
Auckland Prison Capacity Increase Project Fast-track Application,  

C/- Environmental Protection Authority,  

Private Bag 63002,  

Waterloo Quay,  

Wellington 6140. 

  

  

Dear Fast Track Board, 

  

This submission opposes the[planned increase in the number of prisoners at Auckland 
Prison situated in Paremoremo. I have read the submissions of the other submitters 
who are opposed to the proposal and agree with the matters they have raised. I do not 
repeat those in this submission but wish to address the previous agreement we 
understood was a binding commitment from the Government and Department of 
Correction to not increase the numbers further than had been agreed in 1988. 

  

On the 18th of October 1988, Margaret Miles and myself, Bob Leveloff representing the 
Paremoremo Ratepayers and Residents Association (PRRA),  met with the Honourable 
Geoffrey Palmer Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Justice, Don McKinnon, Deputy 
leader of the Opposition and people from the Corrections Department at Auckland 
Prison. 

  

At this meeting it was agreed that Auckland Prison would have a maximum number of 
650 prisoners. This was followed up with a letter from the Honourable Geoffrey Palmer 
on 31 October 1988 confirming this number, (letter attached). 

  

On the 18th of October 1993 we had an open meeting with the Paremoremo Residences 
which was attended by the Honourable Don Mckinnon now the Deputy Prime Minister, 
members of the Department of Corrections and members from Auckland Council 
where they confirmed the commitment not to increase the number of prisoners above 
650 inmates, (minutes attached). 

  



Since then, we have received further correspondence from the Department of 
Corrections (DoC) Chief Executive Mark Byers on 12 December 1996 (letter attached) 
saying that DoC intended to honour the Government’s commitment to the PRRA and 
local community and the number of prisoners would not be increased. 

  

In 2006 after conversations with both the Department of Corrections and Auckland 
Council it was agreed by the Paremoremo Residents and Ratepayers Association to 
allow the increase in the number to 681 prisoners on the basis that PRRA would not take 
any further action and that would remain the maximum number of prisoners. 

  

The new proposal is a breach of what PRRA understood to be a binding commitment to 
local Residents. If the new proposal is accepted what does that say about the erosion of 
trust that the Residents must feel when past commitments are not honoured. The 
Residents would have no faith going forward that any commitments will be honoured if 
the Residents make concessions believing the commitments to be binding. What this 
fast-track proposal says is that any past assurances are not worth the paper they are 
written on, and any agreements reached with Residents have not been conducted in 
good faith. 

  

We accepted a small change before after talks with the Department, but this proposed 
change almost doubles the current numbers and does not consider the significant 
impacts the proposal will have on the Residents and environment. 

  

DoC has not provided any data to show the reasons why there is the proposal of the 
increase in numbers at Paremoremo as opposed to the areas where their families are 
located.  This is something that DoC says is important to where prisons are located.  Is 
the decision to increase the numbers at Auckland Prison based solely on land 
availability rather than the other factors which should be given much more weight. Back 
in 1988 we pushed the DoC to look at new options that would be better suited to the 
needs of prisoners and their families.  They finally purchased land in Northland and 
South Auckland but nothing since in these areas.  We have requested information where 
the prisoners come from, but the Department has refused to give us these numbers. 

  

Many families have purchased property in the area thinking that the fixed figure was set 
and that there would be no increase, and highlights the importance of the binding 
commitment that the Government made. 



  

In addition, I want to reinforce my support what the other submission have said about 
the access from the Avenue to Dairy Flat Highway and the surfactant issue with local 
roads that they have highlighted. 

  

I am happy to make an oral submission in support this written submission. 

  

Kind regards 

  

Bob Leveloff 

 

 

 

  















 




