -                -                1,500           3,800           6,400           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 600               -                -                600               1,200           -                90                 1,300           1,300           -                -                -                -                600               1,300           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 300               -                -                300               300               -                -                300               300               -                -                -                -                300               300               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Ngongotaha Total 800               -                -                800               1,500           -                90                 1,500           1,600           -                -                -                -                800               1,600           

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 3,600           10                 600               4,200           7,600           1,300           8,600           17,300         17,600         -                -                -                -                4,200           17,600         

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 2,000           90                 -                2,000           2,400           90                 -                2,500           2,500           -                -                -                -                2,000           2,500           

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                3,500           -                70                 3,600           3,600           3,600           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 5,500           100               600               6,200           10,100         1,300           8,600           19,800         20,100         3,500           -                70                 3,600           9,800           23,700         

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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5.2 Long Term Plan Enabled Capacity 

The following long term plan enabled capacity results relate to the areas classified as Residential Only (blue) 

or Business and Residential (orange) in Figure 5.2. These areas represent the zones in the defined urban 

environment that enable housing in the ODP in the long term (including the Future Residential 1 Zone but 

excluding the Transitional Residential to Light Industrial Zone in the Western reporting area) and selected 

future growth areas from the 2018 Spatial Plan. The spatial extent of the land area able to be considered 

for plan enabled capacity in the long term is larger than in the short or medium term due to the addition 

of the Spatial Plan future urban expansion areas.  

Council has identified areas within the spatial plan that could provide future capacity for housing and 

ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ Eastern Suburbs comprised 

mainly of land administered by Ngati Whakaue Tribal Lands (NWTL). Indicative zoning for the Eastern 

Suburbs has also been signalled through the Eastside Community Wellness Plan.  

Within the existing urban area, the residential zoning patterns predominantly remain the same between 

the short to medium-term ODP and the long term. However, Council has identified the Fenton Street 

Commercial 4 Zone as an area that could be rezoned to better enable mixed use activities being both 

residential, commercial and tourist accommodation activities (including higher densities of development) 

that would support the surrounding residential community. For the long term plan enabled capacity this 

report has assessed these future indicative zoning scenarios, however it is to be noted these are indicative 

only and are yet to be tested through the formal Resource Management Act process. 

Table 5.2 and Table 5.3 show that the total plan enabled capacity is estimated to increase by 26% (+6,100 

dwellings) between the short to medium and long-term to reach a total capacity of 29,800 additional 

dwellings. Nearly all of the increase in capacity occurs within the greenfield areas where additional 

greenfield capacity is provided in the long-term. The total long-term capacity amounts to around 124% of 

the existing urban household base.  

The inclusion of the Spatial Plan future growth areas over doubles the greenfield capacity in the long-term 

(+130%). It increases the total greenfield plan enabled capacity to an additional 8,300 dwellings. This 

equates to around one-third (34%) of the existing urban household base. It increases the share of additional 

capacity within greenfield areas from 15% in the short to medium-term to 28% in the long-term. Capacity 

within these areas is dominated by standalone dwellings.  

The net increase in greenfield capacity is split relatively evenly across the Eastern and bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 

reporting areas, with a small increase in the Western reporting area. Greenfield capacity of around 2,300 

dwellings is added to the bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ reporting area in the long-term, increasing overall capacity in this 

reporting area by 148%. In the long-term, bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ƛǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ну҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ 

capacity, and 13% of capacity overall.  

A further 2,200 dwelling capacity is added to the Eastern reporting area greenfield capacity in the long-

term, making it the largest greenfield area in the city. The area is estimated to contain over half (53%; 4,400 

ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎύ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ-term. Increases in the plan enabled capacity 

within this area have occurred through a combination of up-zoning existing greenfield areas (from 

Residential 5 to Residential 1), as well as the geographic expansion of the greenfield areas. Up-zoning the 
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existing greenfield areas accounts for around one-third of the plan enabled capacity increases, with the 

remainder occurring through the expansion of the zoned area. Almost all of the long-term additional 

greenfield land in the Eastern area is on leasehold land. 

Additional capacity is also provided within the long-term within the existing urban area through limited 

areas of zoning changes. The Commercial 4 zoned area along Fenton Street is up-zoned to Mixed Use Zone 

in the long-term, increasing the plan-enabled capacity in the Central reporting area by 1,400 additional 

dwellings. This occurs through the additional height provided in this area from the planned change in 

zoning.  

¢ƘŜ ǎǇŀǘƛŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǘƻ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƴƎ-term. The 

addition of greenfield capacity means that the share of capacity within the outer urban reporting areas 

(bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ and Eastern reporting areas) has increased from 30% in the short to medium term, to 40% in 

the long-term. The share of capacity in the central urban area (Central and Western reporting areas) 

correspondingly decreases from 70% to 60%.  

Figure 5.2 ς [ƻƴƎ ¢ŜǊƳ [ŀƴŘ ½ƻƴŜŘ ŦƻǊ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ 
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Table 5.2 ς Long Term Plan Enabled Dwelling Capacity in the Rotorua Lakes District Urban Environment 

 

  

Plan Enabled Capacity
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 800               -                -                800               1,800           -                10                 1,800           1,800           -                -                -                -                800               1,800           

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 1,300           -                -                1,300           1,700           -                -                1,700           1,700           -                -                -                -                1,300           1,700           

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                4,400           -                -                4,400           4,400           4,400           

Eastern Total 2,100           -                -                2,100           3,500           -                10                 3,500           3,500           4,400           -                -                4,400           6,500           7,900           

Central Brownfield 300               10                 700               1,000           800               1,300           9,600           11,400         11,400         -                -                -                -                1,000           11,400         

Central Underutilised Urban Land 40                 90                 -                90                 40                 90                 -                90                 90                 -                -                -                -                90                 90                 

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total 300               100               700               1,100           800               1,300           9,600           11,500         11,500         -                -                -                -                1,100           11,500         

Western Brownfield 1,900           -                -                1,900           3,900           -                300               4,300           4,500           -                -                -                -                1,900           4,500           

Western Underutilised Urban Land 400               -                -                400               400               -                -                400               400               -                -                -                -                400               400               

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,600           -                -                1,600           1,600           1,600           

Western Total 2,300           -                -                2,300           4,300           -                300               4,700           4,900           1,600           -                -                1,600           3,900           6,400           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 600               -                -                600               1,200           -                90                 1,300           1,300           -                -                -                -                600               1,300           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 300               -                -                300               300               -                -                300               300               -                -                -                -                300               300               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,300           -                -                2,300           2,300           2,300           

Ngongotaha Total 800               -                -                800               1,500           -                90                 1,500           1,600           2,300           -                -                2,300           3,200           3,900           

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 3,600           10                 700               4,300           7,600           1,300           10,000         18,700         19,000         -                -                -                -                4,300           19,000         

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 2,000           90                 -                2,000           2,400           90                 -                2,500           2,500           -                -                -                -                2,000           2,500           

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                8,300           -                -                8,300           8,300           8,300           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 5,500           100               700               6,300           10,000         1,300           10,000         21,200         21,500         8,300           -                -                8,300           14,600         29,800         

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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Table 5.3 ς Changes to Short-Medium to Long Term Plan Enabled Urban Dwelling Capacity 

 

 

 

Plan Enabled Capacity
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,300           -                70-                 2,200           2,200           2,200           

Eastern Total -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,300           -                70-                 2,200           2,200           2,300           

Central Brownfield -                -                100               100               -                -                1,400           1,400           1,400           -                -                -                -                100               1,400           

Central Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total -                -                100               100               -                -                1,400           1,400           1,400           -                -                -                -                100               1,400           

Western Brownfield -                -                -                -                30-                 -                -                30-                 30-                 -                -                -                -                -                30-                 

Western Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                100               -                -                100               100               100               

Western Total -                -                -                -                30-                 -                -                30-                 30-                 100               -                -                100               100               70                 

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,300           -                -                2,300           2,300           2,300           

Ngongotaha Total -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,300           -                -                2,300           2,300           2,300           

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban -                -                100               100               30-                 -                1,400           1,400           1,400           -                -                -                -                100               1,400           

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                4,800           -                70-                 4,700           4,700           4,700           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total -                -                100               100               30-                 -                1,400           1,400           1,400           4,800           -                70-                 4,700           4,800           6,100           

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Combined Total

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment
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5.3 Plan Enabled Urban Environment Capacity Summary 

The modelling has found that Rotorua has substantial plan enabled capacity overall, but substantial shares 

of this capacity are through development pathways that differ to long-established development patterns 

within the Rotorua market. The overall size of the zoned greenfield opportunity within the short to 

medium-term is relatively limited in comparison to the existing urban household base (around 15% of the 

existing base). Some of the greenfield development opportunities are underway within the eastern and 

western urban edges, although a portion of the Eastern reporting area capacity is on leasehold land.  

There is a reasonable amount of infill and redevelopment options across much of the general suburban 

areas of the city. A significant share of this capacity is on underutilised urban land, particularly within the 

Eastern reporting area. However, a large share of the Eastern reporting area underutilised urban land 

capacity is on leasehold land, which may constrain development opportunities.  

There is signƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǊŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀǊŜŀǎ, with 

sizeable opportunity provided under the Plan for redevelopment of standalone dwellings. However, 

redevelopment is not yet well established within the Rotorua market and is unlikely to represent a 

significant development pathway for the commercial sector within the short-term.  

Much of the plan enabled capacity across the general suburban and greenfield areas is characterised by 

standalone dwellings on full sites. There is limited opportunity for higher density development within these 

areas, with most of the higher density typology development opportunities provided as apartment 

development within commercial zone areas. There are only limited areas within the suburban areas for 

higher density duplex/terraced housing developments that could occur on smaller sites.  

A large share of the total capacity is concentrated into the Central reporting area. It accounts for nearly 

half (43%) of the short to medium-term capacity. Capacity within this area is heavily dominated by 

apartment capacity within commercial zones, with around one-ǘƘƛǊŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ 

capacity occurring within the City Centre.  

Additional plan enabled greenfield capacity is provided in the long-term in Rotorua. Further urban 

ŜȄǇŀƴǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǳǘŜǊ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ όbƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ŀƴŘ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀǎύΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ 

all of the long-term additional greenfield capacity in the Eastern area (half of the total additional greenfield 

capacity) is on leasehold land.  

¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ǘƻ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ-term. Increases 

in capacity are largely limited to increases in the height limits through up-zoning of the commercial area 

along Fenton Street, which provides for apartment development.  

This section has identified the zoned opportunity for development provided by the Plan. It takes into 

account specific areas of zoned capacity that are excluded for development under the Plan, which are set 

out within the supporting Technical Report. Plan enabled assessment is critical to understand whether 

there are likely to be any constraints in the level of zoned opportunity. However, this stage of the 

assessment does not take into account infrastructure constraints or feasibility assessment. The following 

sections identifies the feasibility of this urban capacity and the effect of infrastructure constraints on 

capacity. 
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6 Commercially Feasible Capacity 
This section quantifies the plan enabled capacity that is commercially feasible to develop 

for a commercial developer. It shows the range of plan enabled capacity available to the 

market that is estimated to be commercially feasible to construct. Importantly, it shows 

the range of development opportunities available, a share of which are likely to be taken 

up by the market. 

At a high level, the approach calculates the cost to construct the dwellings on each land parcel, then 

compares this to the likely dwelling sales price. If a sufficient profit margin is achieved, then the capacity is 

regarded as commercially feasible. In accordance with the NPS-UD, the assessment is based on current 

costs and prices within the 2020 market80 for the short to medium term. Additional scenarios are provided 

for the long term, that allow a gradual level of growth within the market through time. 

A detailed discussion on the approach used to model commercially feasibility capacity is contained in the 

supporting Technical Report. Stakeholders in the residential construction sector were also questioned on 

a range of factors influencing feasibility of development in Rotorua. Full details are included in the Technical 

Report, but a summary of key points is included below, and have been taken into consideration in the 

modelling and wider conclusions. 

Stakeholders had varied feedback on appropriate profit margins for residential development within 

Rotorua. Most respondents considered that the initial modelled margin of 20% or lower margins were 

appropriate. 

¶ Respondents identified a range of factors that potentially affect profit margins. The main factors 

include: 

¶ The scale and type of development where larger scale creates efficiency and greater profit, but does 

involve higher risk. 

¶ Higher value locations, including those in central, more accessible areas, generate higher margins. 

Lower value locations achieve insufficient prices. 

¶ Consenting timeframes and uncertainty have adversely affected profit margins, but are part of a wider 

market trend. 

¶ ! ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ƭŀƴŘ ƛǎ aņƻǊƛ ƻǿƴŜŘ ƭŀƴŘΦ 

Two thirds of survey respondents considered that construction prices (material and labour) had a large or 

very large effect on development feasibility. This may reflect a situation whereby they are having trouble 

passing these costs onto buyers.   

 
80 Increases in prices through time, in response to growth in demand, are an important driver of feasibility. As demand increases 

for a location, a greater range of development options generally become feasible. This includes increased dwelling density 

typologies, redevelopment to further intensity already urbanised sites, as well as outward expansion of the existing urban edge. A 

baseline scenario of current prices shows the level of feasibility of capacity if prices remained constant, with further scenarios able 

to show the additional level of capacity that is likely to become feasible through time.  
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Geotechnical constraints are a key factor affecting the feasibility of development across many areas of 

Rotorua. A number of stakeholders surveyed reported that these can increase development costs by up to 

20%.  

!ƭƭ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ όƛΦŜΦΣ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΩ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ clear information, 

/ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛǾŜƴŜǎǎΣ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ǘƛƳƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƳŀƪƛƴƎύ ƘŀŘ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ŀ ƳƛƴƻǊ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ 

on feasibility. More than half (56%) felt it had a very large effect on feasibility and a further 31% felt it had 

a large effect. Of all the factors included in the survey, Council processes had the highest response rate for 

ΨǾŜǊȅ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘΩ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ 

Rotorua relative to other factors, and that it affects developers across the board (i.e., those involved in land 

development, through construction only and consultants acting on behalf of developers).  It was one of 

only two factors where there were no responses who were unsure about this factor. It was applicable to 

everyone that responded. 

A number of residential development sector stakeholders considered that the construction of smaller 

dwellings on smaller lot sizes would be feasible if they were provided for under the District Plan. These 

would align well with the demand for lower cost dwellings as they would be cheaper to provide. 

There were mixed views from residential development stakeholders on what would be the optimal number 

of storeys to make multi-storey apartment or mixed-use buildings in Rotorua viable/feasible.  Answers 

ranged from 2-6 storeys (with most in the 2-3 range), while other respondents were less interested in 

developing apartments and preferred terraced attached housing (i.e., horizontally attached rather than 

vertically stacked). 

Commercially feasible capacity has been calculated across the total urban plan enabled zoned opportunity. 

This is important because infrastructure constraints can apply to different areas within the city at the wider 

catchment scale. Infrastructure is able to support certain levels of growth occurring across each catchment 

in aggregate, rather than constraining specific areas within the catchment. The assessment identifies the 

range of development opportunities within the wider infrastructure catchments that are likely to be 

feasible to develop if infrastructure were supplied. 

An assessment of the commercially feasible capacity that is served by infrastructure is contained in Section 

8. The sequencing of the infrastructure assessment is important because the infrastructure constraints can 

apply at the catchment level that include both areas that are already urbanised as well as areas for potential 

future urban expansion. The infrastructure constraint (where applicable) correspondingly occurs through 

a combination of intensification within existing areas together with urban expansion rather than only an 

assessment of the future urban areas served by infrastructure. It is therefore appropriate to apply any 

infrastructure constraint to capacity once the combined levels of development have been estimated 

through the reasonably expected to be realised capacity as the infrastructure ready capacity of each area 

is dependent upon the level of take up across the catchment overall.  

6.1 Short & Medium Term Commercially Feasible Capacity 

The following short term commercially feasible capacity results relate to the urban environment short term 

plan enabled capacity results contained in Section 5.1. Table 6.1 and Table 6.2 show that around one-third 

(31%) of the short to medium-term plan enabled capacity is estimated to currently represent commercially 
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feasible development opportunities for the market. The total feasible capacity amounts to an estimated 

commercially feasible capacity of an additional 7,200 dwellings across the urban environment. This equates 

to around 30% of the existing urban household base.  

Greenfield areas account for around 41% of the feasible development capacity (2,900 additional dwellings). 

The level of feasibility within greenfield areas is higher than within the existing urban areas, reflecting the 

easier nature of this development option within the Rotorua market. Over four-fifths (82%) of the existing 

plan enabled capacity within the greenfield areas is estimated to represent commercially feasible 

development options, compared to around only one-fifth (21%) of the capacity within the existing urban 

area.  

Nearly all of the greenfield capacity within the Western reporting area is estimated to be currently 

commercially feasible. There is an estimated 1,400 dwelling capacity currently feasible within this area. This 

includes the tǳƪŜƘņƴƎƛ Plan Change area where a large scale greenfield development has recently been 

zoned.  

High shares of the greenfield development capacity are also estimated to represent currently commercially 

feasible development options within the Eastern reporting area. Over two-thirds (69%; 1,400 dwellings) of 

the plan enabled capacity is estimated to be commercially feasible development options. A share of the 

plan enabled capacity (500 dwellings) is on leasehold land81, which is estimated to not represent feasible 

development options.  

Lǘ ƛǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ пΣолл ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ 

urban area. Within the existing urban area, the estimated feasible development options are relatively 

concentrated into the Central reporting area. This area contains over half (58%; 2,500 dwellings) of the 

ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ Ƴŀƛƴƭȅ ŀǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ǊŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǘƛƻƴǎ 

within the City Centre, and higher density duplex/terraced housing redevelopment options within the 

Residential 2 Zone (through Comprehensive Residential Development Plans). However, higher density 

apartment development patterns are not yet well established within the Rotorua market and may only 

meet a minor share of the dwelling construction activity in the short to medium term.  

CŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǘƛƻƴǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ 

area are predominantly standalone dwellings. This reflects the zoning provisions, where there is limited 

provision for higher density development within the general suburban areas. Higher shares of the plan 

enabled capacity in higher value areas is feasible, with smaller shares in lower value areas. Higher value 

areas can achieve higher sales prices, which increase the feasibility of development in these locations.  

In total, there is feasible capacity for an additional 1,800 dwellings in the existing urban area across the 

Eastern, Western and bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ reporting areas. All of this capacity is within standalone dwellings, with 

no apartments estimated to be currently feasible in the smaller commercial centres within these general 

suburban areas. Lǘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ǊŜǇƻǊǘing area may be affected 

ōȅ ŦƭƻƻŘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊŀƛƴǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊŀƛƴǘǎ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ǘƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ 

ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭƭƛƴƎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭƭŜŘ 

capacity identified through this assessment (in all time periods). 

 
81 In the short-ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ǘŜǊƳΣ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƛǇ ƻŦ ²ƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²ƘŀǊŜƴǳƛ wƻŀŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ !ǊŜŀΦ 
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Table 6.1 ς Short to Medium Term Commercially Feasible Dwelling Capacity in the Rotorua Lakes District Urban Environment 

 

  

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 100               -                -                100               100               -                -                100               200               -                -                -                -                100               200               

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 300               -                -                300               300               -                -                300               300               -                -                -                -                300               300               

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,500           -                70                 1,500           1,500           1,500           

Eastern Total 400               -                -                400               400               -                -                400               500               1,500           -                70                 1,500           1,900           2,000           

Central Brownfield 80                 10                 400               500               20                 800               1,500           2,400           2,400           -                -                -                -                500               2,400           

Central Underutilised Urban Land 40                 -                -                40                 -                90                 -                90                 90                 -                -                -                -                40                 90                 

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total 100               10                 400               600               20                 900               1,500           2,500           2,500           -                -                -                -                600               2,500           

Western Brownfield 500               -                -                500               400               -                -                400               700               -                -                -                -                500               700               

Western Underutilised Urban Land 200               -                -                200               100               -                -                100               200               -                -                -                -                200               200               

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,400           -                -                1,400           1,400           1,400           

Western Total 700               -                -                700               500               -                -                500               900               1,400           -                -                1,400           2,100           2,300           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 100               -                -                100               100               -                -                100               200               -                -                -                -                100               200               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 200               -                -                200               40                 -                -                40                 200               -                -                -                -                200               200               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Ngongotaha Total 300               -                -                300               100               -                -                100               400               -                -                -                -                300               400               

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 800               10                 400               1,200           700               800               1,500           3,000           3,500           -                -                -                -                1,200           3,500           

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 700               -                -                700               400               90                 -                500               800               -                -                -                -                700               800               

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,900           -                70                 3,000           3,000           3,000           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 1,500           10                 400               1,900           1,100           900               1,500           3,500           4,300           2,900           -                70                 3,000           4,900           7,300           

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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Table 6.2 ς Short to Medium-Term Commercially Feasible Capacity as a Share of Plan Enabled Capacity  

 

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 15% 0% 0% 15% 8% 0% 0% 8% 13% 0% 0% 0% 0% 15% 13%

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 21% 0% 0% 21% 16% 0% 0% 16% 16% 0% 0% 0% 0% 21% 16%

Eastern Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 70% 0% 100% 71% 71% 71%

Eastern Total 19% 0% 0% 19% 12% 0% 0% 12% 14% 70% 0% 100% 71% 45% 36%

Central Brownfield 30% 100% 74% 60% 3% 65% 19% 24% 24% 0% 0% 0% 0% 60% 24%

Central Underutilised Urban Land 95% 0% 0% 42% 0% 100% 0% 98% 98% 0% 0% 0% 0% 42% 98%

Central Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Central Total 38% 6% 74% 58% 3% 67% 19% 24% 25% 0% 0% 0% 0% 58% 25%

Western Brownfield 25% 0% 0% 25% 10% 0% 0% 9% 16% 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 16%

Western Underutilised Urban Land 42% 0% 0% 42% 32% 0% 0% 32% 42% 0% 0% 0% 0% 42% 42%

Western Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 99% 0% 0% 99% 99% 99%

Western Total 28% 0% 0% 28% 12% 0% 0% 11% 18% 99% 0% 0% 99% 55% 37%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 18% 0% 0% 18% 8% 0% 0% 8% 13% 0% 0% 0% 0% 18% 13%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 87% 0% 0% 87% 14% 0% 0% 14% 76% 0% 0% 0% 0% 87% 76%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Ngongotaha Total 39% 0% 0% 39% 10% 0% 0% 9% 25% 0% 0% 0% 0% 39% 25%

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 22% 100% 74% 29% 9% 65% 18% 17% 20% 0% 0% 0% 0% 29% 20%

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 36% 0% 0% 35% 18% 100% 0% 21% 30% 0% 0% 0% 0% 35% 30%

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 82% 0% 100% 82% 82% 82%

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 27% 6% 74% 31% 11% 67% 18% 18% 21% 82% 0% 100% 82% 50% 31%

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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6.2 Long Term Commercially Feasible Capacity 

The following long term commercially feasible capacity results relate to the urban environment long term 

plan enabled capacity results contained in Section 5.2. They show the portion of the long term plan enabled 

capacity that is estimated to represent potentially feasible development options for commercial 

developers.  

Tǿƻ ǎŎŜƴŀǊƛƻǎ ƻŦ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŦƻǊ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ term. 

In accordance with the NPS-UD requirements, the first scenario shows the capacity enabled by the Plan in 

the long ǘŜǊƳ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ς ǘƘŜ Ψ/ǳǊǊŜƴǘ tǊƛŎŜǎ {ŎŜƴŀǊƛƻΩΦ ¢ƻ Řƻ ǘƘƛǎΣ 

the model applies the current prices within the market (in relation to dwelling sales and land prices, and 

development process costs) to the long term planning zoned areas. This scenario therefore holds prices 

constant through time and does not allow for any dwelling price or construction cost growth through time. 

In alignment with the NPS-UD, a further scenario ς ΨaŀǊƪŜǘ DǊƻǿǘƘ {ŎŜƴŀǊƛƻΩ - has been developed to 

assess long term capacity. This scenario better reflects the observed changes in the market through time. 

It assumes a level of growth in the market, where costs and prices gradually change through time as 

demand grows. Market growth is an important driver of feasibility within urban economies where 

development opportunities correspondingly change as demand increases for dwellings and different 

development types.  

Under the Market Growth Scenario, an annual growth rate of 2.5% has been applied to dwelling sales prices 

and land prices. All other costs have been grown by an annual average rate of 1.5%. Growth rates are based 

on the national outlook from the New Zealand Treasury Half Year Economic Update, factored for the long-

term difference between the Bay of Plenty Region and New Zealand trends. 

The first part of this section contains the estimated feasible capacity within the Current Prices Scenario, 

while the Market Growth Scenario is in the latter part of the section.  

6.2.1 Current Prices Scenario 

Table 6.3 shows that there is an estimated commercially feasible capacity of around 9,000 dwellings under 

the Current Prices Scenario in the long-ǘŜǊƳ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ 

1,800 dwellings from the estimated feasible capacity of the short to medium-term. 

Under the Current Prices Scenario changes in feasibility can only occur as a result of changes in the 

underlying zoning structure as the market is otherwise held constant. Consequently, the increases in 

feasible capacity development options reflect the changes in plan enabled capacity through the expansion 

and up-zoning of greenfield areas and the limited up-zoning (predominantly along Fenton Street) within 

the existing urban area. No change in the feasibility of capacity is expected to occur across most of the 

existing urban area and the existing greenfield areas where up-zoning has not occurred.  

Almost all of the increase in the estimated feasible development opportunities occurs within the greenfield 

areas (with new greenfield areas identified in the long term in the Spatial Plan). There is an increase of 

around 1,700 additional feasible dwelling development options across the greenfield areas, resulting in an 

estimated total feasible 4,700 dwellings development optiƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƻŎŎǳǊǎ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņΣ 



 

Page | 126 

 

with the addition of around 1,100 feasible dwellings, through the provision of greenfield areas of urban 

expansion in the long term. Under the Current Prices Scenario, it is estimated that around half (47%) of the 

ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǘƛƻƴǎΦ 

However, if an alternative development model occurred, where the feasibility was assessed for a 

commercial developer to construct a dwelling on a section already purchased by a household, then a much 

greater share of the greenfield area is estimated to be feasible. This may reflect previous development 

ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƭŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎǳōŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΣ ōǳǘ ƻƴƭȅ 

gradually developed with dwellings incrementally through time.  

Increases in feasible greenfield capacity in the long term also occur in the Eastern reporting area. It has an 

estimated increase in feasible development options of around 500 dwellings, resulting in a total feasible 

dwelling capacity of around 2,000 dwellings. The feasible dwelling increase is made up of an increase in 

around 600 feasible standalone dwellings, but a decrease of around 70 apartment dwellings due to the 

absence of the Commercial 3 Zone in the long-term.82 Most of the increase in feasible capacity occurs on 

the short term plan enabled land through an up-zoning from Residential 5 to Residential 1.  

Almost all of the additional greenfield land supplied in the long term in the Eastern reporting area is 

estimated to not represent feasible development opportunities. This is predominantly due to its leasehold 

status, which affects the likely sales prices and therefore the feasibility for a commercial developer. The 

zoned provision expansion, that is not feasible, decreases the share of plan enabled capacity that is feasible, 

despite the overall increases in the feasible capacity (Table 6.4).  

The survey of stakeholders in the Rotorua residential development sector asked if they felt there was 

demand for leasehold residential property in Rotorua.  There was no clear trend in the response with similar 

numbers indicating there was demand as indicating that there was not, or not knowing. Those seeing 

potential demand based this on the large shortfall of housing and said that people just wanted affordable 

houses in safe neighbourhoods and that that was more important than whether it was leasehold or 

freehold if developed under suitable terms.  Those that thought that there would not be demand for a 

leasehold product cited issues with lending, preferences to own the land and the house and have long term 

surety. 

When asked if commercial developers generally (although not necessarily themselves) could take up 

development opportunities on leasehold land, a quarter said yes, and a further third said it might be a 

possibility depending on the terms. Few ruled the possibility out completely.  Specific feedback on how this 

might or might not be feasible included:   

¶ ά{ŎŀƭŜ Ƴŀȅ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ ƳƻǊŜ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭέ 

¶ άtǊƻōŀōƭȅ ƻƴƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊŜ-sales or a lease to an entity like a retirement village operator in place to cover 

ǊƛǎƪΦέ 

¶ ά²ƛǘƘ ƭƻƴƎ ƭŜŀǎŜ ǘŜǊƳǎΣ ǎŀȅ рл ȅŜŀǊǎ ƳƛƴƛƳǳƳ ōŜƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƭƛŦŜ ƳƛƴƛƳǳƳ ƻŦ ŀ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ōǳƛƭǘΦέ  

 
82 This operative zone included at least 2.5ha within the Commercial 3 zone extent for medium density housing. In the long term, 

this zone is excluded, and two alternative neighbourhood centres may be anticipated if a structure plan approach to the Upper 

Eastside were pursued. These would likely take a more traditional zoning approach with any residential development limited to 

residential zoning outside the commercial centre zone, rather than within it (notwithstanding any above ground floor apartments 

that are enabled in the Commercial 3 zone).  
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¶ άLǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƳŜ Řƻǿƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇŜǘƛǘŜ ƻŦ ƭŜŀǎŜƘƻƭŘ ƭŀƴŘƻǿƴŜǊǎ ǿŀƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭŀƴŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘΦ 

Multiple owners make it hard to get consensus to go down tƘƛǎ ǇŀǘƘΦέ 

¶ άtǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ǘŜǊƳǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŦŀǾƻǳǊŀōƭŜΦέ 

¶ ά¢ƘŜǎŜ ōƭƻŎƪǎ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ƘŀǊŘ ǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ ƻƴ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ǘŜǊƳǎΦέ 

However, when asked if they would take up such opportunities on leasehold land in the future in Rotorua, 

50% of stakeholders said that they would not, although two were exploring options.   

The feasible development capacity within the existing urban area is limited to areas of zoning changes as 

the market is held constant under this scenario. As there is only limited change in the zoning provisions, 

there is correspondingly only a small change in the estimated feasible development capacity within the 

existing urban area. In total, there is a net increase of around 60 dwellings, bringing the total estimated 

feasible development options to 4,400 dwellings within the existing urban area. The net increase occurs 

along Fenton Street within the Central reporting area, where the height limits are proposed to increase in 

the long term with an indicative shift to a Mixed Use Zone (this is an indicative zoning scenario for the 

purpose of this HBA).  
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Table 6.3 ς Long Term Commercially Feasible Dwelling Capacity in the Rotorua Lakes District Urban Environment: Current Prices Scenario 

 

  

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 100               -                -                100               100               -                -                100               200               -                -                -                -                100               200               

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 300               -                -                300               300               -                -                300               300               -                -                -                -                300               300               

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,000           -                -                2,000           2,000           2,000           

Eastern Total 400               -                -                400               400               -                -                400               500               2,000           -                -                2,000           2,400           2,500           

Central Brownfield 80                 10                 400               500               20                 800               1,600           2,400           2,500           -                -                -                -                500               2,500           

Central Underutilised Urban Land 40                 -                -                40                 -                90                 -                90                 90                 -                -                -                -                40                 90                 

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total 100               10                 400               600               20                 900               1,600           2,500           2,600           -                -                -                -                600               2,600           

Western Brownfield 500               -                -                500               400               -                -                400               700               -                -                -                -                500               700               

Western Underutilised Urban Land 200               -                -                200               100               -                -                100               200               -                -                -                -                200               200               

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,500           -                -                1,500           1,500           1,500           

Western Total 700               -                -                700               500               -                -                500               900               1,500           -                -                1,500           2,200           2,400           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 100               -                -                100               100               -                -                100               200               -                -                -                -                100               200               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 200               -                -                200               40                 -                -                40                 200               -                -                -                -                200               200               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,100           -                -                1,100           1,100           1,100           

Ngongotaha Total 300               -                -                300               100               -                -                100               400               1,100           -                -                1,100           1,400           1,500           

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 800               10                 400               1,200           700               800               1,600           3,100           3,600           -                -                -                -                1,200           3,600           

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 700               -                -                700               400               90                 -                500               800               -                -                -                -                700               800               

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                4,700           -                -                4,700           4,700           4,700           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 1,500           10                 400               1,900           1,100           900               1,600           3,600           4,400           4,700           -                -                4,700           6,600           9,000           

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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Table 6.4 ς Long Term Commercially Feasible Capacity as a Share of Plan Enabled Capacity: Current Prices Scenario  

 

 

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 15% 0% 0% 15% 8% 0% 0% 8% 13% 0% 0% 0% 0% 15% 13%

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 21% 0% 0% 21% 16% 0% 0% 16% 16% 0% 0% 0% 0% 21% 16%

Eastern Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 46% 0% 0% 46% 46% 46%

Eastern Total 19% 0% 0% 19% 12% 0% 0% 12% 14% 46% 0% 0% 46% 37% 32%

Central Brownfield 30% 100% 61% 52% 3% 65% 17% 21% 22% 0% 0% 0% 0% 52% 22%

Central Underutilised Urban Land 95% 0% 0% 42% 0% 100% 0% 98% 98% 0% 0% 0% 0% 42% 98%

Central Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Central Total 38% 6% 61% 51% 3% 67% 17% 22% 22% 0% 0% 0% 0% 51% 22%

Western Brownfield 25% 0% 0% 25% 10% 0% 0% 9% 16% 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 16%

Western Underutilised Urban Land 42% 0% 0% 42% 32% 0% 0% 32% 42% 0% 0% 0% 0% 42% 42%

Western Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 99% 0% 0% 99% 99% 99%

Western Total 28% 0% 0% 28% 12% 0% 0% 11% 19% 99% 0% 0% 99% 56% 38%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 18% 0% 0% 18% 8% 0% 0% 8% 13% 0% 0% 0% 0% 18% 13%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 87% 0% 0% 87% 14% 0% 0% 14% 76% 0% 0% 0% 0% 87% 76%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 47% 0% 0% 47% 47% 47%

Ngongotaha Total 39% 0% 0% 39% 10% 0% 0% 9% 25% 47% 0% 0% 47% 45% 38%

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 22% 100% 61% 28% 9% 65% 16% 16% 19% 0% 0% 0% 0% 28% 19%

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 36% 0% 0% 35% 18% 100% 0% 21% 30% 0% 0% 0% 0% 35% 30%

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 56% 0% 0% 56% 56% 56%

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 27% 6% 61% 30% 11% 67% 16% 17% 20% 56% 0% 0% 56% 45% 30%

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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Table 6.5 - Changes to Short-Medium to Long Term Commercially Feasible Urban Dwelling Capacity: Current Prices Scenario 

 

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                600               -                70-                 500               500               500               

Eastern Total -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                600               -                70-                 500               500               500               

Central Brownfield -                -                -                -                -                -                60                 -                60                 -                -                -                -                -                60                 

Central Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total -                -                -                -                -                -                60                 60                 60                 -                -                -                -                -                60                 

Western Brownfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Western Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                100               -                -                100               100               100               

Western Total -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                100               -                -                100               100               100               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,100           -                -                1,100           1,100           1,100           

Ngongotaha Total -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,100           -                -                1,100           1,100           1,100           

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban -                -                -                -                -                -                60                 60                 60                 -                -                -                -                -                60                 

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,800           -                70-                 1,700           1,700           1,700           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total -                -                -                -                -                -                60                 60                 60                 1,800           -                70-                 1,700           1,700           1,800           

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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6.2.2 Market Growth Scenario 

Table 6.6 shows that there is an estimated commercially feasible capacity for an additional 20,900 dwellings 

under the Market Growth Scenario. This is nearly two and a half times the estimated feasible capacity 

within the Current Prices Scenario, and an additional 13,600 feasible dwellings from the short to medium-

term modelling (Table 6.8). Table 6.7shows that under this scenario, around 70% to 74% of the plan enabled 

capacity is estimated to represent commercially feasible development options.  

When an allowance is made for growth in the market, a greater range of development options become 

feasible through time. Under this scenario, a wider range of development options within the existing urban 

area become feasible, with the largest increases in higher density redevelopment options. This suggests 

that demand, and therefore achievable prices, may increase in the long-term for these higher density 

options, increasing their feasibility. Under this scenario, nearly three-quarters (72%; 14,900 dwellings) of 

the feasible capacity is within the existing urban area. 

Most of the existing urban area feasible capacity increase occurs within the Central reporting area, where 

there are large increases in the commercially feasible redevelopment options for apartments. Under this 

scenario, feasible redevelopment options for apartments occur within the City Centre 1 (5,100 dwellings), 

Mixed Use (2,000 dwellings), City Centre 3 (1,100 dwellings) and Commercial 2 (750 dwellings) zones. There 

are also a significant number of higher density duplex/terraced housing feasible options (1,100 dwellings) 

within the Residential 2 Zone, although most of these are already estimated to represent commercially 

feasible development options under the Current Prices Scenario. 

A greater range of the plan enabled capacity across the wider general suburban area also represents 

commercially feasible development options under the Market Growth Scenario. Larger numbers of 

standalone dwellings are estimated to represent feasible infill or redevelopment options. In total, there are 

an estimated 4,000 feasible infill standalone dwelling development options, and 2,500 feasible 

redevelopment standalone dwellings (although this capacity is not additive).  

The largest proportional increases occur within the Western reporting area. Currently, much of the plan 

enabled capacity within the general suburban areas of this reporting area is not feasible due to the lower 

potential sales prices. However, the modelling shows that if the prices gradually rise through time with 

demand growth, then a larger share of the capacity within this area is likely to become feasible.   

Under the Market Growth Scenario, there are also increases in feasible development options within the 

greenfield areas. Allowing for market growth increases the feasible capacity by an additional 1,300 

dwellings (in comparison to the Current Prices Scenario), bringing the total feasible capacity to an estimated 

6,000 dwellings within the greenfield areas.  

The increase in feasible greenfield capacity (from the Current Prices Scenario) occurs predominantly within 

the bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ reporting area. Capacity within this area increases by around 1,000 dwellings, to a total of 

2,100 dwellings. Increases in feasible greenfield capacity in other areas are smaller, where nearly all of the 

greenfield capacity within the Western reporting area already represents feasible development options.  
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Table 6.6 - Long Term Commercially Feasible Dwelling Capacity in the Rotorua Lakes District Urban Environment: Market Growth Scenario 

 

  

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 600               -                -                600               200               -                -                200               700               -                -                -                -                600               700               

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 400               -                -                400               500               -                -                500               500               -                -                -                -                400               500               

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,300           -                -                2,300           2,300           2,300           

Eastern Total 1,000           -                -                1,000           700               -                -                700               1,200           2,300           -                -                2,300           3,300           3,500           

Central Brownfield 200               10                 700               900               50                 1,000           9,000           10,100         10,200         -                -                -                -                900               10,200         

Central Underutilised Urban Land 40                 90                 -                90                 40                 90                 -                90                 90                 -                -                -                -                90                 90                 

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total 200               100               700               1,000           90                 1,100           9,000           10,200         10,300         -                -                -                -                1,000           10,300         

Western Brownfield 1,800           -                -                1,800           700               -                -                700               2,200           -                -                -                -                1,800           2,200           

Western Underutilised Urban Land 400               -                -                400               400               -                -                400               400               -                -                -                -                400               400               

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                1,500           -                -                1,500           1,500           1,500           

Western Total 2,200           -                -                2,200           1,100           -                -                1,100           2,600           1,500           -                -                1,500           3,700           4,100           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 400               -                -                400               300               -                20                 300               600               -                -                -                -                400               600               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 200               -                -                200               300               -                -                300               300               -                -                -                -                200               300               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,100           -                -                2,100           2,100           2,100           

Ngongotaha Total 600               -                -                600               600               -                20                 600               900               2,100           -                -                2,100           2,700           3,000           

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 2,900           10                 700               3,700           1,300           1,000           9,000           11,400         13,700         -                -                -                -                3,700           13,700         

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 1,100           90                 -                1,100           1,200           90                 -                1,200           1,300           -                -                -                -                1,100           1,300           

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                6,000           -                -                6,000           6,000           6,000           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 4,000           100               700               4,800           2,500           1,100           9,000           12,600         14,900         6,000           -                -                6,000           10,700         20,900         

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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Table 6.7 - Long Term Commercially Feasible Capacity as a Share of Plan Enabled Capacity: Market Growth Scenario 

 

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 71% 0% 0% 71% 14% 0% 0% 14% 40% 0% 0% 0% 0% 71% 40%

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 32% 0% 0% 32% 28% 0% 0% 28% 28% 0% 0% 0% 0% 32% 28%

Eastern Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 52% 0% 0% 52% 52% 52%

Eastern Total 47% 0% 0% 47% 21% 0% 0% 21% 34% 52% 0% 0% 52% 51% 44%

Central Brownfield 71% 100% 100% 92% 6% 82% 94% 88% 89% 0% 0% 0% 0% 92% 89%

Central Underutilised Urban Land 100% 100% 0% 100% 95% 100% 0% 98% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 100%

Central Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Central Total 75% 100% 100% 93% 11% 83% 94% 88% 90% 0% 0% 0% 0% 93% 90%

Western Brownfield 93% 0% 0% 93% 19% 0% 1% 17% 48% 0% 0% 0% 0% 93% 48%

Western Underutilised Urban Land 100% 0% 0% 100% 89% 0% 0% 89% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 100%

Western Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 100% 100% 100%

Western Total 94% 0% 0% 94% 26% 0% 1% 24% 53% 100% 0% 0% 100% 96% 64%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 68% 0% 0% 68% 26% 0% 18% 25% 45% 0% 0% 0% 0% 68% 45%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 93% 0% 0% 93% 92% 0% 0% 92% 92% 0% 0% 0% 0% 93% 92%

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 90% 0% 0% 90% 90% 90%

Ngongotaha Total 75% 0% 0% 75% 39% 0% 18% 38% 54% 90% 0% 0% 90% 86% 76%

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 82% 100% 100% 85% 18% 82% 90% 61% 72% 0% 0% 0% 0% 85% 72%

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 55% 100% 0% 56% 47% 100% 0% 48% 50% 0% 0% 0% 0% 56% 50%

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 72% 0% 0% 72% 72% 72%

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 73% 100% 100% 76% 25% 83% 90% 59% 70% 72% 0% 0% 72% 74% 70%

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment

Combined Total
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Table 6.8 - Changes to Short-Medium to Long Term Commercially Feasible Urban Dwelling Capacity: Market Growth Scenario 

 

 

 

Commercially Feasible
Infill Redevelopment Greenfield

Reporting Area Area Type

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Standalone 

House

Duplex / 

Terrace
Apartments MAX

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill

Greenfield 

and Max 

Infill or 

Redevelop

ment

Eastern Brownfield 500               -                -                500               100               -                -                100               500               -                -                -                -                500               500               

Eastern Underutilised Urban Land 100               -                -                100               200               -                -                200               200               -                -                -                -                100               200               

Eastern Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                800               -                70-                 800               800               800               

Eastern Total 600               -                -                600               300               -                -                300               700               800               -                70-                 800               1,300           1,500           

Central Brownfield 100               -                300               400               30                 200               7,500           7,700           7,800           -                -                -                -                400               7,800           

Central Underutilised Urban Land -                90                 -                50                 40                 -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                50                 -                

Central Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                

Central Total 100               90                 300               400               60                 200               7,500           7,700           7,800           -                -                -                -                400               7,800           

Western Brownfield 1,300           -                -                1,300           300               -                -                300               1,400           -                -                -                -                1,300           1,400           

Western Underutilised Urban Land 200               -                -                200               200               -                -                200               200               -                -                -                -                200               200               

Western Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                100               -                -                100               100               100               

Western Total 1,500           -                -                1,500           600               -                -                600               1,700           100               -                -                100               1,700           1,800           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņBrownfield 300               -                -                300               200               -                20                 200               400               -                -                -                -                300               400               

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņUnderutilised Urban Land 20                 -                -                20                 200               -                -                200               50                 -                -                -                -                20                 50                 

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņGreenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                2,100           -                -                2,100           2,100           2,100           

Ngongotaha Total 300               -                -                300               400               -                20                 400               500               2,100           -                -                2,100           2,400           2,600           

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban 2,200           -                300               2,400           700               200               7,500           8,400           10,100         -                -                -                -                2,400           10,100         

TOTAL Urban Env. Underutilised Urban Land 400               90                 -                400               700               -                -                700               500               -                -                -                -                400               500               

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                -                3,100           -                70-                 3,000           3,000           3,000           

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 2,500           90                 300               2,900           1,400           200               7,500           9,100           10,600         3,100           -                70-                 3,000           5,900           13,600         

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Combined Total

Max Infill 

or 

Redevelop

ment
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Additional plan enabled greenfield capacity within the Eastern reporting area is not modelled to be feasible 

under this market growth scenario. The achievable prices of dwellings on leasehold land would require 

much larger price growth to represent feasible development options for commercial developers under a 

house and land package sale model.  

6.3 Commercially Feasible Capacity Summary 

The commercially feasible capacity modelling has found that a share of the plan enabled capacity is likely 

to represent commeǊŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ  

In the short to medium term, just under one-third of the overall plan enabled capacity is estimated to 

represent feasible development options. A larger share of the capacity within the greenfields areas is 

estimated to be commercially feasible, excluding the areas on leasehold land.  

The largest amounts of feasible capacity within the existing urban area are estimated to occur within the 

Central reporting area, a large share of which is higher density apartment developments. The main areas 

of feasible greenfield capacity occur on the outer eastern and western urban edges of the city and 

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņΦ 

Greater shares of the plan enabled capacity within higher value areas of the existing general suburban area 

are estimated to represent commercially feasible development options. Higher achievable prices within 

these areas mean that greater shares of development are likely to be feasible. Price growth in the long 

term means that increased shares of the lower value areas area also likely to become feasible in the long 

term. This means that, while not currently feasible, some of the lower value areas within the Western and 

Eastern reporting areas are likely to potentially represent feasible development options within the long 

term. However, patterns of take up may still favour higher value locations due to the higher prices and 

margins likely to occur within these areas.  

Under the Current Prices Scenario, where the market is held constant with no growth, the only changes to 

feasible capacity in the long term occur through changes to the zoning provisions. There are some increases 

in feasible capacity within the greenfield area where additional zoned area is provided within bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 

and due to up-zoning of existing greenfield areas within the Eastern reporting area.  

Almost all of the additional greenfield area provided in the long term within the Eastern reporting area 

(beyond that zoned within the short to medium term) is estimated to not be commercially feasible for a 

house and land package development ƻǇǘƛƻƴΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻƴ ²ƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ όƭŜŀǎŜƘƻƭŘ ƭŀƴŘύΣ 

resulting in achievable sales prices that are lower than that required for the development to be 

commercially feasible. Capacity on leasehold land is also not estimated to represent feasible house and 

land package development options for commercial developers under the modelled Market Growth 

Scenario in this assessment. !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ²ƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ ŦƻǊ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ƳŜŀƴ ƭƻǿŜǊ ǇǊƻŦƛǘ 

margins (but that is likely acceptable to Wheƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 

ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎύΦ bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ ǘƻ ōŜ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜΣ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻƴ ²ƘŜƴǳŀ aņƻǊƛ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ƴƻƴ-

traditional funding models and technical/project support to meet gaps in capacity and experience. 

If a level of market growth is applied under the Market Growth Scenario, then a larger share of the plan 

enabled capacity is estimated to become feasible in the long term. In total, it is estimated that around 70% 
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of the total long term plan enabled capacity potentially represents commercially feasible development 

options.  

With market demand growth, a greater range of development options become feasible through time, with 

increasing shares of the capacity become feasible within the existing urban area. This particularly occurs 

within the Central reporting area where a significant share of the apartment redevelopment capacity is 

estimated to represent feasible development options.  

There is some estimated increase in the feasibility of infill and redevelopment acǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ 

general suburban area with market growth through time. However, this is largely limited to standalone 

dwellings where the Plan provides only limited opportunity for higher density dwelling development within 

these areas.  

An increased share of the capacity on underutilised urban land is estimated to become commercially 

feasible to develop with market growth through time. However, the feasibility of this capacity continues to 

be restricted within the Eastern reporting area due to a substantial share of this land being leasehold.  

The feasibility modelling generally suggests that a proportion of the plan enabled capacity is likely to 

represent feasible development options. There are a range of feasible options available to the market. 

Although the feasible capacity modelling does not take into account potential constraints of infrastructure 

(which are analysed within the following section), it is an important step in the analysis. It is important to 

understand though the feasibility of capacity irrespective of infrastructure because: 

i. It assesses the range of options available to the market. 

ii. Assists in distinguishing whether any potential constraint relates to the zoned provision (i.e., 

planning), or the supply of infrastructure.  

The former is critical because infrastructure constraints are applied at a catchment wide level as a function 

of total growth across the catchment, rather than being tightly tied to a specific area of zoned land. It is 

therefore important to identify whether there is flexibility through the range of feasible development 

options across the catchment for growth to occur within the infrastructure limit. The following section 

considers potential for infrastructure constraints. 
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7 Infrastructure Ready Capacity 
This section examines what amount of dwelling growth is estimated to be infrastructure 

ready. This element of the NPS-UD is central to the requirement for well-planned urban 

environments whereby infrastructure and land use provision are to be aligned, and the 

provision of infrastructure is timely so to avoid unnecessary costs. Quantifying urban 

housing capacity that is infrastructure ready also helps to determine the impact that 

planning and infrastructure are having on the capacity for growth and the affordability and 

competitiveness of the Rotorua housing market. 

Clause 3.4(3) of the NPS-UD states that development capacity is infrastructure ready if: 

a) In relation to the short term, there is adequate existing development infrastructure to support 

the development of land. 

b) In relation to the medium term, either paragraph (a) applies, or funding for adequate 

infrastructure to support development of the land is identified in a LTP. 

c) In relation to the long term, either paragraph (b) applies, or the development infrastructure to 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅΩǎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ 

(as required as part of its LTP). 

Clause 3.5 of the NPS-¦5 ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ΨǎŀǘƛǎŦƛŜŘΩ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ additional infrastructure 

to service the development capacity is likely to be available. 

7.1 Overview of Development and Additional Infrastructure  

Development infrastructure refers to network infrastructure for water supply, wastewater and stormwater 

(referred to ƘŜǊŜ ŀǎ ΨǘƘǊŜŜ ǿŀǘŜǊǎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΩύ ŀƴŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ƻǊ 

council-controlled organisation. In the case of Rotorua, three waters infrastructure is controlled by RLC and 

public land transport infrastructure is controlled by RLC, with BOPRC controlling public transport services. 

Additional infrastructure means public open space, community infrastructure, social infrastructure like 

schools and healthcare facilities, telecommunication, electricity and gas networks, and land transport that 

is not controlled by local authorities. The latter includes private roads, and land transport infrastructure 

controlled by Waka Kotahi ς bŜǿ ½ŜŀƭŀƴŘ [ŀƴŘ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ !ƎŜƴŎȅ όάb½¢!έύΦ 

Ensuring existing infrastructure networks and services are well-ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŜŘΣ ǎŀŦŜΣ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŀƴǘ ƛǎ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 

core infrastructure business. 

The key strategic priorities for RLC in relation to the three waters are to: 

¶ Provide safe and healthy water 

¶ Protect and enhance the environment 

¶ Promote efficiency and resilience for three waters infrastructure 
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¶ Enable sustainable and timely growth of the district 

While in relation to transport, road safety, sustainable funding of roading infrastructure, ensuring an 

efficient road network, changing mode demand and improved resilience are key drivers. Enabling housing 

is important for Rotorua and infrastructure is vital for supporting this strategic priority for both Te Arawa 

and Council.  

RLC operates in a financially constrained environment which requires regular trade-offs to be made 

between competing priorities. Council struggles to achieve the key priorities associated with the pressing 

issues within its means, needing to fund deferred maintenance and renewals of its infrastructure assets, 

and fund its growth and development plans. These plans are pivotal in ensuring the development of a well-

functioning urban environment that meets future housing demand, enables future employment, and 

ensures greater prosperity for the district community. It is however a challenge for Council to balance 

strategic priorities, core infrastructure service needs and regulatory requirements. 

Given the socio-economic composition of the district community it is important to keep rates affordable. 

Many within the community are already under financial pressure, which is exacerbated by the impact of 

Covid-19. Council must find other ways to generate revenue such as entering partnerships to increase 

investment in the development of the district. Central government is also providing financial assistance in 

relation to core infrastructure projects supporting housing. 

7.1.1 Three Waters Infrastructure 

Three waters infrastructure is comprised of water supply, wastewater, and stormwater. Key considerations 

in relation to the management of CouncilΩs core infrastructure includes the following: 

¶ The three waters reform will impact on how RLC delivers water services to its community 

¶ The need to ensure there is an enduring partnership with iwi so cultural values are embedded 

into the way infrastructure is managed  

¶ The impact of climate change with both increase in extreme rainfall events and drought 

duration 

¶ The resilience of infrastructure to natural hazards 

¶ Enabling growth to support quality housing 

¶ The need for greater energy efficiency and reduced greenhouse gas emissions 

¶ Sustainably funding investment in infrastructure 

To help address these challenges Master Plans have been developed for both Water Supply and 

Wastewater while a Stormwater Master Plan is currently in development. 

Water Supply 

A Water Supply Master Plan (2020) has been developed as an overarching framework to consider 

interrelated issues including consent requirements, resilience, demand management and growth.  The 

Master Plan anticipates that the central and eastern areas are where most development and growth are 

forecast to occur.  Water supply from the Central Area is forecast to accommodate this additional demand 
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if the existing conseƴǘŜŘ ǘŀƪŜ ƛǎ ǊƻƭƭŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ proposed demand management programme is 

implemented. This will mean that no new water source will be required until 2051 for the Central Area. The 

ǘǿƻ ǎǇǊƛƴƎǎ ό²ŀƛǇņ ŀƴŘ IŜƳƻύ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ !ǊŜŀ ƘŀǾŜ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ǘƘƛǎ 

additional demand if the existing consented takes are rolled over. 

Wastewater 

A key challenge for Council is managing the discharge from Rotorua Wastewater Treatment Plant.  Te Arawa 

Lakes Trust, CNI Iwi Holdings and Council are working together towards a new long term solution for the 

ŘƛǎŎƘŀǊƎŜ ƻŦ ǿŀƛ ǘņǘŀǊƛ (recovered wastewater) from the Rotorua Waste Water Treatment Plant (άWWTPέ).  

¢ƘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƻ ŀ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǳǇƎǊŀŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 

wastewater treatment plant, and the short to medium term continuation of discharging treated 

wastewater in Whakarewarewa Forest. 

In addition, the Nitrogen limit on the discharge from the Wastewater Treatment Plant has the potential to 

limit future residential growth if it is not appropriately managed or offset. Council is investigating options 

that could be used to offset the increasing load of nitrogen in the treatment plant discharge as the 

population and community grow.  

Capital works are also scheduled over the next few years to expand the capacity of the existing Rotorua 

WWTP. A Wastewater Treatment Solution for Tarawera is expected to be completed in 2024. 

Stormwater 

A significant issue for the future growth of the City is the capacity of the stormwater system to cope with 

heavy rainfall events especially when additional hard surfacing associated with anticipated growth and 

climate change are taken into consideration.  A Stormwater Master Plan is being developed which focuses 

on community based storage solutions to address these issues in part.  The first upgrades associated with 

this work are scheduled to start in late 2021 with upgrades to the Linton Park Dam.  

The ability to take forward stormwater projects is dependent on funding.  There is funding within the LTP 

which has been supplemented by central government funding (CIP and DIA).  In addition, as previously 

outlined, Council has recently applied for Infrastructure Acceleration Funding to facilitate growth related 

projects. 

7.1.2 Land Transport Infrastructure 

Council owns and manages land transport assets including over 1,000km of roads (sealed and unsealed), 

82 road bridges, 385km of footpaths, 43km of shared paths, 5,061 streetlights and 10,555 signs.  Rotorua 

has key routes that connect primary industry with the Port of Tauranga, is a tourist destination, and 

provides tourism links to Taupo, Waikato and Auckland. Rotorua Airport is regionally significant and serves 

ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎΦ 

¶ The issues for land transport include: 

¶ Maintaining long term investment in both the maintenance and renewal of the land transport 

network 

¶ Adverse impacts from forestry vehicles on road condition 
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¶ Achieving greater mode shift from cars to public transport, walking and cycling 

¶ Meeting legislation (including upcoming changes) including Road to Zero Strategy, Zero Carbon 

Act and the new Government Policy Statement on Land Transport (2021) 

¶ Ensuring the road network is resilient to natural hazards. 

Key projects include holistic development of an urban cycleway, upgrading of footpaths to cater for a range 

of users, resealing roads, replacing culverts and strengthening bridges. 

7.1.3 Additional Infrastructure 

Additional infrastructure is critical to the creation of well-functioning urban environments.  In recent years, 

Council has actively worked with Waka Kotahi to align transport planning with urban growth planning. 

There are four State Highways traversing the district. Waka Kotahi (NZTA) work in the roading network 

involves upgrades to State Highways, supporting Council in achieving modal shift through improved walking 

and cycling networks along with subsidising funding of the wider road network. 

Currently Waka Kotahi is undertaking significant upgrades on both SH5 at bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ and SH30 along Te 

Ngae Road. The overall Waka Kotahi work programme aligns well with the work being undertaken by RLC 

to support growth. 

There are 40 schools within the district. The majority are decile 1 ς 4 schools. The Ministry of Education 

has been actively involved in recent growth planning. 

There is relatively good access to open space in many parts of the city and wider district.  However, the 

quality of the open space varies greatly across the district with some exceptional open spaces such as 

Government Gardens, contrasted with some of the smaller parks often in low socio-economic areas which 

tend to be of a much lower standard.  There is also a deficit in quality sports fields. 

Council is commencing a process to develop a Play, Active Recreation and Sport Strategy to identify 

priorities and guide future provision of play, active recreation and sport facilities across the Rotorua District. 

7.2 Approach for Infrastructure Ready Capacity 

The following sets out how data has been prepared by Council and considered by M.E for this HBA, including 

ƪŜȅ ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƻ ƛƴŦƻǊƳ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǊŜŀŘȅ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ  

7.2.1 Land Transport Infrastructure 

The major growth projects for roading are included in the Waka Kotahi Programme. While land transport 

infrastructure data is available, RLC have decided to exclude Council and Waka Kotahi controlled land 

transport infrastructure from infrastructure ready capacity assessment in this first HBA in order to focus on 

the information requirements for assessing three waters infrastructure. The aim is to include land transport 

infrastructure in future HBA updates. 
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7.2.2 Three Waters Development Infrastructure 

Infrastructure master plans for each of the three waters were developed from two key inputs; the 

Infometrics 30 year projections and expected development areas. From this information infrastructure 

upgrade requirements to enable the corresponding growth were identified for the capital works 

programme which informs the infrastructure strategy.   

Once funding levels and timing are confirmed as part of the LTP, the infrastructure ready capacity for each 

of the three waters can be calculated by working back from network expansion funding to the development 

areas and additional capacity that they provide. 

The key outputs from the RLC supplied three waters infrastructure information estimated the total number 

of residential and non-residential connections served across Rotorua City. The connections capacity 

information contained capacity limits that occurred across each catchment area (Central (which includes 

Western), Eastern and bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ) as well as capacity limits that occurred at the total city level (in relation 

to the WWTP and water take consent). The information also showed the timing at which infrastructure 

would be extended geographically to each of the greenfield areas. 

M.E have applied/tested /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ against the capacity assessment in several 

key stages to limit the capacity within each area to that which is able to be supported by the existing and 

planned future infrastructure networks. It is noted that stormwater infrastructure constraints have been 

applied in the form of additional costs within the model as these are able to be mitigated, at additional 

cost, within the property or subdivision. The approach to stormwater costs is described in Section 7.3.6 of 

the Technical Report.  

M.E have undertaken additional high-level calculations on the water supply and wastewater infrastructure 

data supplied by Council to translate the amount of serviced capacity into potential additional dwellings 

able to be serviced by water supply and/or wastewater in each year, as a cross-check for the RER capacity 

assessment.  Key steps for the water supply network included:  

1. Estimate the total potential unmetered connections83 able to be sustained within each 

catchment. The total potential number of unmetered (residential) connections were estimated 

within each water supply catchment in relation to the total potential capacity of the reservoir 

and network. The maximum potential water use was calculated from the minimum of the 

consented water take and the reservoir capacity (i.e., the aspect with the greatest constraint). 

The pǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǳǎŜ όŦǊƻƳ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ the effect of water demand 

management plans) was subtracted from these limits to identify the spare capacity. The spare 

volumetric capacity was converted to potential unmetered connections based on the average 

use of the projected connections. Together, these formed the total potential unmetered 

connections.  

2. Convert potential connections to estimated dwelling capacity. The existing 2020 base year 

relationship between total dwellings and total unmetered connections84 within each catchment 

 
83 Unmetered connections also include business connections. These have been assumed to remain a constant proportion of 

connections through time and are therefore implicitly captured in the projected future capacity. 
84 The number of dwellings may exceed the number of unmetered connections as some connections serve multiple dwellings.  



 

Page | 142 

 

was identified through comparing the unmetered connections with our estimates of existing 

dwellings. These ratios were applied to the potential future connections to convert them into 

potential dwellings.  

3. Calculation of net additional dwellings. The existing dwellings were subtracted from the 

potential future dwellings to calculate the potential net additional dwellings within each 

catchment that could be supplied with water. This includes any existing surplus capacity within 

the networks as well as any further capacity added through future infrastructure investment 

included within the data.  

wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ²²¢t ǎŜǊǾŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ŀ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊŀƛƴǘ 

at the city level. High-level analysis was undertaken to estimate whether capacity within the WWTP would 

exceed the water supply capacity limits (estimated above) and therefore form a city level constraint to be 

applied within the modelling ς with only the lessor of the two water infrastructures needing to be applied 

in the RER capacity assessment.  

The WWTP serves both household and business demand and demand arising from processing water from 

environmental events (e.g., flooding). The approach identified the level of demand generated from 

projected household use to understand the level of remaining capacity. Data on observed total wastewater 

processed was compared to data on total water used across the 2018 to 2020 period. This provided an 

estimate of the share of total water supplied that would be returned for treatment at the WWTP. This share 

was applied to the projected total water use to estimate the future household WWTP demand.  

In the short to medium term (to 2026), household and business85 demand is projected to amount to less 

than half of the WWTP capacity. Significant investment is planned for 2027, increasing the capacity by 

around two thirds. Projected household demand would amount to around one-third of the total WWTP 

capacity from 2027 to 2050 by M.E/Council estimates.  

The remainder of the capacity is available to manage environmental demand that exceeds average daily 

demands such as flooding events. The WWTP has the dual function of serving demand from urban activity 

as well as having the requirement to have spare capacity to manage peak environmental events. Previous 

data shows that this demand is highly concentrated into peak events, with very large variability relative to 

baseline average urban activity demand. There have been a few instances where these have exceeded the 

²²¢tΩǎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅΣ ǊŜǎǳƭǘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ additional capacity being supplied in 2027.  

Based on the above assessment, capacity within the WWTP has not been applied as a constraint in this 

HBA, to a greater extent than the water supply capacity limits, to future dwelling growth (meaning that 

water supply capacity limits need only be considered for RER capacity). Large WWTP capacity increases 

planned in 2027 mean future capacity beyond that required for urban activity demand will exceed the 

previous peak flow demand from environmental events generated over the past 8 year data period.  

Prior to 2027, the change in the level of demand from projected urban growth is of a much smaller 

magnitude than the variability from environmental events. If the events of the same size as those creating 

a previous overflow occurred in this time period, the overflows would still occur irrespective of urban 

 
85 WWTP data includes business wastewater output. It has been assumed the ratio between household and business demand 

remains relatively constant through time and therefore business demand will grow at a similar rate to projected future household 

demand.  
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growth. For the purposes of the assessment, it has not been applied as a constraint prior to the upgrade as 

the plant capacity is able to process urban activity demand.  

In addition to the total catchment servicing limits (based on water supply infrastructure capacity), 

constraints were applied within the modelling to reflect the timing at which infrastructure networks 

(wastewater and water supply) are geographically extended to the boundary of greenfield areas. The time 

at which each greenfield area was served (at the boundary) by both wastewater and water supply was 

identified within the model from spatial infrastructure extension timing data supplied by Council. These 

were applied as limits within the model to determine when greenfield areas could contribute to RER 

capacity. If a greenfield area was estimated to be feasible in the current market, but not currently served 

by infrastructure, then it would not be able to contribute to RER capacity estimates until the year at which 

it is planned to be served by both water infrastructures.86 

The above approach provided estimated capacity limits (where applicable) that were applied to the 

commercially feasible and plan enabled dwelling capacity in the subsequent estimation of the share that is 

reasonably expected to be realised (RER capacity ς Section 8). The following section shows the direct effect 

of the timing of network extensions to service greenfield areas as an interim step to RER modelling.  

7.3 Infrastructure Serviced Greenfield Capacity 

As discussed above, capacity within each area has been limited by the timing of the geographical extensions 

of infrastructure networks to the boundary of greenfield areas. Table 7.1 shows the proportion of estimated 

plan enabled and commercially feasible capacity within greenfield areas that is within the geographic extent 

of current or planned future infrastructure networks87, independent of any catchment wide water supply 

limits that may or may not apply.  

The table shows that there is currently an estimated feasible capacity of nearly 3,000 dwellings across the 

ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ ŀǊŜŀǎ όǊŜŦŜǊ {ŜŎǘƛƻƴ сύΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƻƴƭȅ ŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ǿƛǘƘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ул ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ 

ŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ōȅ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ όάƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘέύ ƛƴfrastructure networks. In the medium term, infrastructure networks 

are planned to expand to cover most of the commercially feasible greenfield area (2,900 dwellings).  

In the long term, further zoned greenfield land is provided within the eastern and NgongƻǘŀƘņ catchment 

areas. The additional greenfield area is estimated to be commercially feasible within bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ. However, 

most of this additional area does not currently have planned infrastructure coverage in the long term, 

hence capacity there is significantly impacted by infrastructure according to the way in which infrastructure 

ready capacity must be determined under the NPS-UD.  

 
86 Note, this HBA does not take into account the timing of when on-site infrastructure is completed by the land developer. Only 

Council development infrastructure responsibilities is considered. 
87 Existing urban areas, including underutilised urban land, are within the extent of the existing infrastructure networks. 
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Table 7.1 ς Proportion of Estimated Commercially Feasible Capacity in Greenfield Areas within the 

Geographical Extent of Current and Planned Future Infrastructure Networks 

 

The effect of the above capacity limits depends on the demand projected for those locations and whether 

any shortfalls in reasonably expected to be realised and infrastructure ready capacity can be met by 

surpluses in other nearby locations (and at an affordable price).  The estimated infrastructure limits above 

have been applied within the analysis of reasonable expected to be realised capacity at both the spatial 

scale of areas covered by the extent of the network (greenfield and existing urban areas) as well as the 

application of catchment-wide capacity limits. This is discussed below. 

 Reporting Area 
 Short-Term 

(Current) 
 Medium-Term 

 Long-Term 

(Current Prices 

Scenario) 

 Long-Term 

(Market Growth 

Scenario) 

Central -                         -                       -                       -                      

Western 1,440                    1,440                   1,540                  1,550                  

Eastern 1,530                    1,530                   2,020                  2,300                  

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ -                         -                       1,100                  2,110                  

Total Urban Environment 2,970                    2,970                   4,660                  5,960                  

Central -                         -                       -                       -                      

Western 80                          1,440                   1,440                  1,440                  

Eastern -                         1,460                   2,020                  2,300                  

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ -                         -                       160                      190                     

Total Urban Environment 80                          2,900                   3,620                  3,930                  

Source:  M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model and M.E Rotorua Capacity Model 2021. Figures rounded to nearest 10. 

 Commercially Feasible Capacity with Infrastructure Coverage 

 Commercially Feasible Capacity 
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8 Serviced, Feasible & Reasonably Expected 
Capacity  

This section contains the results of infrastructure serviced, feasible and reasonably 

expected to be realised dwelling capacity estimates in the short, medium, and long term, 

ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŜǊŜ ŀǎ άw9wέ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ 

commercially feasible capacity (calculated in Section 6) that is likely to represent RER 

capacity across each time period within each of the reporting areas. They take into account 

the infrastructure constraints across the urban environment outlined in Section 7 as well 

as tƘŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ  

A detailed discussion on the approach used to model RER is contained in the supporting Technical Report. 

The approach estimates the commercially feasible development options that are likely to represent RER 

capacity. A detailed analysis of title formation and building consent data was undertaken to establish the 

ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƻŎŎǳǊǊƛƴƎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

greenfield urban environment. Levels of development were then limited by infrastructure constraints 

within each area as set out in Section 7. The RER capacity reflects the likely yields in the commercially 

feasible greenfield areas, and the corresponding levels of development across different parts of the existing 

urban environment. It is not an estimate of up-take of capacity as this is driven by demand projections by 

dwelling type, location, and price band (discussed already in Section 2.6). 

The following outlines estimŀǘŜŘ w9w ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŜŀŎƘ ǘƛƳŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ 

environment. These form the inputs into the subsequent sufficiency assessment in Section 9 of this HBA.  

8.1 Short Term Serviced, Feasible & RER Capacity 

The estimated RER capacity in the short term is shown in Table 8.1. There is an estimated, infrastructure-

served, commercially feasible RER capacity of around 1,700 additional dwellings in the short term.  

Half (50%; 800 dwellings) of the short term RER capacity is within areas of underutilised urban land88, and 

a small amount in greenfield areas. These areas typically involve larger scale development across multiple 

lots or dwelling units. RER capacity within the underutilised urban land is spread over the main suburban 

areas of the City across the Eastern, Western and bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ reporting areas. Capacity in these areas is 

all in detached dwellings due to the current District Plan site size requirements, meaning that only 

standalone dwellings are feasible to construct with a full site. 

While there is an estimated feasible capacity of nearly 3,000 dwellings within the greenfield areas, only a 

small portion is currently served by infrastructure and can therefore be included as RER capacity in the 

short term. This is located within the Western reporting area, with capacity for an additional 80 dwellings.  

 
88 Refer Figure 6.4 of the Technical Report for a map of residential land by development type. 
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The rest of the RER capacity is within the brownfield areas of the existing urban area. Approximately three-

quarters (76%) of this capacity is located within the central suburban areas of the Western and Central 

reporting areas. The remaining brownfield RER capacity is located within the Eastern (100 dwellings) and 

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ (80 dwellings) reporting areas.  

The RER capacity within Rotorua is heavily weighted toward standalone dwellings on full sites, largely due 

to the planning minimum site size requirements across the Residential 1 Zone. While this form of 

development is well established within the Rotorua market, there is limited ability for the market to move 

toward smaller, higher density dwellings due to these planning requirements across most of the general 

suburban area. There is likely to be demand among developers to construct smaller, cheaper dwellings, but 

these are not feasible to construct on larger sites.  

The assessment has found that brownfield RER capacity is limited within the Central reporting area due to 

limitations in the feasibility of capacity. A lower share of the plan enabled detached dwellings are feasible 

within the Central area than other reporting areas, flowing through into lower rates of RER. Feasibility is 

somewhat limited by the larger site size requirements across this area. It is likely that feasibility would 

improve with smaller site sizes where higher returns could occur through developing these more central 

sites at a greater density with more dwellings.  

Most of the RER capacity within the Central reporting area occurs as attached dwellings. This includes a 

mixture of lower density attached dwellings within the Residential 2 (medium density) Zone, and apartment 

dwellings within the City Centre. It is likely that, in the short term, a greater share of this will occur as lower 

density duplex/terraced housing within the Residential 2 Zone as the apartment market is not well 

established within Rotorua.  

Table 8.1 ς Short Term Serviced, Feasible and RER Urban Dwelling Capacity 

 

 Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 300                  -                   300                  

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 100                  -                   100                  

Eastern Total 400                  -                   400                  

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land -                   90                     90                     

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 30                     200                  300                  

Central Total 30                     300                  400                  

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 300                  -                   300                  

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 400                  -                   400                  

Western Total 600                  -                   600                  

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 200                  -                   200                  

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 80                     -                   80                     

Ngongotaha Total 300                  -                   300                  

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 700                  90                     800                  

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 600                  200                  800                  

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 1,300               300                  1,700               

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Reporting Area Area Type

RER Dwelling Capacity
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Table 8.2 shows that nearly one-quarter (23%) of the commercially feasible capacity and 7% of the plan 

enabled capacity is RER and infrastructure-served in the short term. The share of commercially feasible 

greenfield capacity that is RER is lower as only a small portion is currently served by network infrastructure.  

Within the brownfield areas, around 50% of the feasible detached dwellings are estimated to be RER, 

amounting to 8% of the plan enabled capacity. Lower shares of the feasible brownfield attached dwellings 

are RER due to the higher density nature of these typologies within the plan (i.e., apartments) and the 

limited establishment of this form of development within the Rotorua market. Overall, only 10% of the 

feasible attached dwellings are estimated to be RER, and 2% of the plan enabled dwellings. Although a 

reasonable proportion of these dwellings are feasible, it is less likely they will be taken up due to the limited 

operation of the apartment dwelling market. 

A key finding of testing within the RER model is that the estimated capacity of catchment level water supply 

infrastructure (and estimated city-wide capacity of the WWTP) is not constraining RER dwelling capacity in 

the short term within the urban environment, with only the timing of network extensions to the boundary 

of greenfield areas having an effect in this period (as discussed above).  

Table 8.2 ς Share of Plan Enabled and Commercially Feasible Capacity that is Infrastructure Served and RER: 

Short Term 

 

8.2 Medium Term Serviced, Feasible and RER Capacity 

There is an estimated plan enabled, commercially feasible, infrastructure served RER capacity of around 

4,800 ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ǘŜǊƳ όTable 8.3). 

Overall, this equates to around 20% of the plan enabled capacity being RER, and two-thirds (67%) of the 

commercially feasible capacity (Table 8.4).  

Around three-quarters (76%; 3,700 dwellings) of the RER capacity is estimated to occur within the 

greenfield areas and areas of underutilised urban land. The largest areas of these are within the Eastern 

ŀƴŘ ²ŜǎǘŜǊƴ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ Ƴŀƛƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ-served greenfield 

expansion. The large share of greenfield capacity within these reporting areas means that they are 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ǎƘŀǊŜ όум҈ύ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ w9w ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ term.  

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 16% 0% 15% 7% 0% 7%

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 50% 0% 50% 6% 0% 6%

Eastern Total 20% 0% 19% 7% 0% 7%

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 0% 100% 100% 0% 100% 98%

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 41% 10% 11% 4% 3% 3%

Central Total 41% 13% 14% 4% 3% 3%

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 15% 0% 15% 13% 0% 13%

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 51% 0% 51% 9% 0% 8%

Western Total 26% 0% 26% 10% 0% 10%

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 100% 0% 100% 76% 0% 76%

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 50% 0% 50% 7% 0% 7%

Ngongotaha Total 78% 0% 78% 21% 0% 19%

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 21% 55% 22% 13% 55% 14%

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 50% 10% 23% 8% 2% 5%

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 28% 13% 23% 10% 3% 7%

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Reporting Area Area Type

RER as share of Commercially Feasible RER as share of PEC
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In the medium term, nearly all of the projected feasible greenfield areas are served by infrastructure, 

resulting in a high share of the feasible capacity as RER. With the exception of the underutilised Residential 

2 Zone land within the Central reporting area, all other areas of this capacity are projected to contain 

detached dwellings.  

The remaining RER capacity of an additional 1,200 dwellings is projected to occur within the brownfield 

areas of the existing urban area. The largest shares of these are located within the Central and Western 

reporting areas. Brownfield RER capacity within the Western area consists of detached dwellings on full 

sites, while RER capacity within the Central area is nearly all in attached dwellings. There are smaller 

amounts of brownfield RER capacity within the Eastern (100 dwellings) and NgoƴƎƻǘŀƘņ (100 dwellings) 

reporting areas. 

Table 8.4 shows that overall, around two-thirds of the commercially feasible capacity is projected to be RER 

in the medium term, and 20% of the plan enabled capacity. Within this, much lower shares of the 

brownfield capacity is projected to be RER. In part, this is due to the application of current prices within the 

feasibility modelling (due to the NPS-UD requirements), meaning a lower share of the plan enabled capacity 

is projected to be feasible.  

The modelling estimates that only small shares of the higher density attached dwellings are likely to be RER 

capacity within the medium-term. This is because a high share of this capacity is within higher density 

apartment dwellings, which are not yet well-established within the Rotorua market. The brownfield 

attached dwellings RER capacity within the Central Reporting Area amounts to 20% of commercially feasible 

capacity, and 5% of the plan enabled capacity. 

Table 8.3 ς Medium Term Serviced, Feasible and RER Urban Dwelling Capacity 

 

 Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 1,700               -                   1,700               

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 100                  -                   100                  

Eastern Total 1,900               -                   1,900               

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land -                   90                     90                     

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 30                     500                  500                  

Central Total 30                     600                  600                  

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 1,600               -                   1,600               

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 400                  -                   400                  

Western Total 2,100               -                   2,100               

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 200                  -                   200                  

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 100                  -                   100                  

Ngongotaha Total 300                  -                   300                  

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 3,600               90                     3,700               

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 700                  500                  1,200               

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 4,300               600                  4,800               

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Reporting Area Area Type

RER Dwelling Capacity
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Table 8.4 ς Share of Plan Enabled and Commercially Feasible Capacity that is Infrastructure Served and RER: 

Medium Term  

 

A key finding of testing within the RER model is that the estimated capacity of catchment level water supply 

infrastructure (and estimated city-wide capacity of the WWTP) is not constraining RER dwelling capacity in 

the medium term within the urban environment. The timing of network extensions to the boundary of 

greenfield areas also has only a minor effect of reducing RER dwelling capacity in this period. 

8.3 Long Term Serviced, Feasible & RER Capacity 

This section contains the RER capacity in the long term for the Current Prices and Market Growth Scenarios 

(as discussed in Section 6). The RER capacity differs under the scenarios due to the differences in 

commercial feasibility of capacity when allowance is made for market growth.  

Again, a key finding of testing within the RER model is that the estimated capacity of catchment level water 

supply infrastructure (and estimated city-wide capacity of the WWTP) is not constraining RER dwelling 

capacity in the long term within the urban environment for either scenario. The timing of network 

extensions to the boundary of greenfield areas has a moderate effect of reducing RER dwelling capacity in 

this period (although given that infrastructure investment in this period need only be identified in the 

Infrastructure Strategy, is a minor issue that Council is likely to be able to resolve for future HBA updates). 

8.3.1 Current Prices Scenario 

Table 8.5 ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ w9w ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳ ōȅ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ 

environment. In total, there is an estimated RER capacity of around 6,100 additional dwellings. Around 

three-quarters (76%; 4,600 dwellings) of this capacity is within the Eastern and Western reporting areas as 

ǘƘŜȅ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ Ƴŀƛƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ-served greenfield capacity. RER capacity in these areas 

is entirely made up of detached dwellings due to the underlying planning minimum site size requirements 

encouraging the delivery of standalone dwellings.  

Under the Current Prices Scenario, greenfield areas and underutilised urban land account for nearly three-

quarters (72%; 4,400 dwellings) of RER capacity. The remaining capacity (1,700 dwellings) occurs within 

brownfield areas. Approximately half of the brownfield capacity is in attached dwellings within the Central 

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 100% 0% 96% 46% 0% 45%

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 60% 0% 60% 8% 0% 8%

Eastern Total 95% 0% 92% 34% 0% 33%

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 0% 100% 100% 0% 100% 98%

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 49% 20% 21% 5% 5% 5%

Central Total 49% 23% 24% 5% 6% 6%

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 100% 0% 100% 86% 0% 86%

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 61% 0% 61% 11% 0% 10%

Western Total 88% 0% 88% 34% 0% 32%

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 100% 0% 100% 76% 0% 76%

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 60% 0% 60% 8% 0% 8%

Ngongotaha Total 83% 0% 83% 22% 0% 20%

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 100% 55% 98% 60% 55% 60%

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 60% 20% 33% 9% 5% 7%

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 90% 22% 67% 31% 6% 20%

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

RER as share of PEC

Reporting Area Area Type

RER as share of Commercially Feasible
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reporting area. These are likely to be a mixture of medium density duplex/terraced housing and higher 

density apartment dwellings. However, under the Current Prices Scenario, long term uptake of apartment 

dwellings is limited by the application of 2020 market conditions where these are not well established.  

The level of RER within the existing urban area is limited under the Current Prices Scenario by no changes 

in commercial feasibility of existing capacity over the long term. Changes within the RER capacity occur 

through increased levels of uptake of currently feasible development options. These are limited by other 

factors that may prevent these development options becoming available to the market and therefore 

forming part of the RER capacity. As such, RER capacity within the brownfield areas amounts to around half 

of the commercially feasible capacity. Within detached dwellings, it is limited to 75% of the feasible 

dwellings. Within attached dwellings, RER capacity amounts to 35% of feasible capacity and 8% of plan 

enabled capacity, taking into consideration the current level of market activity within higher density 

development options.  

In total, Table 8.6 shows that around two-thirds of the commercially feasible capacity in the urban 

environment is estimated to be RER, and 21% of the plan enabled capacity. Within this, there is a decrease 

in the shares of greenfield commercially feasible and plan enabled capacity that is projected to be RER in 

comparison to the medium term. This is due to the addition of further zoned capacity that is either feasible 

and not served by infrastructure (i.e., within bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ) or not feasible due to being leasehold land (i.e., 

within the Eastern reporting area).  

Table 8.5 ς Long Term Serviced, Feasible and RER Urban Dwelling Capacity: Current Prices Scenario 

 

 Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 2,300               -                   2,300               

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 200                  -                   200                  

Eastern Total 2,500               -                   2,500               

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land -                   90                     90                     

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 40                     800                  900                  

Central Total 40                     900                  1,000               

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 1,600               -                   1,600               

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 600                  -                   600                  

Western Total 2,200               -                   2,200               

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 400                  -                   400                  

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 100                  -                   100                  

Ngongotaha Total 500                  -                   500                  

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 4,300               90                     4,400               

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 900                  800                  1,700               

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 5,200               900                  6,100               

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Reporting Area Area Type

RER Dwelling Capacity
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Table 8.6 ς Share of Plan Enabled and Commercially Feasible Capacity that is Infrastructure Served and RER: 

Long Term Current Prices Scenario  

 

8.3.2 Market Growth Scenario 

The RER capacity increases to 9,400 additional dwellings in the long term under the Market Growth 

Scenario (Table 8.7). The largest increase in capacity between the two scenarios occurs within the 

brownfield capacity as a much greater range of development options are projected to become 

commercially feasible through time with market growth. Increases in greenfield RER also occur, but to a 

lesser extent as high shares of the greenfield capacity are already feasible under the Current Prices 

Scenario.  

Under the Market Growth Scenario, 55% of the RER capacity (5,200 dwellings) is projected to occur within 

the greenfield areas and underutilised urban land, and 45% within the existing urban brownfield areas 

(4,200 dwellings). An additional 500 dwelling greenfield capacity within the Eastern reporting area is 

projected to become feasible and form part of the RER. Additional greenfield capacity is also projected to 

become feasible within the bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ reporting area, however, most of this is not planned to be served 

by infrastructure and therefore excluded from the RER capacity.  

Increases in capacity within the brownfield area occur under the Market Growth Scenario as a greater range 

of the plan enabled capacity is projected to become feasible with market growth. The largest increase is 

projected to occur within the Western reporting area, with smaller increases in the Eastern and 

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ reporting areas. Overall, the Western reporting area contains the largest amount of RER 

brownfield capacity, all of which is projected to be in detached dwellings.  

Brownfield capacity within the Central reporting area is still limited under this scenario due the minimum 

site size planning provisions that occur across most of the suburban area. The feasibility of capacity within 

these central areas would be likely to increase through providing for smaller site sizes so higher returns 

could be achieved through developing a greater number of higher density dwellings within these areas. 

Currently, the plan enabled capacity for higher density dwellings is largely concentrated into the 

commercial zones in the form of apartments, with a limited Residential 2 Zone area providing for 

duplex/terraced housing. The RER capacity of apartments, albeit higher under the Market Growth Scenario, 

is still likely to provide limited RER capacity due to the very limited nature of this market within the Rotorua 

commercial developer sector (even with allowance for some supply shifts over the long term).  

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 100% 0% 100% 38% 0% 38%

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 75% 0% 75% 9% 0% 9%

Eastern Total 98% 0% 98% 31% 0% 31%

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 0% 100% 100% 0% 100% 98%

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 62% 35% 36% 7% 8% 8%

Central Total 62% 37% 38% 7% 9% 8%

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 94% 0% 94% 82% 0% 82%

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 76% 0% 76% 14% 0% 12%

Western Total 89% 0% 89% 36% 0% 34%

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 29% 0% 29% 14% 0% 14%

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 75% 0% 75% 11% 0% 10%

Ngongotaha Total 34% 0% 34% 13% 0% 13%

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 81% 100% 81% 40% 100% 41%

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 75% 35% 48% 12% 8% 9%

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 80% 37% 68% 28% 8% 21%

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Reporting Area Area Type

RER as share of Commercially Feasible RER as share of PEC
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Under the Market Growth Scenario, it is projected that around 45% of commercially feasible capacity is 

likely to be RER and around one-third (32%) of plan enabled capacity (Table 8.8). These shares are lower 

within the existing urban brownfield areas. Under the current planning provisions, it is unlikely that the RER 

within the existing urban area would increase significantly beyond these levels. RER capacity within the 

brownfield detached dwellings amounts to 75% of feasible capacity. It is unlikely to approach 100% of 

feasible capacity due to the presence of other factors that would result in these development opportunities 

not becoming available to the market.  

Although the RER share of feasible brownfield attached dwellings is lower, at 15%, this is also unlikely to 

substantially increase due to the composition of this capacity. The modelling has shown that around 90% 

of the feasible attached dwelling capacity is in the form of apartments. There is a feasible capacity of around 

1,200 duplex/terraced housing dwellings, which are much more likely to get developed. If around three 

quarters of this feasible capacity were developed, then this would still result in around 600 apartment 

dwellings. Any further increases in the share of feasible attached dwellings as RER capacity would 

necessarily require the uptake of further apartment dwellings. This is considered unlikely to occur as this 

market is not well established and would require a large market shift over the long term.  

Table 8.7 - Long Term Serviced, Feasible and RER Urban Dwelling Capacity: Market Growth Scenario 

 

 Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 2,800               -                   2,800               

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 500                  -                   500                  

Eastern Total 3,300               -                   3,300               

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land -                   90                     90                     

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 100                  1,500               1,600               

Central Total 100                  1,600               1,700               

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 1,900               -                   1,900               

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 1,600               -                   1,600               

Western Total 3,500               -                   3,500               

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 500                  -                   500                  

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 400                  -                   400                  

Ngongotaha Total 900                  -                   900                  

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 5,100               90                     5,200               

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 2,700               1,500               4,200               

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 7,800               1,600               9,400               

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Reporting Area Area Type

RER Dwelling Capacity
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Table 8.8 - Share of Plan Enabled and Commercially Feasible Capacity that is Infrastructure Served and RER: 

Long Term Market Growth Scenario 

 

8.4 Serviced, Feasible & RER Capacity Summary 

The modelling within this section has estimated the future patterns of RER capacƛǘȅ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ 

environment. The estimates of RER capacity take into account the zoned potential, the commercial 

feasibility of development, the infrastructure capacity by location and the likely patterns of development 

across existing urban areas and greenfield urban expansion.  

The assessment has found that RER increases through time, from a total of 1,700 additional dwellings in 

the short term, to 4,800 dwellings in the medium term, to 9,400 dwellings in the long term. Changes in the 

RER occur as infrastructure networks are extended out to greenfield growth areas, and further zoned 

provision is made, with corresponding increases in uptake within the existing urban area. More capacity 

becomes feasible through time in the long term Market Growth Scenario, increasing the RER capacity.  

In the short term, there are higher shares of RER occurring within the existing urban area due to the limited 

infrastructure provision within greenfield areas and is a continuation of recent development patterns 

across the city. Most of the existing urban area RER is projected to occur in detached housing due to 

planning provisions and established market patterns. Attached housing RER is largely focused on duplex or 

terraced housing, with only small uptake within apartments. This is constrained by the small extent of the 

zoned area that effectively provides for the duplex/terraced housing, and the limited operation of the 

apartment market within Rotorua. RER within the Central reporting area is constrained by the lower 

feasibility of capacity, which is focussed on standalone dwellings on larger sites. The feasibility would be 

likely to increase in this area with an expanded provision for smaller non-apartment attached dwellings 

(e.g., duplexes/terraced housing) on smaller site sizes.  

RER capacity is modelled to increase in the medium term as more infrastructure is supplied to the feasible 

greenfield areas. There is a decrease in the share of RER occurring within the existing urban area as a result 

of greater greenfield supply, but also due to the increased level of absorption of currently feasible capacity 

where easier development options get taken up first. The medium term modelling does not allow for 

market growth, meaning the commercially feasible options available to RER reflect only what is currently 

feasible within the market.  

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Eastern Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 100% 0% 100% 45% 0% 45%

Eastern Existing Urban Brownfield 75% 0% 75% 30% 0% 30%

Eastern Total 95% 0% 95% 42% 0% 42%

Central Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 0% 100% 98% 0% 100% 98%

Central Existing Urban Brownfield 64% 15% 16% 19% 14% 14%

Central Total 64% 16% 17% 19% 15% 15%

Western Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 95% 0% 95% 95% 0% 95%

Western Existing Urban Brownfield 76% 15% 76% 40% 0% 37%

Western Total 85% 15% 85% 57% 0% 54%

Ngongotaha Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 19% 0% 19% 18% 0% 18%

Ngongotaha Existing Urban Brownfield 75% 15% 73% 36% 3% 33%

Ngongotaha Total 30% 15% 30% 23% 3% 23%

TOTAL Urban Env. Greenfield and Underutilised Urban Land 72% 100% 72% 48% 100% 48%

TOTAL Urban Env. Existing Urban Brownfield 75% 15% 31% 35% 14% 22%

TOTAL Urban Env. Total 73% 16% 45% 42% 14% 32%

Source: M.E RLDC Capacity Model 2021.

Reporting Area Area Type

RER as share of Commercially Feasible RER as share of PEC
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Within the long term, there are further increases to RER. Some additional greenfield land is supplied 

together with further increases to the infrastructure networks. However, a significant proportion of the 

additional greenfield land is not projected to be feasible due to the leasehold status (in the Eastern 

reporting area) or served by infrastructure (in the bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ reporting area).  

In the long term, the level of RER capacity within the existing urban area depends significantly on the 

modelled growth scenario. Existing urban RER capacity is limited under the Current Prices Scenario as the 

commercially feasible capacity is constrained to include only capacity that is currently feasible. The uptake 

is therefore limited as saturation of the detached dwelling capacity option is reached. Attached dwelling 

RER is also limited by the current market conditions, where uptake is mainly limited to the currently feasible 

typologies (i.e., duplexes/terraced housing). There is only small RER within the higher density apartment 

capacity as this market is not currently established within Rotorua.  

Higher levels of RER capacity occur in the long term within the existing urban area under the Market Growth 

Scenario. Greater shares of the plan enabled capacity become feasible through time, with market growth, 

meaning that greater rates of uptake can occur as RER capacity. This scenario also allows for some growth 

in the apartment market. However, this is limited to a reasonable extent (relative to the projected market 

demand shift required) and reflects only a small share of the total plan enabled development options.  

Overall, RER in Rotorua is limited by the level of infrastructure-served, feasible greenfield land, but not the 

capacity of water supply and wastewater treatment infrastructure at the catchment or city level based on 

Council and M.E estimates. The limits to greenfield capacity occur across all three time periods but is 

particularly constraining within the short term.  

RER is also limited within the existing urban area due to the existing planning provisions that apply across 

most of the general suburban areas. A relatively large minimum site size requirement prevents the delivery 

of smaller dwellings, such as duplexes or terraced housing, across much of the urban area. This constrains 

the feasibility of sites within the Central reporting area where the development of standalone dwellings on 

full sites would generate lower returns than developing sites in these Central areas to contain a greater 

number of dwellings. The minimum site size requirement is also likely to lower the potential RER that could 

ƻŎŎǳǊ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎǎ ƻƴ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ 

to be feasible and better align with demand for cheaper dwellings.  

While the overall capacity for additional dwellings within the existing urban environment is relatively large 

in comparison to demand, a high share of this capacity is for apartment dwellings. This market is not well 

established within Rotorua and is unlikely to make a sizeable contribution to meeting demand. The RER 

within the existing urban environment is limited by reasonable levels of uptake within the higher density 

apartment capacity to avoid over-reliance on this capacity.  
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9 Sufficiency of Housing Capacity 
This section assesses the sufficiency of capacity to meet future urban dwelling demand 

ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ Lǘ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ w9w ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ 

Section 8 with the demand for urban dwellings in Section 2.7. Our approach to the 

sufficiency assessment and the sufficiency results by dwelling type and location across the 

ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘΣ ƳŜŘƛǳƳΣ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳ ŀǊŜ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛned in the sub-

sections below.  

9.1 Approach 

Clause 3.2 of the NPS-UD specifies that RLC must provide at least sufficient development capacity in its 

urban environment άto meet expected demand for housing: (a) in existing and new urban areas; and (b) 

for both standalone dwellings and attached dwellings; and (c) in the short term, medium term, and long 

ǘŜǊƳέΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ŜƴŀōƭŜŘΣ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǊŜŀŘȅΣ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭȅ 

expected to be realised and include the appropriate competitiveness margin. The requirement to 

assessment sufficiency for housing development capacity is also set out in clause 3.27 of the NPS-UD. 

To test whether the Rotorua urban environment provides at least sufficient capacity to meet projected 

demand, M.E has used the outputs from the RER assessment (in Section 8). These identify the RER dwelling 

capacity that is feasible, expected to be realised and unconstrained by infrastructure limitations. This is 

then compared to the net additional demand (using the medium growth scenario), including a margin, for 

the dwellings within the urban environment. The demand includes a 20% margin in the short and medium 

term and a 15% margin in the long term. The supporting Technical Report contains additional sufficiency 

assessment tables for the high demand growth scenario.  

Sufficiency is assessed by dwelling type (detached vs. attached) by each location across the urban 

environment. An assessment of sufficiency by dwelling value band is contained within the Impact of 

Planning and Infrastructure on Future Housing Affordability section (Section 10.3) and not here. It is a more 

nuanced model of sufficiency that differs from the assessments below which compare total demand with 

total capacity, irrespective of price and whether the dwelling is for resident households or holiday homes 

or is owned or un-owned. The assessment in Section 10.3 considers the demand by non-owner households 

for dwellings at different prices based on what they can afford, compared to current and projected future 

dwelling supply by price band.  

9.2 Urban Environment Sufficiency by Type and Location 

The following sub-sections contain the sufficiency assessment results by dwelling type and location in the 

urban environment in the short, medium, and long term. The first section of each table shows the projected 

future demand for detached and attached dwellings within each location. This includes the competitiveness 

margin on demand, which is applied to the net increase in demand across the assessment time period. The 
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middle section of each table then shows the potential future dwelling estate. This includes the existing 

dwelling estate together with the RER capacity estimated in Section 8.  

The final section of the table contains the sufficiency analysis. It shows the net difference in the potential 

future estate to the future demand (with a margin). Net differences greater than zero suggest a surplus in 

capacity, while negative net differences indicate a potential shortfall in capacity.  

9.2.1 Short Term Sufficiency 

Table 9.1 Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǘŜǊƳ όн020-

2023). In total, it shows that there is a total demand for 28,260 future urban dwellings. This includes the 

existing dwelling demand (including the latent demand) and the projected future demand (including a 

demand margin). There is a total projected future dwelling estate of 26,370 urban dwellings, including 

existing and potential future dwellings. This equates to a projected total shortfall of 1,890 dwellings within 

the short term.  

Table 9.1 shows that the projected shortfall occurs across ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ Ƴŀƛƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƻ 

include the Central, Western and Eastern reporting areas. The largest shortfalls occur within the Western 

(-940 dwellings) and Central (-700 dwellings) reporting areas, with a smaller shortfall of 260 dwellings in 

the Eastern reporting area. The projected future dwelling estate matches the projected demand in 

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ, resulting in no surplus or shortfall.  

Shortfalls are projected to occur across both the detached and attached dwelling typologies. The largest 

shortfalls are projected for detached dwellings due to the higher shares of demand for this typology. 

Shortfalls are also projected to occur across the attached dwelling typologies and are due to the RER 

constraints in the type of attached dwelling capacity demanded.  

Within the short term, the shortfalls are predominantly due to limitations in the level of infrastructure 

provision within greenfield land. There is only an infrastructure-served feasible capacity for around 80 

dwellings within wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ greenfield areas (located within the Western reporting area), with sizeable areas 

of feasible greenfield land not currently served by infrastructure89. However, underutilised urban land 

(which is also commercially feasible) is currently served by infrastructure, and can meet some of this 

demand (as included within the assessment).  

Minimum site size planning requirements are also likely to contribute to the short term shortfall within the 

existing urban area. This particularly occurs within attached dwellings where demand is likely to be 

concentrated into medium density dwellings such as duplexes and terraced housing, which are less feasible 

within the current provisions.  

The inclusion of a latent demand for an additional 1,500 dwellings contributes to the projected shortfall 

within the short term. However, even if this was excluded, the shortfall would still be projected to occur, 

albeit at a smaller scale.  

 
89 The NPS-UD requires all short term RER capacity to be currently served by infrastructure. Additional areas of greenfield land are 

projected to be served by infrastructure by 2023, however, this can only be included within the medium term sufficiency 

assessment.  
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Table 9.1 ς Short Term Sufficiency of RER Dwelling Capacity - Rotorua Urban Environment 

 

9.2.2 Medium Term Sufficiency 

Table 9.2 Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀn environment in the medium term (2020-

2030). It shows that there is a projected total demand for 30,950 future urban dwellings. This includes the 

existing dwelling demand (including the latent demand) and the projected future demand (including a 

demand margin). There is a total projected future dwelling estate of 29,550 urban dwellings, including 

existing and potential future dwellings. This equates to a projected total shortfall of 1,400 dwellings within 

the medium term. 

There are projected shortfalls across most reporting areas, with the exception of the Eastern reporting 

area, where there is a projected surplus of around 700 dwellings. This is composed of a surplus of 840 

detached dwellings and a shortfall of 140 attached dwellings. There are projected shortfalls across most 

other combinations of dwelling typologies and locations.  

The projected shortfall is smaller in the medium term primarily due to the additional infrastructure 

provision within feasible greenfield areas. In the medium term, RER capacity within the feasible greenfield 

areas increases by around 2,800 additional dwellings from infrastructure extensions in the Western and 

Eastern reporting areas.  

Limitations of RER within the existing urban area are likely to be contributing to the projected shortfalls in 

capacity. Constraints in the delivery of smaller dwellings due to minimum site size requirements are likely 

to reduce RER capacity, contributing to shortfalls. This can be seen through the larger projected shortfalls 

for attached dwellings, as well as the largest shortfalls within the Central reporting area. Minimum site size 

requirements are likely to be affecting the commercial feasibility of capacity within this area, where 

feasibility is likely to increase through greater dwelling yields and increased density. Although the modelling 

shows there are feasible apartment options within this area, the apartment market is not well established 

within Rotorua and is therefore considered unlikely to contribute substantially to meeting the shortfall in 

attached dwellings even in the medium term.  

It is important to note however, that this scenario does not allow for any market growth due to the NPS-

UD requirement to use current prices in the medium term. If growth were allowed, then more capacity 

would become feasible (and therefore become RER), but it is unlikely that this would completely eliminate 

the shortfall.  

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Central 5,300      2,910      8,210      4,680      2,820      7,510      610-          90-            700-          

Western 11,990    1,000      12,990    11,270    780          12,050    720-          220-          940-          

Eastern 4,620      190          4,810      4,420      130          4,550      200-          50-            260-          

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 2,090      170          2,260      2,130      130          2,260      40            40-            -           

Total Urban Environment 24,000    4,270      28,260    22,500    3,870      26,370    1,500-      400-          1,890-      

Source:  M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model and M.E Rotorua Capacity Model 2021. Figures rounded to nearest 10. 

* Based on Greenfield and Maximum Infill or Redevelopment Capacity. Medium Growth Future. Current Prices Scenario.

 Reporting Area 

Future Urban Demand (Incl. 

Latent Demand & Margin)

Potential Future Urban 

Dwelling Estate (RER Capacity 

+ Existing Estate) *

Sufficiency (Potential 

Dwellings)
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Table 9.2 ς Medium Term Sufficiency of RER Dwelling Capacity - Rotorua Urban Environment 

 

9.2.3 Long Term Sufficiency 

The long term (2020-нлрлύ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ Table 

9.3 for the Current Prices Scenario and Table 9.4 for the Market Growth Scenario. There is a projected 

demand for 34,450 dwellings under both scenarios, although the sufficiency differs due to differences in 

the projected future dwelling estate.  

Under the Current Prices Scenario, there is a projected future dwelling estate of 30,820 dwellings, including 

existing and future potential (RER) dwellings. When compared to the projected demand, this equates to a 

shortfall of around 3,630 dwellings.  

Similar to the medium term, there is a projected shortfall across nearly all dwelling types and locations. The 

exception is the Eastern reporting area, where an overall surplus of 470 dwellings is due to a surplus of 830 

detached dwellings. The largest shortfall is projected to occur within the Central reporting area (-2,370 

dwellings) where the largest shortfall occurs in detached dwellings. The next largest shortfall (-1,310 

dwellings) is projected to occur within the Western reporting area, meaning that the shortfalls are centred 

ŀǊƻǳƴŘ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǎǳōǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ  

Table 9.3 ς Long Term Sufficiency of RER Dwelling Capacity - Rotorua Urban Environment: Current Prices 

Scenario 

 

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Central 5,770      3,320      9,090      4,690      3,060      7,750      1,080-      260-          1,340-      

Western 12,750    1,250      14,010    12,700    780          13,490    50-            470-          520-          

Eastern 5,060      270          5,330      5,900      130          6,030      840          140-          700          

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 2,300      220          2,520      2,150      130          2,280      150-          90-            240-          

Total Urban Environment 25,880    5,060      30,950    25,440    4,110      29,550    440-          960-          1,400-      

Source:  M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model and M.E Rotorua Capacity Model 2021. Figures rounded to nearest 10. 

* Based on Greenfield and Maximum Infill or Redevelopment Capacity. Medium Growth Future

 Reporting Area 

Future Urban Demand (Incl. 

Latent Demand & Margin)

Potential Future Urban 

Dwelling Estate (RER Capacity 

+ Existing Estate) *

Sufficiency (Potential 

Dwellings)

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Central 6,430      4,070      10,500    4,700      3,430      8,130      1,740-      630-          2,370-      

Western 13,150    1,760      14,910    12,820    780          13,600    340-          970-          1,310-      

Eastern 5,670      490          6,160      6,500      130          6,630      830          360-          470          

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 2,550      330          2,880      2,330      130          2,460      220-          200-          420-          

Total Urban Environment 27,800    6,650      34,450    26,340    4,480      30,820    1,460-      2,170-      3,630-      

Source:  M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model and M.E Rotorua Capacity Model 2021. Figures rounded to nearest 10. 

* Based on Greenfield and Maximum Infill or Redevelopment Capacity. Medium Growth Future. Current Prices Scenario.

 Reporting Area 

Future Urban Demand (Incl. 

Latent Demand & Margin)

Potential Future Urban 

Dwelling Estate (RER Capacity 

+ Existing Estate) *

Sufficiency (Potential 

Dwellings)
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The long term projected shortfall decreases to only 320 dwellings within the Market Growth Scenario. This 

is mainly due to the increased feasibility of development within the existing urban area, with some 

increases in feasible, infrastructure served capacity within greenfield areas.  

Under the Market Growth Scenario, the Central reporting area is the only area with a sizeable total 

projected shortfall (-1,620 dwellings). The feasibility of detached dwellings within the Central area is the 

main contributor to this shortfall. The overall shortfall is smaller than the Current Prices Scenario due to 

the reduction in the attached dwellings shortfall (and returning a minor surplus). This occurs through the 

market growth increasing the feasibility and therefore gradual growth in the uptake of higher density 

apartment dwellings.  

The RER capacity in the long term has around 850-1,500 apartments within the Central reporting area. This 

is at the upper end of the range which is considered likely to be reasonable as the apartment market would 

require a reasonably large market shift for demand to be accommodated in this way. Although Rotorua has 

a long term demand for more attached dwellings, these are much more likely to be in lower density forms, 

such as duplexes or terraced housing. The upper end of this RER range (under the Market Growth Scenario) 

at 1,500 RER apartments, relies on a market shift within the attached dwelling demand towards 

apartments. 

While all other reporting areas (excluding Central) have no sizeable shortfalls in total, all of these other 

areas have projected shortfalls in attached dwellings.  

Table 9.4 ς Long Term Sufficiency of RER Dwelling Capacity - Rotorua Urban Environment: Market Growth 

Scenario 

 

¶ The assessment has found that there are several factors that are likely to be contributing to the 

long term projected shortfalls. These include: 

¶ Planning restrictions in relation to the Residential 1 zone that require full sites with a single 

dwelling at 450m2. This reduces both plan enabled and feasible capacity (particularly within the 

Central reporting area) as it is less feasible to develop relatively large sites with only one 

dwelling. It reduces the ability of the market to deliver a greater number of smaller (attached) 

dwellings on smaller sites.  

¶ The provision of greenfield land. A large proportion of the additional greenfield land that is 

identified within the long term is on leasehold land (which is in the Eastern reporting area), 

which is not projected to be commercially feasible. 

 Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total  Detached  Attached  Total 

Central 6,430      4,070      10,500    4,770      4,110      8,880      1,660-      40            1,620-      

Western 13,150    1,760      14,910    14,140    780          14,930    990          970-          20            

Eastern 5,670      490          6,160      7,340      130          7,480      1,670      360-          1,320      

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 2,550      330          2,880      2,710      130          2,840      160          200-          40-            

Total Urban Environment 27,800    6,650      34,450    28,970    5,160      34,130    1,160      1,490-      320-          

Source:  M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model and M.E Rotorua Capacity Model 2021. Figures rounded to nearest 10. 

* Based on Greenfield and Maximum Infill or Redevelopment Capacity. Medium Growth Future. Market Growth Scenario.
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Future Urban Demand (Incl. 

Latent Demand & Margin)

Potential Future Urban 

Dwelling Estate (RER Capacity 

+ Existing Estate) *

Sufficiency (Potential 

Dwellings)
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¶ The extension of infrastructure networks within feasible greenfield areas. Some of the 

ƎǊŜŜƴŦƛŜƭŘ ƭŀƴŘ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ ƛǎ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ aŀǊƪŜǘ DǊƻǿǘƘ {ŎŜƴŀǊƛƻ ōǳǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ 

infrastructure supply identified in the Infrastructure Strategy. Although there is only a small 

ǎƘƻǊǘŦŀƭƭ ƛƴ bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņΣ ŀŘŘitional supply in this area may be able to meet some of the shortfall 

occurring within other areas. 

9.2.4 Summary of Sufficiency within the Urban Environment 

¢ƘŜ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ƻŦ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƛǎ ǎǳƳƳŀǊƛǎŜŘ ōȅ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘΣ 

medium, and long term in Table 9.5, and displayed graphically in Figure 9.1 for the total urban environment. 

As well as showing the sufficiency of RER capacity (which is constrained by infrastructure limits), the table 

also shows the sufficiency assessment using plan enabled and commercially feasible capacity (without 

infrastructure constraints). This is important because it shows the level of zoned and/or feasible 

development opportunity available to the market in the absence of infrastructure constraints, which is a 

core aspect of understanding whether there is sufficient zoned development capacity.  

Table 9.5 ς Summary of Sufficiency ς Plan Enabled, Commercially Feasible and RER Capacity by Urban 

Reporting Area 

 

The sufficiency assessment has shown that there are projected shortfalls in RER capacity across all three 

time periods. These are largest in the short term and in the long term under the Current Prices Scenario. 

However, the projected shortfall decreases to only 320 dwellings in the long term under the Market Growth 

Scenario.  

The ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ǎƘƻǊǘŦŀƭƭǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƻŎŎǳǊ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ main central areas of the Central and Western 

reporting areas. The Western reporting area shortfalls are projected to resolve in the long term under the 

Market Growth Scenario as greater amounts of the plan enabled capacity within the existing urban area is 

projected to become feasible and therefore available to RER capacity.  

The shortfalls in RER in Rotorua are due to a combination of the provision of greenfield land (with 

infrastructure constraints in the short term), as well as the ability of the existing urban area to 

accommodate the remaining required level of growth. The latter is largely due to planning restrictions in 

the minimum site size requirements, with limited ability (i.e., only within the Residential 2 Zone, which 

covers a small area) to deliver attached dwellings at a lower density than apartments (i.e., duplexes or 

terraced housing). This is a constraint as there is market demand for this already. It is also likely to adversely 

affect housing affordability. Currently, the capacity relies on quite a large uptake of apartment dwellings 

within Rotorua, which is less likely as this market is not well established.  

 Plan 

Enabled 

 

Commercially 

Feasible 

 RER 
 Plan 

Enabled 

 

Commercially 

Feasible 

 RER 
 Plan 

Enabled 

 

Commercially 

Feasible 

 RER 
 Plan 

Enabled 

 

Commercially 

Feasible 

 RER 

Central 9,070           1,460             700-               8,190           580                1,340-           8,190           770-                2,370-           8,190           6,980            1,620-           

Western 4,800           790                940-               3,780           230-                520-               2,940           1,040-            1,310-           2,940           640                20                 

Eastern 5,010           1,390             260-               4,480           860                700               5,910           530                470               5,910           1,500            1,320           

bƎƻƴƎƻǘŀƘņ 1,270           90                   -               1,010           170-                240-               2,990           560                420-               2,990           2,040            40-                 

Total Urban Environment 20,150         3,720             1,890-           17,470         1,030            1,400-           20,030         720-                3,630-           20,030         11,160          320-               

Source:  M.E 2021 Rotorua Dwelling Projection Model and M.E Rotorua Capacity Model 2021. Figures rounded to nearest 10. 

Capacity based on Greenfield and Maximum Infill or Redevelopment Capacity. Medium Growth Future.

 Reporting Area 

Short Term Sufficiency Medium Term Sufficiency
Long Term Sufficiency (Current Prices 

Scenario)

Long Term Sufficiency (Market 

Growth Scenario)
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The middle column within each time period in Table 9.5 shows that many of the projected shortfalls do not 

occur if demand is instead compared to the commercially feasible capacity. This shows that there are 

feasible development opportunities beyond the RER capacity. However, a significant share of this capacity, 

particularly within the short term and in NgoƴƎƻǘŀƘņ in the long term, occurs in feasible greenfield areas 

that do not have modelled infrastructure extensions within the time period.  

The infrastructure assessment has shown that infrastructure is not likely to be a constraint at the catchment 

level. It is only a constraint in relation to the timing of geographical extensions to greenfield areas which 

may be something that Council can resolve. This is particularly the case in the short term. 

A significant share of the commercially feasible capacity within the Central reporting area is also within 

apartments. This market is not well established within Rotorua and is therefore unlikely to represent 

significant RER capacity development options. This assumption will need to be monitored over time in case 

the market shifts faster than estimated. 

Figure 9.1 - Summary of Sufficiency ς Full Capacity Assessment vs Demand (Includes Existing Estate) ς Total 

Urban Environment 

 

To test the effect of this, the modelling considered what would be required within the existing urban 

environment to accommodate the required growth (medium + latent demand + margin) for there to be no 

shortfall. In the absence of additional greenfield land supply or relaxation of minimum site size 
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requirements, this would require a very high level of apartment uptake, which is currently considered 

unrealistic in that time period. For example, if it were assumed that 75%-100% of feasible detached 

dwellings were taken up (also an unrealistic assumption), then it would require 1,500 to 1,800 apartments 

in the short term, 1,400 to 1,700 apartments in the medium term, and 900 to 2,400 apartments in the long 

term.  
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10 Impact of Planning and Infrastructure 
This section builds on the analyses of housing demand and feasibility and sufficiency of 

capacity to provide the assessment of how RLCΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

infrastructure is likely to affect the affordability and competitiveness of the local housing 

market, as required in clause 3.23 of the NPS-UD. Underpinning this section is a discussion 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ΨŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ƭŀƴŘ ƳŀǊƪŜǘǎΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ bt{-¦5Ωǎ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ 

ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀŦŦƻǊŘŀōƛƭƛǘȅΦ Lǘ ǘƘŜƴ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊǎ Ƙƻǿ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

infrastructure may impact on housing affordability in the future and competitiveness of 

the housing market. 

That assessment takes account of the current situation with regard to the patterns of Rotorua growth and 

the evolution of the land and development market over the last two decades. Understanding the key 

influences evident in Rotorua over that period is important to distinguish between the effects of planning 

and infrastructure provision by Council and the effects of other influences on housing affordability and 

development.  

10.1 Approach to s3.23 

Clause 3.23 is a core requirement of the NPS-¦5Φ Lǘ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ŎƻǳƴŎƛƭǎ ǘƻ ŀƴŀƭȅǎŜ άΦΦƘƻǿ Χ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ 

ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦƻǊŘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƳŀǊƪŜǘΦέ 

This analysis άΦΦƳǳǎǘ ōŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ΦΦ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ΦΦ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀŦŦƻǊŘŀōƛƭƛǘȅΣ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘΣ 

and housing supply; and information about household incomes, housing prices, and rents; and price 

ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎΦέ  

Prima facie, this is a demanding economic analysis, especially at the local authority level. A key issue is that 

affordability and competitiveness are influenced by many factors, local and national, which are outside the 

ambit of council planning decisions and infrastructure. Separating the role of different factors in the past 

has been extremely difficult at the national level, let alone the district council level.  

The assessment for this HBA is necessarily forward looking ς while planning decisions and the provision of 

infrastructure have affected market conditions in the past, none of that can be changed now. At issue is 

how, from the current situation and moving forward, planning decisions and infrastructure can be expected 

to influence affordability into the future. 

To minimise the complexity arising from a need to examine the long term outlook for key aspects of the 

national economy and each regional economy, the focus here is on housing affordability and 

competitiveness and the influence of planning decisions and infrastructure ς but it is only on those matters. 

Ideally, all the other key influences on affordability and competitiveness would be held constant, to be able 

to address the question: 

ά²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻƴ ŀŦŦƻǊŘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ 

in and of themselvesΦέ 
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Otherwise, the impacts of planning and infrastructure will inevitably become conflated, as other core 

influences including interest rates, availability of finance, investment from overseas, migration, labour 

supply, materials costs, central government regulations and so on will inevitably have significant influence 

on housing prices.  

Much of the analysis required for clause 3.23 is therefore addressed in the assessment of sufficiency of 

capacity (refer Section 10). As identified in the Randerson Review90, the main impact of planning is through 

ΨǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƻǊȅ ǎǘǊƛƴƎŜƴŎȅΩ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƭy of housing to meet market demands is constrained by planning 

provisions. The most common paths are first, where there has not been sufficient land area provided for in 

appropriate locations and at appropriate times ς predominantly through not zoning enough infrastructure 

ready land in suitable locations in time for its release and development to provide enough opportunity for 

the construction sector to produce housing capacity in time to meet demands ς and second, where zoning 

provisions for the land are not sufficiently encompassing to enable the range of dwelling typologies and 

sizes which the housing market demands.  

If the assessment of sufficiency does show that there is or will be sufficient capacity for housing growth, 

including the provision for additional land for the competitiveness margins, then a priori it is to be expected 

that the key planning decisions ς provision for sufficient land area serviced by infrastructure, and provision 

for a range of dwelling typologies and size ς will have a largely neutral or net positive impact on housing 

affordability and competitiveness of the land market.  

In this regard, one key indicator of the potential effect of planning on affordability is the level of price 

increase which is required for there to be sufficient feasible and reasonably expected to be realised capacity 

to meet future housing needs. In conditions where there is sufficient land area provided for, and sufficient 

range of dwelling typology and size enabled in the Plan (including the LTP, Infrastructure Strategy and long 

term urban growth strategies), then such future price increase would indicate the maximum or upper limit 

of the effect of planning and infrastructure by itself on future affordability. This approach is appropriate to 

help ensure that planning decisions and infrastructure do not materially reduce housing affordability and 

market competitiveness. 

There is also potential for planning decisions and infrastructure to have a positive impact on affordability. 

This is predominantly where the Plan provides for dwellings which are relatively land-efficient, including 

smaller site sizes or land area per dwelling, leading to potentially lower land values per dwelling, and where 

dwelling sizes may be smaller and less costly than the average in the current market.  

That said, it is important also to not expect that planning decisions and provision of infrastructure will 

necessarily bring material improvement to the established housing affordability and competitiveness 

conditions in Rotorua. That is because the current affordability conditions have arisen from a range of 

influences, including national and international economic conditions and trends, which are likely to have 

had significantly greater impact on housing prices than have planning decisions and infrastructure. While 

there is some literature which advances the view that planning and regulation have been a principal or 

even the principal cause of the growth in housing prices world-wide, and in New Zealand, there is also 

substantial research to show the effects of planning have been much less than has been promoted ς 

including in studies relating to the development of the NPS- UDC.   

 
90 https://environment.govt.nz/publications/new-directions-for-resource-management-in-new-zealand/  

https://environment.govt.nz/publications/new-directions-for-resource-management-in-new-zealand/
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Consequently, there is not a requirement to demonstrate that RLC planning decisions and infrastructure 

provision will by themselves have sufficient influence to offset those accumulated effects.  

The appropriate focus is to ensure that planning decisions and infrastructure provision going forward are 

unlikely to have negative impacts on affordability and competitiveness. 

An important aspect is to examine the concept of thŜ /ƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ƭŀƴŘ aŀǊƪŜǘ όά/[aέύΣ ƻǊ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ōŜƛƴƎ 

ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǊŜŦƻǊƳǎΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ¦Ǌōŀƴ [ŀƴŘ aŀǊƪŜǘ όά/¦[aέύΣ 

and to consider how planning decisions may have impact on this. That consideration is to help identify a 

suitable evaluation framework (Section 10.2.3), to show whether negative impacts on affordability and 

competitiveness are likely. These matters are considered further also in the supporting Technical Report. 

10.2 Competitive Land and Development Markets (CULM) 

10.2.1 NPS-UD Provisions 

A fundamental part of the NPS-¦5 ƛǎ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ άcompetitive land and development 

marketsέΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ǎŜǘ ƻǳǘ ŀǘ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƭŜǾŜƭΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜŘ ƛƴ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ŎƭŀǳǎŜǎΥ 

Objective 2: Planning decisions improve housing affordability by supporting competitive land and 

development markets.  

Policy 1: Planning decisions contribute to well-functioning urban environments, which are urban 

environments that, as a minimum:  

d. support, and limit as much as possible adverse impacts on, the competitive operation of land and 

development markets;  

These aspects underpin the requirements set out in clause 3.23 Analysis of housing market and impact of 

planning, under which:   

1. Every HBA must include analysis of how the relevant ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ 

provision of infrastructure affects the affordability and competitiveness of the local housing market.  

3. The analysis must be informed by:  

a. market indicators, including: 

i. indicators of housing affordability, housing demand, and housing supply; and  

ii. information about household incomes, housing prices, and rents; and  

b. price efficiency indicators.  

Objective 2 sits at the highest level and has two main elements ς the expectation that planning decisions 

can contribute to improving the affordability of housing, and the related expectation that this will be 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƳŀǊƪŜǘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ άŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜέΦ ¢ƘŜ bt{-UD wording appears to 
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imply that the main apparent route through which planning decisions may improve housing affordability is 

by supporting91 markets to be competitive.  

However, as noted there are many influences on housing affordability, which include but are not limited to 

competition within the market.  

10.2.2 Defining a Competitive Urban Land Market (CULM) 

The NPS-UD itself does not contain a definition of competitive land markets, nor is there definition in the 

documents which support the NPS. However, the review of the Resource Management Act (the Randerson 

Review) does offer a useful definition, as follows:  

Defining a competitive urban land market  

126. Competitive land markets should not be thought of as a laissez-faire regulatory approach to urban 

areas. In our view, a competitive urban land market is a well-planned and well-regulated built 

environment: 

ω ōȅ ΨŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜΩΣ ǿŜ ƳŜŀƴ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƳǇƭŜ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƻŦ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ 

the result that the price of land is not artificially inflated through scarcity  

ω ōȅ ΨǿŜƭƭ-ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘΩ we mean that infrastructure and land use provision is aligned and timely provision 

of infrastructure avoids unnecessary costs  

ω ōȅ ΨǿŜƭƭ-ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘŜŘΩ ǿŜ ƳŜŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ ǳǎŜ 

are considered in decision-making, and the costs of regulation are minimised and commensurate with 

the benefits. Positive effects include economies of agglomeration*, and the benefits of proximity and 

access to urban amenities. Negative effects include pollution and effects from industry, effects of 

development on heritage and character features, traffic congestion, and infrastructure costs (where 

they are not covered by development or user charges). 

*This concept of agglomeration relates to the productivity gains of economies of scale, clustering and 

network effects. 

We have examined carefully the definition in the Randerson review, and we consider that it offers a sound 

basis for this HBA. That definition is adopted here for the assessment. 

That Review acknowledges generally how urban economies function, and how council planning may affect 

competition within the market, and that this is appropriate where the benefits of doing so are articulated 

and exceed the costs. Of particular note, it acknowledges that competition within markets is an important 

aspect, but it does not seek to place reliance for urban planning on the operation of competitive markets 

alone92. 

 
91 The term supporting ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛǘ ǇǊŜǎǳƳŀōƭȅ ŜǉǳŀǘŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ΨŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǘƻΩΣ ƻǊ ΨƘŀǾƛƴƎ ŀ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ 

ƻƴΩΦ 
92 The Randerson Review acknowledges there are some key challenges for the NPS-UD around competitive markets, noting (para 

134) that ƛǘ άΧŀŘŘǊŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘΦ Lƴ ƻǳǊ ǾƛŜǿΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǊƪ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

direction under our proposed Natural and Built Environments Act.έ (p354) 
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Importantly, it offers a straightforward definition of the term competitive - άōȅ ΨŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜΩΣ ǿŜ ƳŜŀƴ 

there is ample supply of alternative opportunities for development with the result that the price of land is 

ƴƻǘ ŀǊǘƛŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƛƴŦƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎŎŀǊŎƛǘȅΦέ That indicates the key condition to be met ς άΦΦŀƳǇƭŜ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƻŦ 

alternative opportunities for development.Φέ ς and the key effect to be avoided ς άΦΦǘƘŜ ǇǊƛŎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 

ŀǊǘƛŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƛƴŦƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎŎŀǊŎƛǘȅΦέ 

¢ƘŜ wŜǾƛŜǿ ŀƭǎƻ ƻŦŦŜǊǎ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ Ƙƻǿ ŎƻǳƴŎƛƭǎΩ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀǊŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ 

effect on housing and land prices, whicƘ ƛǘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǎ ŀǎ άregulatory stringencyέΦ 

ά5ŀǘŀ ŀƴŘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ǇǊƛŎŜǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ 

the type of development that is occurring. This is sometimes referred to in urban economics as regulatory 

striƴƎŜƴŎȅΦέ93   

While somewhat simplified, since it can be difficult to separate out the effects of regulatory stringency from 

other effects on supply and development, that approach offers a useful and practical basis for meeting the 

requirements of clause 3.23. It allows focus on the extent to which regulations affect the type and scale of 

housing development, and land prices are seen as an indication of this. And it helps place attention on local 

(district level) conditions within the control (or potential influence) of the Council in the first instance. 

Importantly, the definition in the Randerson Review is consistent with the Cabinet Minute on Objectives 

for the housing market94 ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ƻǾŜǊŀǊŎƘƛƴƎ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ 

include to: 

άпΦо /ǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǳǊōŀƴ ƭŀƴŘ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŎǊŜŘƛōƭȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘǎ ǘƻ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀƴŘ 

changing house preferences, that is competitive and affordable for renters, and homeowners, and is 

well planned and well-ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘŜŘΦέ  

These documents impose a more nuanced view of competitive land markets than has been evident in 

earlier reports such as the Signals of Under Capacity report which was very influential in the evolution of 

the NPS-UDC and indicated a closer adherence to perfectly competitive markets. 

A key feature of the definitions in both the Randerson Review and the Cabinet Minute is the expectation 

of well-planned and well-regulated markets, within which the competitive aspects of land markets would 

function. 

10.2.3 Framework for Assessing Competitive Markets 

Drawing from the above guidance, we may identify the two main arms of the CULM requirement: 

1. ŦƛǊǎǘΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ άΦΦŀƳǇƭŜ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƻŦ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦΦέ; and 

2. second, that ά..the price of land is not artificially inflated ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎŎŀǊŎƛǘȅΦέ   

 
93 Randerson Report, para 130, p353. 
94 CAB-21-MIN-0045 
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The first arm is informed by the assessment of sufficiency, to show whether there is adequate feasible 

capacity for future growth with the substantial margins which are built in as the Competitiveness Margin 

(which increases the estimated demand) and the RER concept (which reduced the estimated supply). 

The second arm can be informed by both sufficiency and the degree of choice in the market. If the 

assessment shows there is sufficient capacity, and it further demonstrates that the sufficient capacity 

includes a range of choices as to location and to dwelling type and to dwelling value, then it may be 

ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛŎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ έartificially inflated through scarcityέ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 

attributed to planning decisions or infrastructure. In this, it is important to consider the effects of the 

Competitiveness Margin which builds in a 2-year margin in the medium term (20% of 10 years) and a 3 year 

margin in the long term (15% of the final 20 year period); and the RER filter which in most instances adds 

a buffer of at least those margins again. Taking account of the time lag between identifying land for 

urbanisation, and having it serviced and development ready, demonstration of sufficiency is taken here to 

show that the price of land will not be άΦΦŀǊǘƛŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƛƴŦƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎŎŀǊŎƛǘȅΦέ  

We note that there are potentially other conditions which may contribute to scarcity which lie outside 

matters which Council can influence ς for example, constraints in construction capacity or labour, or 

ƭŀƴŘƻǿƴŜǊǎΩ ƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΩ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ ƭŀƴŘ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜΦ 

It is also important to note that competitive conditions vary through time, as the urban economy develops, 

and some opportunities become fully taken up and others emerge (especially more land for development). 

At the same time, the level of active demand also varies through time as new households arrive as 

incremental growth, their demands for housing arising and being met progressively. Moreover, the housing 

market includes existing and new dwellings, with already resident households and new arrivals having 

choice across both aspects.  

On that basis, the assessment here is informed primarily by those two arms identified in the Randerson 

definition. 

10.3 Impact of Planning and Infrastructure on Future Housing 

Affordability 

In this section, the assessment draws together the analysis set out in previous sections covering the current 

and projected values of residential properties and dwelling tenure patterns, and dwelling feasibility, and 

adds in the other major influence on housing affordability ς the possible future trends in household 

ƛƴŎƻƳŜǎΦ Lƴ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎΩ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ŘǿŜƭƭƛƴƎ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘΣ 

medium, and long term in Rotorua. This provides insight on the sufficiency of RER capacity by price band 

to meet the demand of resident non-owner households in the short, medium, and long term and helps 

determine the impact of council planning and infrastructure on housing affordability as required in clause 

3.23 of the NPS-UD.  

10.3.1 Approach 

As identified in Section 4, wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ expected future dwelling estate is estimated from the current estate, 

and the estimated additional dwellings required to accommodate the net increase in households in the 
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district. It also takes account of the apparent existing shortfall in dwelling supply, estimated at 1,500 

dwellings for this assessment. The focus is on the number of dwellings likely to be developed in each value 

band, as a key indicator of the opportunity for non-owner households to become owner households.  

Estimating the affordability of housing is relatively straightforward as a calculation, in terms of the using 

information on what households can afford to pay to compile deposits and meet mortgage commitments. 

From that, it is not difficult to calculate the price/value of dwelling which a non-owner household in each 

income band can afford to purchase ς assuming that these households have access to finance. This method 

is relatively robust, in that it reflects very closely the process which most households go through to secure 

finance from a bank or other financial institution in order to purchase a dwelling. That process is replicated 

all over the country each year as households purchase their first dwelling or seek to purchase a higher value 

dwelling. The financing perspective focuses on the debt-to-income ratio (rather than the dwelling price to 

ƛƴŎƻƳŜ Ǌŀǘƛƻύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜƴŘŜǊΩǎ ŎƻƳŦƻǊǘ ŀǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǳǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǎǘǊŜŀƳǎ ƻƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ 

rely. 

The more challenging aspects of this assessment relate to the key assumptions which must be made to 

inform the modelling, particularly the likely rate of increase (or decrease) in household incomes over time, 

as well as the future changes in the values of dwellings in the existing estate, and the new dwellings whose 

prices/values are subject to trends in land value and construction costs.  

Household Incomes 

A key influence on future affordability is the likely real growth in household income levels. This presents 

some challenge, because household incomes are not influenced strongly by council planning or the 

provision of infrastructure. However, it is important to allow for some change in household incomes 

because the strongest influence on affordability arises from the combined effects of housing price levels 

and income levels. Simply, where household incomes rise faster than housing prices, then affordability 

improves. Where incomes lag behind housing price rises, then affordability declines. Moreover, planning 

decisions affect mainly the prices of new housing since the direct path is through providing for sufficient 

land and the plan provisions which affect the cost of the housing itself.  

The base position for the assessment is that Rotorua household incomes will change in line with anticipated 

real growth at the national level, and with the regional effect identified from SNZ time series. Over the 

period since 2000, incomes in the Bay of Plenty region have increased by 2.2% per annum in real terms, 

which is faster than the New Zealand pattern (1.6% per annum). 

The latest Treasury HYEFU95 (June 2021) indicates an increase in real consumption per capita of 1.5% per 

annum in the period to 2025. Allowing for longer term income growth of that order of magnitude at the 

national level, the base case projection for the affordability assessment is for income growth of 1.8% per 

annum compounding. 

 
95 Half Year Economics and Fiscal Update. 
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Housing Costs 

The projected increase in the cost of new dwellings is based on feasibility analysis and sufficiency 

assessment, according to the increase in prices needed for enough development to be feasible, and 

expected to be realised, to meet housing demand into the long term.  

However, the assessment above (Section 9) shows that there is unlikely to be sufficient feasible capacity in 

wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ urban environment. This is because there is not sufficient RER capacity provided for. While new 

dwelling development is commercially feasible at current cost levels and current prices, the assessment 

shows there is unlikely to be enough capacity for dwellings (of appropriate types) to meet growth in housing 

demand, including to offset the current shortfall in dwelling supply. 

Part of the issue is an anticipated shortfall in infrastructure capacity to enable sufficient additional 

dwellings. Another important aspect is the provisions in the Plan which currently limit the opportunity to 

develop more than one dwelling on a lot, when there is likely to be substantial demand for duplex and 

terrace house style dwellings going forward.  

There is clear evidence of growth in housing prices in the last 2-3 years especially, with population and 

household growth estimates indicating a clear shortfall between demand for housing (in terms of dwelling 

numbers) and the numbers of new dwellings being consented. 

On that basis, planning provisions and infrastructure are shown to have placed upward pressure on housing 

prices, including through land prices for new dwellings. We have not sought to model the relationship, 

including because the recent price growth has occurred over a relatively short time period, and has 

coincided with price increases throughout New Zealand ς with consequent difficulty in distinguishing local 

impacts from national effects.  

10.3.2 Implications for Affordability 

This circumstance where only a portion of additional RER capacity is feasible without price increase, 

indicates that planning and the provision of infrastructure is likely to have a negative impact on housing 

affordability in Rotorua, until there is sufficient capacity to mean there is no supply capacity constraint 

impacting on housing prices. 

This means that on the basis of planning and infrastructure alone, housing affordability may be expected 

to decline in Rotorua. This is because housing land and other costs are likely to be pushed up by supply 

constraints, even though household incomes are expected to continue to grow in line with income trends 

at the national level, and the increasing size of the Rotorua, including any associated increase in 

employment opportunities.  

Over time, without planning and infrastructure response, housing affordability in Rotorua would decline.  

This is portrayed in Figure 10.1, where the affordability curve is shown to move progressively to the right, 

indicating reducing affordability, as household income growth does not keep pace with housing costs. 

Table 10.1 shows the indicated shortfall in housing by dwelling value band into the short, medium, and long 

terms for the total district. In the table, a shortfall is indicated where the number of non-owner resident 

households who could afford to own a dwelling in that value band is greater than the number of dwellings 

expected in the same value band. For example, there are an estimated 770 households who would be able 
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to afford (if they were non-owners) a dwelling in the $0-99,000 value band, if there were sufficient 

dwellings in 2020 (but there are not). In the higher value bands, the model indicates there are more 

dwellings in Rotorua than the resident non-owner population demands and could pay for.  

Note that the analysis is based on projected dwelling numbers in each period. These do not include a margin 

of additional dwellings. The Competitiveness Margin applies an additional 20% and 15% to projected 

demand for housing, and this is translated to feasible capacity and RER on the basis that land would be 

available for the extra dwellings, and if there was demand then the dwellings could be feasibly built.  

Figure 10.1 ς Total District Resident Housing Affordability Trends 2020-2050 ς Medium Growth Future - 

Planning and Infrastructure Cost Only 

 

bƻǘŜΥ ¢ƘŜ ŀōƻǾŜ ƎǊŀǇƘ ƻƴƭȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŀƭƭƻǿ ŦƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜǎ 

including growth in the economy, costs of labour and construction materials, migration, investment from 

overseas, consumer confidence, and availability of finance which also affect housing prices (refer Figure 

10.2 and discussed below). 

However, the comparison here examines projected demand for housing on the basis that each additional 

resident household would demand one dwelling. While the Competitiveness Margin is assumed to be in 

place as potentially available land to help keep down the price of housing, the demand projections assume 

that the projected increase in households is the actual increase, and it is not assumed that additional 

dwellings would be constructed for the notional 15% or 20% additional households.  

The value bands which show a shortfall do not indicate that households are homeless. Rather, it shows that 

for the Rotorua dwelling estate, those households for which there are not sufficient dwellings that they 

could afford are (predominantly) in private rental accommodation (or social/public housing). A significant 

number of households are non-owners, primarily in rental accommodation (around 10,700 households 
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currently, 37% of total district resident houses) and a moderate number of dwellings owned by absentee 

owners (as holiday dwellings or short term accommodation).  

Table 10.1 indicates that there are current shortfalls of dwellings in price bands less than $400,000 to meet 

the demands of non-owner resident households. This equates to a gross shortfall of 3,550 dwellings in 

those price bands relative to a gross surplus of 2,060 dwellings in price bands greater than or equal to 

$400,000. This indicates a net deficit of approximately 1,500 dwellings, which corresponds to the current 

shortfall estimated by MHUD adopted for this HBA.  The net shortfall is similar into the long term, on the 

basis that the current indicated shortfall remains. Note that this analysis focuses on shifts in affordability 

and does not take account of estimated shortfall in supply due to capacity constraints.  

Table 10.1 ς Indicated Total District Resident Housing Shortfall by Value Band ς Planning and Infrastructure 

Cost Only 

  

As noted, the shortfalls relate to dwelling ownership. Most households unable to afford to purchase a 

dwelling will rent a dwelling to live in (or seek government assistance to do so). The projected numbers 

show usually resident households in the district, on the basis that all households are in a dwelling, whether 

as owner-occupiers or tenants (renters). The key implication of the table is that the dwelling shortfall shows 

progressive change and increases faster than resident population growth over time.  

Dwelling Value 

Band ($000)
2020 2023 2030 2050

$0-99 1,530-       2,660-       2,800-       2,790-       

$100-199 1,610-       1,190-       1,150-       2,880-       

$200-299 300-           620-           440-           1,020-       

$300-399 110-           160-           240-           650-           

$400-499 10             10             50-             480-           

$500-599 30             30             40             250-           

$600-699 560           900           80             130-           

$700-799 480           630           230           100           

$800-899 320           580           890           970           

$900-999 190           390           690           760           

$1000-1099 130           190           510           890           

$1100-1199 100           100           200           960           

$1200-1299 60             70             90             780           

$1300-1399 50             80             100           770           

$1400-1499 50             50             50             240           

$1500-1599 30             40             50             260           

$1600-1699 10             40             60             110           

$1700-1799 10             30             30             50             

$1800-1899 10             10             40             80             

$1900-1999 10             10             30             80             

$2000-2199 -            10             20             110           

$2200-2399 10             10             10             40             

$2400+ -            -            10             70             

Net Outcome 1,480-       1,430-       1,520-       1,510-       

Shortfall 3,550-       4,630-       4,680-       8,200-       

Surplus 2,060       3,180       3,130       6,270       

Note: Includes 2020 estimated shortfall

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
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This indicates that with growth in household incomes, and likely upward pressure on prices attributable to 

planning and infrastructure, that would contribute to a worsening of housing affordability in Rotorua. Note 

also that the assessment relates to Rotorua District resident households only, it excludes non-resident 

households. 

10.3.3 Future Outcome with Housing Price Growth 

Nevertheless, it is important to place this indication in perspective. Figure 10.1 and Table 10.1 above show 

the indicated change where the only two influences on housing affordability are income growth, and the 

effects of planning and infrastructure (i.e., RER capacity).  That is important, as it indicates that the Rotorua 

plan context is likely to contribute to a decline in affordability.  

Moreover, when the other influences on housing prices and affordability are taken into account, the future 

outcome would likely be somewhat worse.  Over time, it is to be expected that Rotorua housing prices will 

continue to increase for a range of other reasons, including from growth in the Rotorua economy, growth 

in population, growth in employment opportunity, changes in interest rates and the availability of finance, 

and in rising construction materials costs (something that local stakeholders in the residential development 

sector have identified). Commonly, urban land values increase at least in line with the growth of the 

economy.  

Figure 10.2 ς Total District Resident Housing Affordability Trends 2020-2050 ς Allowance for Faster Land 

Price Growth 

 

Accordingly, over time unless household incomes in Rotorua increase at a faster rate than the price of 

housing then housing affordability for non-owner households in the district can be expected to decline over 

the long term. The outcome depicted in Figure 10.2 indicates a future where land prices rise faster in 

Rotorua as a result of supply constraints, modelled at 3.6% per annum compounding, compared with 2.9% 



 

Page | 174 

 

per annum in the Base Case96 (a price change faster than the growth in real incomes). This scenario can 

arise from higher price growth and/or higher demand for housing ς both would act to increase the shortfall 

over time. 

The indicated shortfall in affordable housing by dwelling value band over time is shown in Table 10.2 and 

Figure 10.3 for the total district. The difference from the previous table is clear, as housing prices would 

grow faster than household incomes, and the indicated shortfall in each value band would increase. 

Table 10.2 ς Indicated Total District Resident Housing Shortfall ς Allowance for Faster Land Price Growth  

 

 

 
96 3.6% is slightly higher than the High scenario in Table 3.10 to account for the compounding effect of a shortfall of capacity in 

Rotorua. 

Dwelling Value 

Band ($000)
2020 2023 2030 2050

$0-99 1,530-       2,660-       2,880-       3,330-       

$100-199 1,610-       1,210-       1,220-       3,420-       

$200-299 300-           630-           410-           1,220-       

$300-399 110-           170-           260-           840-           

$400-499 10             -            40-             590-           

$500-599 30             30             20             280-           

$600-699 560           850           90             190-           

$700-799 480           610           310           90-             

$800-899 320           510           650           1,450       

$900-999 190           360           660           1,140       

$1000-1099 130           180           420           870           

$1100-1199 100           130           260           760           

$1200-1299 60             110           190           840           

$1300-1399 50             90             120           530           

$1400-1499 50             60             90             610           

$1500-1599 30             70             110           440           

$1600-1699 10             50             80             350           

$1700-1799 10             30             80             230           

$1800-1899 10             20             60             110           

$1900-1999 10             10             30             180           

$2000-2199 -            20             30             110           

$2200-2399 10             10             10             140           

$2400+ -            -            10             100           

Net Outcome 1,480-       1,510-       1,570-       1,550-       

Shortfall 3,550-       4,670-       4,810-       9,960-       

Surplus 2,060       3,140       3,220       7,860       

Note: Includes 2020 estimated shortfall

Source: ME Housing Demand Model 2021
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Figure 10.3 - Indicated Total District Resident Housing Shortfall ς Allowance for Faster Land Price Growth 

 

The urban dwelling sufficiency by price band results for resident households in Table 10.2 is further detailed 

in Figure 10.4 to Figure 10.7 for the current situation and the short, medium and long term respectively.   

The graphs relate to the total district and include demand (lines) for resident houses and total dwellings 

(inclusive of the competitiveness margin). These include the estimated current shortfall, which for 

assessment we have assumed is weighted heavily (80%) to the under $400,000 value bands. The bars show 

the existing dwelling estate (supply) by price band and how this is projected to change over time, together 

with new dwellings that are RER and assumed to be built to meet district household growth in each period. 

Any remaining RER (surplus) not required to meet that demand is assumed to be not built. Supply and 

potential supply are distributed by price band based on recent and expected supply trends, and value 

changes over time. The graphs show that the price band profile of expected future supply does not 

necessarily match the price band profile of expected future demand (based on what would be affordable 

for resident first time buyers). Hence where the indicated capacity bars (built dwellings) are below the 

ΨƭƛƴŜǎΩ ƻŦ ŘŜƳŀƴŘΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴts a shortfall of dwellings that can be afforded in each time period.   

In 2020, the shortfall of dwellings affordable for non-owner resident households is estimated at 3,550 

dwellings. These lie within price bands of less than (and including) $400,000 in current (2020) prices.  While 

there is some RER (feasible and infrastructure ready) capacity in these lower price bands, it has not been 

delivered by the development market.  For those non-owner households that can afford dwellings in higher 

price bands, there is a surplus of dwellings potentially available in the market (estimated above in Table 

10.2 at around 2,060 dwellings over and above demand) (Figure 10.4).   
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Figure 10.4 ς Current (2020) Shortfall of Dwellings Affordable to Resident Non-Owner Households ς Total 

District 

 

Figure 10.5 ς Short Term (2023) Shortfall of Dwellings Affordable to Resident Non-Owner Households ς 

Total District, Allowance for Faster Land Price Growth  

 

By 2023, the shortfall of affordable dwellings for non-owner resident households increases to 4,670 for  

dwellings priced up and including $400,000 (Table 10.2 and Figure 10.5). Again, while there is RER capacity 

estimated in these price bands, not all of it is expected to be delivered, with some supply instead targeted 
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at dwellings in higher price bands (i.e., higher than non-owner residents could afford in 2023 but potentially 

affordable for existing homeowners (not graphed) and for holiday home/investor demand).97   

In the medium term (to 2030), the shortfall increases to 4,810 also for dwellings, including some priced up 

to and including $500,000 (Table 10.2 and Figure 10.6). This is despite a significant share of expected new 

supply being built in price bands more affordable to non-owner resident households. There is, however, 

very little RER capacity in the lowest price bands, and the small amount that is not expected to be delivered 

would not be sufficient to offset the expected shortfall of affordable dwellings in any case.  

Figure 10.6 ς Medium Term (2030) Shortfall of Dwellings Affordable to Resident Non-Owner Households ς 

Total District - Allowance for Faster Land Price Growth 

 

By 2050, the shortfall is larger (in keeping with growth in demand) and equates to an estimated shortfall of 

9,960 dwellings which would be affordable for non-owner resident households. The indicated shortfall is 

mainly in the lower value bands but includes shortfalls of dwellings priced over $500,000 (Table 10.2 and 

Figure 10.7).  The most significant shortfalls, as expected, fall into the price bands less than $400,000. The 

effect of the increasing value of the existing estate is clear in the long term. Positively, the new estate 

expected to be built shows higher incidence in price bands more affordable to many non-owner residents, 

but again, there is insufficient RER in the lowest price bands (even if all was delivered) to cater for projected 

future demand.  

 
97 The demand accounts for all district resident and total dwellings, but shows demand based on owning a dwelling, and that cost 

of owning is based on first home buyers across all income brackets. The graphs therefore represent the maximum / worst case gap 

between demand and supply and do not represent what is affordable to second home buyers, investors or what is affordable to 

rent.  
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Figure 10.7 ς Long Term (2050) Shortfall of Dwellings Affordable to Resident Non-Owner Households ς 

Total District - Allowance for Faster Land Price Growth 

 

10.3.4 Affordability for Owner Households 

It is also relevant to consider housing affordability for owner households. Although the focus of affordability 

assessment is firmly on non-owners, owner households have a significant role in the housing market, and 

in the further development of the dwelling estate. 

This is because households which do own a dwelling are generally able to afford that dwelling and, in many 

cases, could afford a higher value dwelling. A key reason is that with housing price rises, the value uplift 

accrues to the dwelling owner. With price inflation acting to increase their equity, many current dwelling 

owners are in a position where they could afford to shift to a more valuable dwelling. That includes new 

dwellings. Since new dwellings are generally more expensive than existing dwellings on a like-for-like basis, 

upgrades by existing owners are an important driver of new housing. This is supported by the survey of 

ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǊŀƴƪŜŘ ΨǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƘƻƳŜ ōǳȅŜǊǎΩ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ Ƴƻǎǘ 

ŎƻƳƳƻƴκǘŀǊƎŜǘŜŘ ōǳȅŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ ŦŜǿŜǊ ǊŀƴƪƛƴƎ ΨŦƛǊǎǘ ƘƻƳŜ ōǳȅŜǊǎΩ ŀǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ Ƴƻǎǘ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘ ōǳȅŜǊΦ98  One 

consequence of housing price growth is the greater incentive for developers and builders to add to the 

estate, at the same time as there is greater ability for existing owners to be able to afford those new 

dwellings.  

 
98 Refer Section 9 of the supporting Technical Report for survey findings. 
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10.4 Impact of Planning and Infrastructure on Competitiveness 

in the Housing Market 

In this section, we draw on the analysis above and the framework defined, to present findings about the 

impacts of planning and infrastructure on competitiveness in the RLC housing market. 

As identified above (section 10.2.3) we have drawn on the Randerson guidance to identify the two arms of 

assessment of competitive urban land markets. 

¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŀǊƳΣ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ άΦΦŀƳǇƭŜ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƻŦ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦΦέ is informed 

by the sufficiency assessment (Section 9). That shows Rotorua District does not have adequate feasible 

capacity, with the Competitiveness Margin and the RER included. On that basis, we conclude the first arm 

is not satisfied. 

The second arm is the evidence to show ά...tƘŜ ǇǊƛŎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀǊǘƛŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƛƴŦƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎŎŀǊŎƛǘȅΦέ  The 

analysis detailed above shows that in Rotorua there is not sufficient capacity. While there is capacity in a 

range of locations, offering some choices as to location and to dwelling type and to dwelling value, at the 

aggregate level the assessment indicates that the Rotorua housing market is likely to see the price of land 

artificially inflated through scarcity which is at least in part attributable to council planning and 

infrastructure.  On that basis, we conclude that the second arm is not satisfied. 

10.5 Other Effects on the Rotorua Market  

It is also important to consider the wider market conditions which are likely to have impacted on prices and 

competitiveness in Rotorua and will likely continue to do so. For this, we have examined the competitive 

situation in other parts of the housing sector, including the land development and housing construction 

industry where opportunity may have been affected by regulatory stringency; and the development 

patterns evident in housing construction, which may indicate the opportunity to develop a range of 

dwelling typologies and dwelling sizes and dwelling values. It is also relevant to consider the overall volumes 

of dwelling sales in the district, given that new dwellings are one component of the market, a significant 

number of sales are of existing rather than new dwellings, and purchasers have the option to draw from 

either part of the market.  

10.5.1 Residential Development Sector 

The Rotorua residential construction sector is substantial (Table 10.3). There are some 779 entities engaged 

in construction, with 2,017 persons engaged (MECs). In residential construction specifically there are 229 

entities (581 persons), in land development and subdivision 163 entities (410 persons) and in other housing 

construction and finishing some 387 entities (1,026 persons). The table shows the sector has been 

substantial throughout the last two decades at least, and the large number of entities indicates a highly 

competitive sector in the district. 

This is especially the case because the average business size is small, which suggests that there has been 

extensive choice among providers of construction services.  
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Table 10.3 ς Residential Construction Sector Rotorua District 2001-2020 

  

Based on information collected in the survey of residential construction stakeholders, many of the market 

players are developers that have broader operations across the wider mid north island area, with a small 

portion of their activity within Rotorua.  

Development activities in Rotorua were often small scale, with some survey respondents delivering less 

than 10 lots/dwelling per annum on average, and some moderately sized operations in Rotorua delivering 

between 20 and 50 on average per annum. A small share delivered 50 or more lots/dwellings on average 

per annum in Rotorua.  

The stakeholder survey results showed that no respondents were land developers only. It is not certain if 

this is representative of the current sector in Rotorua or not (it may be a result of the sample who were 

sent the survey invite (although Council identified as many contacts as they were aware of), or simply those 

that chose to respond). The Wharenui Road Development Area is a large greenfield residential 

development that got underway recently in the Eastern Reporting area, and it is understood that the 

landowner (Ngati Whakaue) is just doing the land development aspect and early stages are being marketed 

to group home builders.  

It is noted that in other districts where greenfield development is a key focus for residential growth (such 

as in Queenstown), and the areas where greenfield development is enabled are large in scale, that it is 

more likely to find stakeholders that viably operate as just the land developer.  In Rotorua, the survey 

respondents were both land developer and dwelling construction companies, which may reflect the smaller 

scale of greenfield development to date, or were just building companies. By far the majority of survey 

respondents were consultants in the residential construction sector (58%).   

10.5.2 Housing Price Trends 

Housing prices are a critical aspect of affordability. The analysis of Rotorua housing prices (Section 3.2) 

identifies how the trends in the district adhered quite closely to the national patterns, albeit with a 

Activity 2001 2010 2020 2001 2010 2020

Water & Waste & Drainage 6           6               4               76        50        15        

Waste Collection 3           3               16             20        27        25        

Waste treatment 8           14             14             28        81        72        

Residential building construction 147       192           229           279      396      581      

Other Building 21         26             26             153      111      85        

Roading & Civil 32         29             45             290      446      641      

Land Development & Subdivision & Preparation 42         47             71             78        149      183      

Concreting & Bricklaying & Roofing & Steelwork 45         41             57             134      109      149      

Plumbing & Electrical & AirCon & Fire & Other 151       173           193           524      609      595      

Plaster Carpentry Paint Tiling Glazing 117       100           138           282      291      283      

Landscape and Other 38         52             92             77        119      227      

Construction Total 593       660           849           1,816   2,229   2,743   

Construction & Utilities 610       683           883           1,940   2,387   2,855   

Residential construction 147       192           229           279      396      581      

Land Development and Subdivision 80         99             163           155      268      410      

Other Housing Construction and Finishing 313       314           387           940      1,009   1,026   

Mainstream Housing and Development 540       605           779           1,374   1,673   2,017   
Source: SNZ Business Frame 2021

Entities (Geos) Employment



 

Page | 181 

 

significant lag after 2012 before a catchup from 2016. That indicates Rotorua prices during most of the last 

two decades have been driven primarily by national-level influences.  

That said, the most recent shifts have seen Rotorua prices rising faster than the national trend, and at the 

same time the number of new dwellings consented has lagged significantly behind household growth since 

at least 2016 (see 10.5.5 below). That indicates local upward pressure on housing prices, as supply is 

currently lagging behind demand growth.   

10.5.3 Rent Price Trends 

Rotorua rent trends have been examined in Section 4.1.2. The rental sector is substantial in Rotorua. The 

usually resident households seeking longer term accommodation face some competition from holiday 

visitors seeking shorter term tenancies, and who are generally able to afford higher rentals as a 

consequence. The incidence of holiday dwellings is higher than average in Rotorua, although in the long 

ǘŜǊƳ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴ ǎŜŎǘƻǊΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƳƻǘŜƭǎΣ Ƙŀǎ ƘŀƴŘƭŜŘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ 

the visitor demand.   

Rotorua rental rates were consistently lower than the New Zealand average, throughout the period from 

2000 to 2019, and only recently have they approached the national average rentals. 

Given that Rotorua is an established regional city, we would expect mean rental levels to remain somewhat 

below the national average. The recent increase in rentals is very likely related to the increase in housing 

prices, most especially the recent pattern of new dwellings lagging behind the increase in resident 

households, indicating a supply shortfall. 

10.5.4 New Consents and Construction Activity 

The consent and new dwelling data for the past 5 years (at least) shows that the Rotorua housing 

construction sector is delivering a range of values and typologies and has a value range which is quite close 

to the New Zealand pattern (as detailed in Section 3.3). That diversity and range over an extended period 

indicates that conditions are generally competitive, with the market able to serve a range of housing needs. 

The range of values and dwelling typologies is evident in every year, indicating that construction in each 

point of the market continues to be viable.  

Importantly, there is no clear concentration of new dwellings into the middle and higher value bands, and 

away from the lower bands. One feature of new housing markets where supply is constrained is for land 

prices to rise and the construction sector focuses on delivering on higher value dwellings, to justify the 

higher land prices and maximise return for the consequently higher cost99.  

 
99 Such a pattern was evident in the Auckland market in the years leading up to the GFC, when high consumer confidence and easy 

access to finance combined to push property values significantly higher. When revaluations occurred, the value uplift was 

attributed predominantly to the land, as for the great majority of properties the dwelling (improvement value) had not changed 

since the previous valuation. Significantly higher land values, combined with high incidence of single house zoning, saw the house 

construction sector focus heavily on larger, more expensive new dwellings in order to make contracts of land plus dwelling packages 

viable. The number of small and medium sized new dwellings fell away dramatically after 2005. Even though the housing price 

inflation in Auckland was slower than for every other region in that period, the land values as a share of total value were already 

relatively high, a consequence of the greater value of lots in a large urban market.  When the Unitary Plan became operative in 

2016, its more permissive provisions enabled a wider range of dwelling sizes and values. That saw a substantial increase in smaller 
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However, the increasing margin between household growth and new dwelling consents, together with the 

uplifts in housing prices and in rental levels at the same time, points to a shortfall in supply. Since the new 

supply has been predominantly detached dwellings, that indicates a relative shortfall in attached dwellings, 

with Rotorua lagging behind the national shift in this trend and reflecting the limited opportunity for more 

intensive housing development in the Plan provisions. 

10.5.5 Household Growth, Housing Growth, and Prices 

A further key indicator is the relationship between household growth and the changes in housing capacity 

over time. This helps inform the second arm of the competitiveness question, as to whether there is 

ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎǘǊŀƛƴǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ƭŜŘ ǘƻ ά..the price of land being 

artificially inflated..έ ¢ƘŜ ƴǳƳber of dwellings built is relevant, since construction depends on the 

availability of land.   

Figure 10.8 shows the pattern of dwelling consents issued each year, and the indicated additional resident 

households in the district, over the 2000-2020 period. While new dwelling consents numbers were well 

ahead of household growth in the 2000-2010 period, since then household growth has outstripped the 

supply of new dwellings (new consents). This has been particularly the case since 2015, when household 

numbers began to increase significantly. Over the past 6 years, there has been an increase of some 2,300 

households,  while new dwelling consents have totalled just under 900. Currently, total consents are lagging 

the growth in resident households. 

Figure 10.8 ς Rotorua Household Growth and New Dwelling Consents by Type 2000-2020 

 

The graph also shows the limited diversity in dwelling typology over the period, with detached dwellings 

accounting for well over 80% of new growth.  

 
and lower value dwellings, generally additional to the existing trends in medium and large sized dwellings. It also saw a period of 

stability in Auckland housing prices.  
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The pattern of annual household growth, dwelling growth and housing price inflation is shown in Figure 

10.9. This graph draws together information on housing demand vs housing supply, and the changes in 

prices. The period 2000 to 2008 shows the lead up to the GFC, and the increase in prices in Rotorua and 

nationally (discussed in Section 3.2). The number of consents was then well ahead of the growth in 

households, indicating that housing supply kept well ahead of population change. 

In the period to 2012, consent numbers dropped substantially, and at the same time there was negative 

growth in housing prices. This pattern is expected, as consenting and building activity is closely influenced 

by housing prices (rising prices generally stimulate increases in supply).  

However, since the GFC Rotorua consent numbers have lagged behind household growth. In the period to 

2014, the difference was relatively small, and some of the shortfall may have been picked up by previously 

consented dwellings being constructed. 

However, from 2015 onwards, the shortfall has been quite clear. As noted, this period has seen significant 

growth in housing prices. Since 2015, Rotorua prices increased by around 90% in nominal terms, and 79% 

in real terms, well ahead of the New Zealand average (42% nominal, 33% real). 

Figure 10.9 ς Rotorua District Household Growth, Consents and Price Changes 2000-2020 

 

The patterns are as would be expected in the conditions:  

a. The changes in wƻǘƻǊǳŀ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ housing prices have remained fairly close to the national patterns, 

indicating that national-level influences have been the main driver of price growth (see also Figure 

3.4).  
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b. The supply response with the slow-down in consent numbers across the 2009-13 period is 

consistent with the downturn following the GFC, where consent numbers throughout New Zealand 

remained subdued.  

c. After 2012, Rotorua housing prices did not follow the national uplift. However, in 2016 and 2017 

there were substantial price increases, ahead of the national trend. At the same time, there was 

quite strong growth in household numbers, a change not matched by the number of new dwelling 

consents, and additional housing supply.  

d. Since 2016, household numbers grew by an estimated 2,080. However, over the same period, there 

have been only 798 dwellings consented, which shows a substantial shortfall. For the last 2 years, 

ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǎƘƻǊǘŦŀƭƭ Ƙŀǎ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘΣ ŀƴŘ wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǇǊƛŎŜǎ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ōȅ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ф҈ ƛƴ ōƻǘƘ 

2018-19 and 2019-20. 

e. This pattern is consistent with the anecdotal evidence and consultation among developers of 

supply constraints in Rotorua, directly affecting price levels. 

10.5.6 Housing Market Sales Activity 

The Rotorua housing market shows substantial activity.  The Ministry of Housing and Urban Development 

όάaI¦5έύ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ aŀǊƪŜǘ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ 5ŀǎƘōƻŀǊŘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ 180-250 dwellings currently being sold per 

quarter, equating to a rate of around 1.8-2.0% per annum (dwellings sold per 100 dwellings).The trend in 

Rotorua follows generally that for Waikato-Bay of Plenty, however the rates are substantially below those 

seen in Hamilton and Tauranga, and well below the most recent peak of 3% in 2017. 

This indicates a reasonable level of competition in the housing market between owners offering existing 

dwellings, and the construction sector offering new dwellings to the market.  

10.6 Price Efficiency Indicators 

Finally, we consider the Price Efficiency indicators on the MHUD Dashboard, which is a requirement of 

clause 3.23(3)(b). The Dashboard offers three price efficiency indicators relevant to housing assessment 

(housing price cost ratio, rural-urban differential, and land concentration control). 

10.6.1 Price Cost Ratio 

The first indicator is the Price Cost Ratio100 όάt/wέύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ƭƛƴƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ 

(discussed already in Section 3.4.1). The rationale for the PCR is that land value should represent no more 

than 331/3 % of total property value, which would produce a PCR of 1.50 (simply, PCR = 1/(1-LV%) ). If a 

market has an average PCR of more than 1.50, then it is deemed according to the Dashboard to be not 

performing efficiently. A PCR above this 1.5 threshold indicates άΦΦƛǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊŀƛƴǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

supply of infrastructure-serviced sections relative to demandΦέ ς generally interpreted as showing a planning 

constraint.  

 
100 National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity - Price efficiency indicators technical report: Price-cost ratios 

(hud.govt.nz) 

https://www.hud.govt.nz/assets/Urban-Development/NPS-UDC/595209f7f3/National-Policy-Statement-on-Urban-Development-Capacity-Price-efficiency-indicators-technical-report-Price-cost-ratios.pdf
https://www.hud.govt.nz/assets/Urban-Development/NPS-UDC/595209f7f3/National-Policy-Statement-on-Urban-Development-Capacity-Price-efficiency-indicators-technical-report-Price-cost-ratios.pdf
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The PCR for Rotorua in 2021 is 1.82, up from 1.25 in 2018, and its low of 0.97 in 2014. According to the 

NPS-UD guidance, this would indicate a supply constraint of new sections. 

However, the PCR has significant limitations as an overall indicator of urban markets101. One key issue is 

the selection of 331/3 % as some ideal or norm. Also, as a measure of just the land value to total value 

relationship, its main utility is to assess new housing, to show the relative contributions of land and built 

improvements to the property estate. That indicates whether the latest additions are more or less intensive 

(lower land value share) than for new developments in previous periods. 

However, when the measure is applied across whole towns or cities, then the results are dominated by 

residential properties which were developed and improved many years ago102. Even if a city is growing by 

2% per annum, its current estate will have 78+% of properties developed more than a decade ago, and well 

over half the estate developed more than 20 years ago. The general trend has been for housing to become 

more intensive over time, as plan provisions and market preferences trended toward smaller lot sizes and 

larger dwelling sizes. This means that analysis of the whole estate includes a cross-section of older 

properties with higher PCR values, and newer properties with lower PCRs. The average PCR, even with CPI 

adjustments to estimate the replacement cost of existing dwellings, must reflect that city-wide average. 

Tracking the PCR value year to year must inevitably show very small change to the average, because in the 

course of a year or 5 years, the number of new dwellings is too small to indicate a material change. The 

study for Auckland Council (2018) found it could be used to compare the relative land efficiency of new 

dwellings added to the estate each year, though not the total estate.  

Moreover, the PCR is dominated by overall shifts in the market, and not by the land efficiency of new 

dwellings. This is clear in the substantial changes in PCR values contained in the Dashboard. The shifts from 

year to year are much greater than could have been generated by new properties entering the market.  

To illustrate, the PCR calculated for Rotorua was 1.25 in 2018, which means on average that land accounted 

for around 20% of total property value. By 2020, the value was 1.80, with land accounting for around 45% 

of property value. In that time, the number of residential properties (dwellings) increased by less than 

2%103. The Rotorua change could not have been due to the effects of new properties, instead it arose from 

an estimated district-wide shift in the relative values of land and built improvements. This means that any 

PCR change over time is likely to reflect predominantly trends in valuation and revaluation, which are 

influenced by much more than current planning provisions. There are wider limitations to this PCR 

method104, and for these reasons we consider the PCR approach does not offer a robust basis for 

interpreting urban markets.  

 
101 aŀǊƪŜǘ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎǎ [ǘŘΦ [ŀƴŘ 9ŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ƻŦ !ǳŎƪƭŀƴŘΩǎ bŜǿ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ нлмо-17. Report for Auckland Council, November 2018. 
102 JDM Fairgray; Unaffordable Housing: the case against land use planning. October 2021 : New Zealand Planning Institute 
103 Based on the RDC projections. 
104 ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƭƛƳƛǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ t/w ƳŜǘƘƻŘΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ƛǘǎ ŎƻǊŜ ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎƻƳŜ ΩƛŘŜŀƭΩ ƭŀƴŘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǎƘŀǊŜΣ ōut 

more fundamentally from its built in assumptions that the current dwelling accounts for all of the value of land, and therefore that 

the current dwelling must represent the maximum development intensity possible on the land (otherwise there would be other 

factors, including potential for intensification which would influence land value. The consequent assumption that every residential 

ƭƻǘ ƛƴ ŀ Ŏƛǘȅ ƛǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ ƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŎŀǳǎŜǎ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭ ŘƛǎǘƻǊǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŀ ŎƛǘȅΩs growth 

potential if all growth must be greenfield. The research experience in New Zealand including for HBA work shows instead that well 

over 80% of already developed sites have potential for intensification.  

https://planning.org.nz/Product?Action=View&Product_id=1000085
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Even when applied to examine only new residential properties, the PCR indicator has to be applied with 

care. This is because market preferences may see new dwellings added which have relatively high PCR 

values, even though the Plan provisions enable developments with much lower PCRs.  For example, 

construction of standalone dwellings on larger lots sizes means the land value share may be around 40% 

of the final property value (PCR of 1.67). If standalone dwellings are being constructed on lots that are 

above the minimum size / implied density enabled in the Plan, and if a high share of the dwelling sales price 

is land (with the enabled densities adequately supported by local amenity/infrastructure), then this would 

indicate the land value share (and PCR) is higher as a result of factors outside of planning. 

On the other hand, if new dwellings are being constructed at the highest densities enabled by the Plan, and 

the final land value share is deemed above the benchmark indicated by the PCR, and there is demand for 

smaller lots and/or higher built intensity, then this could indicate a planning constraint, which would 

directly affect dwelling prices. 

However, a more fundamental matter is that where the PCR is high for an individual lot ς the land value 

component of a residential lot is high compared with the improvement value ς that generally indicates 

potential for redevelopment or intensification. This is because the market confers value on land according 

to its use potential, and if a property has potential to be utilised more intensively than currently, its land 

value share of total value will be relatively high ς hence a high PCR. 

In any case, the calculation of a housing PCR depends on the residential lot being already improved with a 

dwelling. The indicator is not appropriate for undeveloped lots (the PCR will approach infinity). 

Accordingly, where the average PCR value is relatively high for a city, that is an indicator that its already   

developed sites have relatively high potential for further intensification. One important aspect is that land 

ǾŀƭǳŜ ƛǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ōȅ ŀ ǎƛǘŜΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭΣ ǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ȊƻƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŜƴŀōƭŜ 

intensification can be expected to result in higher valuation for the land component of properties. In 

contrast, where developed land has limited potential for further intensification, this will also affect the 

property valuation, with land valued relatively lower if there is limited potential to intensify. 

This means that while the Price Efficiency indicators contend that a high PCR value is an indicator of under-

supply, the opposite is likely to be the case. Zone provisions which enable intensification can be expected 

to put upward pressure on the PCR indicator, such that a higher PCR indicates not a shortfall in supply, but 

rather a relatively high potential for more dwelling capacity through intensification. Hence our concerns 

about the use of the PCR at all, and about how the PCR indicator should be interpreted. 

10.6.2  Rural Urban Differential 

The MHUD Dashboard contains an indicator on the differential in land prices on either side of the rural-

urban boundary. For this indicator, the Dashboard compares land prices of standalone dwellings within 

wƻǘƻǊǳŀΩǎ urban area105 within 2 kilometres of the rural urban boundary with those of rural residential 

(lifestyle) properties outside, but within 2 kilometres, of the urban edge. The land values on a per m2 basis 

of these two groups were compared to produce a differential between the land values. Some adjustment 

has been made for distance to amenity and the charged (development contributions) infrastructure costs.  

 
105 Not necessarily the same as the urban environment defined for this HBA. 
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However, in an urban economy a substantial price differential is to be expected between urban land and 

non-urban land. Such a differential does not indicate any planning constraint. It arises because urban land 

is much more valuable on a per m2 or per ha basis as it can be utilised much more intensively than non-

urban land. That higher intensity of use and consequent higher land value is enabled by infrastructure. Its 

higher intensity of use means it may generate higher returns per hectare, with the higher land values reflect 

that higher return. The most obvious difference is in residential land, since urban land can carry many more 

dwellings per hectare than non-urban land.  

The common pattern for cities and towns is for the highest land values to occur in the centre ς the central 

place ς with values decreasing as distance from the central place increases. Higher value uses ς commerce 

and retail ς typically command the most accessible ς most central ς locations. Housing generates lower 

returns per hectare than commerce, so it commands the areas outside the centre. The infrastructure 

necessary for urban intensity levels has high scale economies, with networks focused on the centre (as the 

first location developed). This means that the urban intensity can generally be sustained only to the extent 

of the infrastructure, which is determined by the size of the economy. Accordingly, there is a substantial 

decrease in intensity at the urban/infrastructure edge. There is a corresponding significant drop in land 

value at the urban edge, as evidenced in all of the land value profiles provided in the MHUD datasets.  

This pattern is directly consistent with the dynamics of cities, where the benefits of co-location and 

concentration are greatest in the centre, and decrease with distance from that centre, while the intensity 

enabled by infrastructure is needed to best secure those benefits. One important implication is that a sharp 

differential in land value at the urban edge is indicative of an efficient urban form, where the maximum 

urban activity is sustained within the minimum urban land area, and the differential in intensity of land use 

is also sharp. In the urbanised area, a significant share of the developed land area (typically around 30% to 

40%) is taken up for roads and reserves. 

Outside of the urbanised area ς usually coinciding with the end of the urban zoning and the edge of the 

infrastructure-serviced area ς the land value profile would show a sharp drop but a further gradient, as the 

non-urban land closest to the edge has greater value than that further away because its potential for early 

urbanisation is greater. Beyond the current urban edge, land is most commonly in rural lifestyle properties, 

characterised by significantly larger land area per dwelling, limited infrastructure, and lower intensity of 

use. Land values per ha reflect this lower potential, even though individual lots are commonly of much 

higher value than smaller urban lots. The average property size, development yields and infrastructure 

costs that arise from these land use gradients account for a large share of any differential. The MHUD 

methodology controls for some effects, but it does not account for the major difference arising from 

intensity of use. Genuine rural production uses are more common as distance from the urban edge 

increases, with lower land values per ha than lifestyle lots, though commonly larger holdings. 

Importantly, the relationship between parcel size and land value shows only a weak linearity. This is 

because much of the value of an urban lot arises simply from its ability to accommodate a dwelling. Larger 

lots are more valuable, but the key matter is whether a lot is large enough to accommodate a dwelling. This 

is evident from analysis of land price curves (from the Ratings Database) from the feasibility modelling 

assessment. Urban lots typically have much higher values per m2 than lifestyle lots, hence the clear value 

differential between urban and lifestyle land. 
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Accordingly, the Rural Urban Differential indicates that the Rotorua land market is performing relatively 

efficiently.  

We note that the Rural Urban Differential is no longer listed on the MHUD Dashboard as a Price Efficiency 

indicator (from October 2021) 

10.6.3 Residential Land Concentration 

This MHUD Dashboard indicator of Land Concentration control showed substantial potential for residential 

development in the district. However, the aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅΩǎ website no longer provides this information. 

10.7 Summary of the Impact of Planning and Infrastructure 

The foregoing analysis has provided comprehensive assessment of the housing and land markets in 

Rotorua, and demand for housing from the Rotorua population. It covers all of the key aspects which the 

NPS-UD sets out. 

It shows in the current and anticipated conditions for Rotorua that Council planning and infrastructure are 

expected to have adverse impact on housing affordability and competitive aspects of the market in the 

short-medium term. The Plan does not yet provide for sufficient capacity for growth, even though there 

are opportunities in a range of locations in the district, and that is expected to place upward pressure on 

prices. 

The survey of residential construction sector stakeholders provided feedback on the impact of planning 

and infrastructure that has backed up the modelling and analysis findings of this HBA. The feedback extends 

to feedback on wider Council processes and how this impacts the development sector. Full details are 

contained in the Technical Report, but a summary of key stakeholder commentary is included below: 

Impact of Planning and Council Processes: 

Consistent feedback from the survey of residential development sector stakeholders was that there is a 

significant shortage of available (feasible) land to purchase and/or develop. Some confirmed this was a 

historical problem that had not been resolved.  

Further feedback was that the Council was restricting the delivery of more intensive housing. The survey 

highlighted the large minimum site size requirements of the District Plan Residential 1 zone as impacting 

on the ability to deliver higher density housing. The large site sizes prevent the construction of smaller 

dwellings, channelling the market into the continuation of standalone single dwellings on full sites. 

Stakeholders felt that housing affordability in Rotorua was being adversely affected by the District Planning 

requirements that hinder the delivery of smaller dwellings on smaller sites despite demand within the 

market for smaller, cheaper dwellings. 

Specifically, they raised out of date performance standards, restrictive lot area rules, lack of flood 

modelling, lack of city-wide seismic assessment, bylaws related to building in close proximity to council 

pipes that are more restrictive than other main centres, lack of standards for dealing with geothermal 

conditions, and height limits being too tight.   
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Developers have reported that Council resource consenting processes have limited the ability to deliver 

higher density attached dwellings. The consenting pathway for this typology is not well established and 

there is reported limited experience in Council in dealing with applications of this nature. These factors 

generate extended timeframes and high uncertainty for this typology, reducing its viability. 

Some residential development stakeholders said while it was not common for anticipated residential 

developments to be cancelled, they were often delayed which meant that fewer dwellings could be 

delivered in any year.  Key causes of the delays were consenting issues and changes, planning hold-ups and 

development engineering hold-ups. 

Of the factors that stood out in the survey of residential construction stakeholders on what impacted 

development and commercial feasibility, the most significant planning factors reported were council 

processes (but not council fees), provision of stormwater infrastructure, planning provisions, quantity of 

zoned land and provision of wastewater infrastructure. Significant non-planning factors included cost of 

zoned land, construction costs, uncertainty of ground conditions and availability of skilled labour.   

Impact of Infrastructure: 

Developers report infrastructure as a key issue affecting both the feasibility of development on sites and 

the presence of viable sites for development. 81% of the stakeholders surveyed reported that the cost of 

providing for stormwater infrastructure on site had a large or very large effect on commercial feasibility, 

ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŘŜŀƭ ǿƛǘƘ ŘƻǿƴǎǘǊŜŀƳ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭƻǎǎ ƻŦ 

ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ ǳǎŜŀōƭŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǎǘƻǊƳǿŀǘŜǊ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǳǎŜǎΣ ƛǎ ŀ ōƛƎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴέΦ This was second only to the 

effect of council processes on feasibility).    

¶ The additional cost associated with stormwater management requirements, and in some cases, 

wastewater, decreases the feasibility of development through increasing costs. 

¶ Many sites are physically constrained through their accessibility to infrastructure networks and the 

required setback areas from infrastructure utilities. 

Stakeholders also noted that infrastructure issues in the district are having an adverse effect on housing 

affordability. The lack of subdivided land means there is nowhere to build. If existing home-ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ŎŀƴΩǘ 

upgrade this means that they are not selling older homes that would allow first home buyers to get into 

the market. 
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PART 3 ς BUSINESS DEMAND & CAPACITY 

 














































































































































