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From: suzanne beer [suzanne235@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, 12 March 2014 20:49:47
To: TCDC General Mail Address
Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name

suzanne beer

Address

5 270
auckland 1024
New Zealand

Map It

Email

suzanne235@gmail.com

My submission is:

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula and for the benefit of communities and future generations, we 
need much stronger planning regulations to protect our environment from Mining Activities. The PDP does not articulate the special 
Qualities, Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore:

I oppose any part of the Proposed District Plan (PDP) which allows Mining Activities, including underground mining, in the District, 
especially in CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I require the PDP to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit all Mining Activities in
Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape Overlays in the Section 32 Rules.

• The Objectives and Policies in Section 14 do not reflect community and biodiversity values required by the Waikato Regional Policy
Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act (HGMPA).

• I require the Plan to specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been removed without giving
adequate protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. I require the Coastal Environment Overlay to include a rule 
prohibiting all mining activities.

• The TCDC has failed to translate the ‘High Value Conservation Areas’ identified in Schedule 4 into ‘Outstanding Natural
Landscapes’ (ONL). I require the Plan to accurately protect Schedule 4 land on the Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities by 
including all identified Schedule 4 land as part of the Outstanding Landscape Overlay. 

• I am concerned that Newmont’s Mining Activity in Waihi, including broken promises and mining expansion under people’s homes without
their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to Prohibit Mining Activities under people’s homes.

• I need to be confident that the TCDC has recognised the views of tangata whenua on mining in the PDP.

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities.

• Section 37.4 Note 1 fails to provide any rules for Underground Mining Activities in affected Zones outside the access zone.

• I want the TCDC to amend Section 37.4 Table 1 of the PDP to state that all Mining Activities are Prohibited in all Zones, including
prospecting and exploration, or other such relief that has the same effect.

• I support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion.

I oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

• I want the language of in Section 14.1 (Mining Activities) to clearly state how future mining activities will have a major adverse impact on
the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel. We must acknowledge the adverse impacts of the modern 
Mining Industry on small communities. 

• I want the TCDC to remove the sentence: “The District has a long history of mining for gold and other minerals.” (p73), and instead
acknowledge that the Gold Mining boom lasted only 70 years, between 1860 and 1930, and was a small scale industry compared to the 
Mining Activities of today.

• I want the Plan to acknowledge the long term economic, social and environmental legacy of historical mining in the District and it's
detrimental effects.

• Of particular concern to me is the statement “The Plan includes provisions to enable the Council to take the presence of mineral resources
into account when assessing proposals for the subdivision, use and development of land.” (p73) Along with Section 14.2.2 this gives mining 
priority over other forms of development. I oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. I completely disagree with the intention of Section 
14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.

• The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint, where community values were assessed, has not been fully translated into the Plan and sustainable
and development and biodiversity growth are not prioritised. I support the council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values 
expressed by Coromandel communities.
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• There is no acknowledgment of the fact that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to mining, TCDC must acknowledge 

this, and that the 40 year history of the ‘No Mining’ campaign in Coromandel has contributed significantly to our Natural Character.

 
In summary: I require the plan to be amended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in all zones and overlays, or other such relief that 

has the same effect, and the language amended in Section 14 to accurately represent the history of mining and the opposition to it.

 
The special nature of the Coromandel warrants robust protection especially as there is so much economic revenue and employment 
dependent on our reputation as a clean green holiday destination. It is vital we do not allow mining into the Peninsula, as this is contrary to 

the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District.

I would like to speak to my submission. 

   No

I would consider presenting a joint case with others who have made a similar submission.

   Yes

I would like to thank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the PDP.

Yours sincerely,

  suzanne beer

Date

  12/03/2014
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From: Sandra Good [chrisnsandy@ihug.co.nz]
Sent: Wednesday, 12 March 2014 20:49:49
To: TCDC General Mail Address
Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name

Sandra Good

Address

96 Gills Rd
Auckland 2014
New Zealand

Map It

Phone

64272937642

Email

chrisnsandy@ihug.co.nz

My submission is:

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula and for the benefit of communities and future generations, we 
need much stronger planning regulations to protect our environment from Mining Activities. The PDP does not articulate the special 
Qualities, Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore:

I oppose any part of the Proposed District Plan (PDP) which allows Mining Activities, including underground mining, in the District, 
especially in CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I require the PDP to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit all Mining Activities in
Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape Overlays in the Section 32 Rules.

• The Objectives and Policies in Section 14 do not reflect community and biodiversity values required by the Waikato Regional Policy
Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act (HGMPA).

• I require the Plan to specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been removed without giving
adequate protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. I require the Coastal Environment Overlay to include a rule 
prohibiting all mining activities.

• The TCDC has failed to translate the ‘High Value Conservation Areas’ identified in Schedule 4 into ‘Outstanding Natural
Landscapes’ (ONL). I require the Plan to accurately protect Schedule 4 land on the Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities by 
including all identified Schedule 4 land as part of the Outstanding Landscape Overlay. 

• I am concerned that Newmont’s Mining Activity in Waihi, including broken promises and mining expansion under people’s homes without
their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to Prohibit Mining Activities under people’s homes.

• I need to be confident that the TCDC has recognised the views of tangata whenua on mining in the PDP.

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities.

• Section 37.4 Note 1 fails to provide any rules for Underground Mining Activities in affected Zones outside the access zone.

• I want the TCDC to amend Section 37.4 Table 1 of the PDP to state that all Mining Activities are Prohibited in all Zones, including
prospecting and exploration, or other such relief that has the same effect.

• I support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion.

I oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

• I want the language of in Section 14.1 (Mining Activities) to clearly state how future mining activities will have a major adverse impact on
the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel. We must acknowledge the adverse impacts of the modern 
Mining Industry on small communities. 

• I want the TCDC to remove the sentence: “The District has a long history of mining for gold and other minerals.” (p73), and instead
acknowledge that the Gold Mining boom lasted only 70 years, between 1860 and 1930, and was a small scale industry compared to the 
Mining Activities of today.

• I want the Plan to acknowledge the long term economic, social and environmental legacy of historical mining in the District and it's
detrimental effects.

• Of particular concern to me is the statement “The Plan includes provisions to enable the Council to take the presence of mineral resources
into account when assessing proposals for the subdivision, use and development of land.” (p73) Along with Section 14.2.2 this gives mining 
priority over other forms of development. I oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. I completely disagree with the intention of Section 
14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.
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• The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint, where community values were assessed, has not been fully translated into the Plan and sustainable 
and development and biodiversity growth are not prioritised. I support the council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values 
expressed by Coromandel communities.

• There is no acknowledgment of the fact that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to mining, TCDC must acknowledge 

this, and that the 40 year history of the ‘No Mining’ campaign in Coromandel has contributed significantly to our Natural Character.

 
In summary: I require the plan to be amended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in all zones and overlays, or other such relief that 

has the same effect, and the language amended in Section 14 to accurately represent the history of mining and the opposition to it.

 
The special nature of the Coromandel warrants robust protection especially as there is so much economic revenue and employment 
dependent on our reputation as a clean green holiday destination. It is vital we do not allow mining into the Peninsula, as this is contrary to 

the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District.

My further comments:

  Remember who you work for. Not the businesses, but the people who vote for you.

I would like to speak to my submission. 

   No

I would consider presenting a joint case with others who have made a similar submission.

   Yes

I would like to thank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the PDP.

Yours sincerely,

  Sandra Good

Date

  12/03/2014
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Submission to the proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan 

By Richard and Brenda Kelsey 
Th 

Email: jccjçco.nz 
Postal Address: Brenda and Richard Kelsey 
P.O. Box 155 
Coromandel 3543 

Phone 07 8668 306 
Mob 021 781 733 

The specific Provision of  the Proposed District Plan that our submission relates to 

The quarries in the District have been left off the planning maps and no specific zone has 
been created for them. 

Our submission is: 
We oppose the decision by council to leave quarries off the planning maps and not 
provide identification and in so protect them because: 

I) The proposed Regional Policy Statement supports access to and the identification 
of  Mineral Resources within the region. 

2) Identification of Quarries allows District Councils to determine the relative 
scarcity and potential contribution to the local economy. 

3) Identification of Quarries and providing a specific zone is essential to protect 
them against inappropriate subdivision, development and to provide adequate 
metal resources for the local community. The quarry policy areas need to be in 
place to provide for expansion and use of  the mineral resource. 

4) Quarries need to be identified, protected and allowed to continue operating and 
grow to meet the community's demands. 

The decision we seek from Council is that the Coromandel Quarry and adjoining land 
be identified and a quarry policy zone be put in place. Please see the attached maps. 

We wish to be heard in support of  our submission. 

Signatures o f  submitters: 

Richard and Brenda Kelsey 
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Coromandel Quarry and Contacting Ltd. 

Trustees in The Mc Gregor Bay Trust 

JE and CA Davies 

Date: 
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I The specific provisions o f  the Proposed District Plan that my submission relates to are: 
(please specify the Objective, Policy, Rule Map or other reference your submission relates to) 

I f  V T i ' -  1<A,PRJAI..JW 
A I  u D i ' , A r _ - r s 4 v r 1  u4 1 1 1 A 1 Z A  4 9  I 

I3nh"(  F f l 4 i *  . 3 L c  - v L ( Z P t q E t 7 l  (:3r-- - M . . . . . . . . .  
I 

....................................... 
-. 

• - # t b  "rb C 7 f 1 . L ' - L  .. . . . 
. . . . 

J 
Mysubmissionis; YWorm cs  ts -i k—(clearly 

state whether you SUPPORT ox OPPOSE specific parts.of the Proposed District Plan or wish to have amendments made, giving 
reasons for your view) 

i support LII 
oppose 

L I  the above plan provision. 

Reasons for m y  views: 

1 ;-.. - 4••• 314  
. . . . . . . . . . . .  rc1ie4&.......................... 

v 5 ' &  
- -  

The decision decision I seek from the Council is that  the provision above be: b - - P  F r 5 4  U 9  As 
M S i . 3 %  F%1 jQ,4*J 

Retained LII  Deleted L i i  Amended LI as follows: 

x' ez- i-r. t-s.s lfoo L 1  
, 

7 

I wish to be  heard in support o f  m y  submission. J 1  
Y 

L I  N 

I f  others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them a t  a hearing, L I  Y N 

Signature o f  submitter J Q  Q a t  Date 1 0  t t4. 

Person making the submission, or authorised to sign on behalf of an organisation making the submission. 

TW -, 

Please note that if you area person who conic! gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a 
submission may be limited by Clause 6 o f  Schedule i o f  the Resource Management Act 1991. 

r could gain an  advantage in trade competition through this submission. L I  Y 

If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission please complete the following: 

I am directly affected by an effect o f  the subject matter o f  the submission that - 
a) adversely affects the environment; and 

b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition. Y L I  N 

[[you requite further information about the Proposed District Plan please visit the Council ivebsite www.tcdc.govt.nz/dpr 

Page 2 of 2 
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The specJlcprovszons o j the  Proposed District Plan that my  submission relates to are: 
(please specify the Objective, Policy, Rule, Map or other reference your submission relates to) 
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My submission is: . . . . 
(clearly state whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the Proposed District Plan or wish to have amendments made, giving 
reasons for your view) 

i support L i  
oppose LII the above plan provision. 

Reasons for  m y  views: 
- 0 

OPP5&-i 
c 1  , , oP j 'M c - s  s A131f, 

_ _ _ _ _  
1 i ç  - •_ p ,. . . 

I l i s r _ i p - c r j o , 4  j-c q-r je ,  3EtYr'-f. 
r - 
L.!IPR5_-J 
The decision I s e e k  from the Council is that  the provision above be: 

Retained Deleted LII Amended 0 as follows: 

iaris 

I wish to be  heard in support o f  my submission. Y 2N 

I f  others make a similar submission, I wi l l  consider presenting a joint case with them a t  a hearing. LII 
Y 

L I  N 

Signature o f  submitter Date 

Person making the submission, or authorised to sign on behalf of an organisation waking the submission. 

Please note that i f  you are aperson who could gain on advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a 
submission may he limited by Clause 6 of Schedule i of the Resource Man ogementAct 1991. 

I could gain an  advantage in trade competition through this submission. L I  Y N 

If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission please complete the following: 

I am directly affected by an effect o f  the subject matter o f  the submission that  - 
a) adversely affects the environment; and 
h) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition. 

L 1 Y  L I  N 

I f  you require ji.irtlwr information about the Proposed District Plan please visit the Council website ww'w.tcdc.govt.nz/dpr 

Page 2 o[2 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: I 
Address: 

Phone: Email: 

Given t h e  outs tanding l andscapes  a n d  ecology of  t he  Coromandel  Peninsula a n d  for the 
benefit  of  communit ies  and  future generat ions,  w e  need  much  s t ronge r  planning 

regulations to  protect  o u r  environment  from Mining Activities. The POP d o e s  no t  articulate 
the  specia l  Qualities, Values and  Natural Character  of  t he  Coromandel  Peninsula,  therefore: 

I oppose  any part of  the Proposed District Plan (POP) which allows Mining 
in the District. especially in 

CONSERVATION, COASTAL. RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

I require the PDP to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays in the Section 32 Rules, 

• The Objectives and Policies in Section 14 do not reflect community and biodiversity values required by the 
Waikato Regional Policy Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Hauraki Gulf Marine 
Park Act (HGMPA). 

• I require the Plan to specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been 
removed without giving adequate protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. I require 
the Coastal Environment Overlay to include a rule prohibiting all mining activities. 

• The TCDC has failed to translate the 'High Value Conservation Areas' identified in Schedule 4 into 
Outstanding Natural Landscapes' (ONL). I require the Plan to accurately protect Schedule 4 land on the 
Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities by including all identified Schedule 4 land within the 
Conservation Zone and classifying mining activities as prohibited activities. 

• I am concerned that Newmont's Mining Activity in Waihi, including broken promises and mining expansion 
under people's homes without their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to 
Prohibit Mining Activities under people's homes. 

• I need to be confident that the TCDC has recognised the views of tangata whenua on mining in the PDP. 

I oppose  Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

• Section 37.4 Note 1 fails to provide any rules for Underground Mining Activities in affected Zones outside the 

access zone. 

• I want the TCDC to amend Section 37.4 Table 1 of the PDP to state that all Mining .Activities are Prohibited 
in all Zones including prospecting and exploration, or other such relief that has the same effect. 

1 support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 

Submission 498

Page 2048



Lp1)ose Section 14 - Mining Activities. 

• I  want the language of in Section 14.1 (Mining Activities) to clearly state how future mining activities will have 
a major adverse impact on the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel. We 
must acknowledge the adverse impacts of the modern Mining Industry on small communities. 

• I want the TCDC to remove the sentence: "The District has a long history of mining for gold and other 
minerals." (p73), and instead acknowledge that the Gold Mining boom lasted only 70 years, between 1860 
and 1930, and was a small scale industry compared to the Mining Activities of today. 

• I want the Plan to acknowledge the long term economic, social and environmental legacy and the detrimental 
effects of historical mining in the District. 

Of particular concern to me is the statement "The Plan includes provisions to enable the Council to take the 
presence of mineral resources into account when assessing proposals for the subdivision, use and 
development of land." (p73) Along with Section 14.2.2 this gives mining priority over other forms of 
development. I oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. I completely disagree with the intention of 
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values. 

• The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint, where community values were assessed, has not been fully translated 
into the Plan and sustainable and development and biodiversity growth are not prioritised. I support the 
council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities. 

• There is no acknowledgment of the fact that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to mining, 
TCDC must acknowledge this, and that the 40 year history of the 'No Mining' campaign in Coromandel has 
contributed significantly to our Natural Character. 

In summary: I require the plan to be amended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in all zones and 
overlays, or other such relief that has the same effect, and the language amended in Section 14 to accurately 

f l [ser1t  the history o f  mining and the opposition to it. 

The special nature of the Coromandel warrants robust protection especially as there is so 
much economic revenue and employment dependent on our reputation as a clean green 

holiday destination. It is vital we do not allow mining into the Peninsula, as this is contrary 
to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District. 

My further comments: 

-I 

• I would like to speak to my submission. 
I would consider presenting a joint case with others who have made a similar submission. 
I would like to thank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the PDP. 

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: Date: 
/1, 
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Submission on the Thames Coromandel District Council Proposed District Plan 2014 

Name Adele Smaill 
Postal Address 903 Purangi Road, Cooks Beach, RD1, Whitianga 3591 

Email smylla@slingshot.co.nz 
Telephone 07-8664551 

I believe that the Thames Coromandel District Council (TCDC) Proposed District Plan (POP) needs to 
prioritise the protection of the Districts biodiversity values over the ambitions of development. 

Without clean air, water and seas; healthy ecosystems and undamaged landscapes many of the 
'development' ambitions will be compromised as will the long-term health of the communities. 

The Council is charged with this responsibility under the Resource Management Act 1991. 

Specific points that I oppose in the plan: 
- 

Changes Sought: 
Section 14: It seems that mineral extraction Remove requirements to restrict other activities in 
is being promoted at the expense of any preference to as yet unknown mineral deposits. 
other industry/development. Include Amenity Overlay in Policy la. 
Amenity areas are not afforded adequate 
protection. 

Section 32:1 believe that all mining should be Amend Overlay Rules to prohibit all mining 
prohibited in Outstanding Landscape, activities in these areas. 
Amenity Landscape and Natural Character 
areas. 

Section 37: This section does not adequately Amend Table 3 to prohibit all surface and 
protect many important areas including the underground mining in these areas. 
Rural or Conservation areas from surface 
mining, or the Rural, Industrial, Conservation, 
Recreational, Coastal Living or Residential 
from underground mining. 

Specific points that I support in the plan: Suggested Additions: 
Section 14: I support Objective 3: people, People have a right to be protected from 
property and the environment have a right to contamination and risks (including residual 
be protected from contamination and residual risks)... 
risks posed by mining activities, and TCDC must 
ensure that this is clearly reflected throughout 
the plan. 

Section 32: I support Council prohibiting all Map these areas on private land also to ensure 
mining in areas that have been identified as that there can be no loss of biodiversity or 
significant. amenity value in our district, and include 

underground mining as prohibited in these 
areas. Underground mining can have significant 
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Section 37: I support the prohibited status for 
mining in parts of this section. 

impacts such as vibration which can effects 
factors above ground. 
Exploration should not be permitted. 
Council should extend the prohibited status to 
include all conservation, rural, residential and 
coastal areas for both surface and underground 

In the Plan, Council have acknowledged that mineral extraction is an important and significant 

resource management issue for the District, and I consider that this significance supports the 
creation of a rule requiring notification (in accordance with S77D(a) of the Resource management 
Act 1991. Furthermore, given the economic implications of industrial scale mineral extraction 
activities for other industries, we consider that it is in the best interests of the District for broad 
participation in these decisions. Non-notification in itself can create economic uncertainty for 
development and business investment. 

I am concerned that Council have not adequately addressed the issues of biodiversity loss, and are 
allowing some clearance of indigenous flora to be a permitted activity. I would like Council to either 

map all Significant Natural Areas (including ground-truthing), or restrict clearance of indigenous 
vegetation to enable ground-truthing to be carried out thereby ensuring that such areas are 
adequately protected. 

Additional comments: The Coromandel Peninsula and its surrounding seas are very vulnerable to 
the increasing pressures of a growing population. Here we still have the opportunity to do it right, 
both for the long-term health of the planet and for the inhabitants. This PDP has the huge task of 
balancing "growth and sustainability, for the next decade. I hope to have helped direct it towards 
this goal and appreciate this opportunity. 

Please complete: 

Y 

Y N 
V 

could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. 
I f  you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission please complete the 
following: 
I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—a) 

adversely affects the environment; and 
b) does not relate to trade competition or the ffects of trade competition 

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presrntir ' j o i n t  case with them at a hearing 
I wish to be heard in support of my submission 

SIGNED: DATE: 
Submissions close 5pm March 14, 2014 
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Your submission can be: 

Online: www.tcdc.govtnz/dpr 
Using our online submissions form 

Posted to: Thames- Coro lnandel District Council 
Proposed T1 niet Coromandel District PT 
Private Bag, Thames 3540 
Attention: District Plan Manager 

Email to: 

Delivered to: 

customer nrvi(es tcdcgovt.nz 

Thames-Coromandel District Council, 515 Mackay SIrv I, Thames 
Attention: District Plan Manager (or to the Area Ofjic Corotaandel, Whananiata or Whitianga) 

Name(s) 

or Organisation (if relevant) 

Email Address 
- 

PostalAddress \A 

el1OS udeareaeodeI 
- 

Mobile no, 

PRIVACI ACT inn 
Please nu ' -  orrr 's " 1  i ne and submission v. '1 be IC, i nublic as part 
of the iii 'I i i i  ' 0 A e l l l i  i l l i i '  i i  ion the Resource Manageme t,19i. Your call us viii only be 
used for f7te ''i n of the Pi 10 fl' i t  Plan ilrocess,Thc 1 nat i v  191 1. Id by the Tharnes-Coromandel District Council. You have 'right to access the 
inforn ii ' i l , , c c  on. 

Page 1 of2 IIIIII Ml III Ml l ll ill www.tcdc.govt.nz/dpr VO1201211 District Plan Submission Forms 
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Form 5 Clause 6 of  t rst S d  I to the Resot 'ment Act fl 

If you net n' 'i" . 
i :  ' '  ] Hr in " to di 
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Li 
7 -'p pro / ''op oubini .ioit ic/otis (0 Un: 
(ph c - i/i' h I u i y ,  Ruje, i. i, I l l  11 ic 1 i c t  I l L  ' I I I  JO] 11 11 1010 1 .  10 

l i l y  s ubiiiission is: 
(c'(,, i rly,,mte whether i of I Lill, Prop I nistri :, i ndn ii d', ivmg 
reaou  for your view) 

i support LII oppoa'  Lae. the above p lan  provision. 

Reasons f o r  m y  views: 

The decision I s e e k  f rom the Council is that  the provision above be: 

Retained L I  Deli/ed i Amended  E l  
as follows: 

--II± 
J o  ic/i i t )  I 5Uj 1 itJ lILY l I I ) l I I l c S i u 1 .  LI Y L N 

I f  others make  a similar 110111£ f O f l ,  I will consider presenting a joint case with them a t  a hearing. L I  Y 
L I  N 

Signature o f  submitter Date 

Person making the submission, or n u t h o r i l  to e m  on he1i1tof an orn-tnisation r,-, Pking the submission. 

Pleo note if  you ip  i-son ii /ll could out an adn in aol '10] l i i  ion tliroii, / the i/i sion, our right tom ike a 
submission may be limited by Clause 6 of Schedule i o f  the Resource M in(vt Act  1991. 

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. L I  Y N 

If you could gain an  oh I I in trade competition Ut rough this submission please complete the follow/i 

I oi lirectly affected by an effect o f  the subject in it d r i f  the submission that 

a) adversely affects the environment; and 

b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition. L I  Y L I  N 

I f  you require further information about the Proposed District Plan please visit the Council website www.tcdc.govt.nz/dpr 
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