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Proposed Thames-Coromandel

District Plan
1 rlAJVit.0

COROMANDEL
DISTRICT COUNCIL

Submission Form
Form 5 Clause 6 of the First Schedule to the Resource Management Act 1991

Your submission can be:

Online: www.tcdc.govt.nz/dpr

Using our online submissions form

Posted to: Thames-Coromandel District Council

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Private Bag, Thames 3540

Attention: District Plan Manager

Email to: customer.services@tcdc.govt.nz

Delivered to: Thames-Coromandel District Council, 515 Mackay Street, Thames

Attention: District Plan Manager (or to the Area Offices in Coromandel, Whangamata or Whitianga)

Submitter Details

or Organisation (if relevant)

Email Address

Postal Address WHTTUKAVEN <<oAQ
iCfll

Phone no.
include area code MoMleno. Oil 38^5 3O

Submissions must be received no later than 5 pm Friday 14 March 2014

If you need more writing space, just attach additional pages to this form.

PRIVACY ACT 1993
Please note that submissions are public information. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the media and public as part
of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991. Your contact details will only be
used for the purpose of the Proposed District Plan process. The information will be held by the Thames-Coromandel District Council. You have the right to access the
information and request its correction.

Page 1 of 2
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Your Submission

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

-fo

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 I I oppose QLI the above plan provision.

Reasons for my views:

The decision I seek from the Council is that the provision above be:

Retained Deleted L Amended I K I as follows:

Proposed District Plan Hearing

/ wish to be heard in support of my submission. I I Y

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing.

Signature of submitter.

I I Y N

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

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

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. I I F FXI N

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

/ am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that -

i a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

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

THAMES-COROMANDEL DISTRICT COUNCIL
Private Bag, 515 Mackay Street, Thames 3540
phone: 07 868 0200 | fax: 07 868 0234
customer.services@tcdc.govt.nz I www.tcdc.govt.nz

THAMES
COROMANDEL
DISTRICT COUNCIL

Page 2 of2 wwwjcdc.gavt.n2/dpr V01-201211 District Plan Submission FormS
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13 March 2014

Dear Mayor Leach and TCDC Councillors,

My name is Ellen Walter. I am a trustee of a family trust which owns a holiday home
in Whangamata.

I oppose the various provisions for Visitor Accommodation throughout the Proposed
Thames Coromandel District Plan ("Proposed Plan") as they relate to renting out of
private dwellings/holiday homes.

There is no proven evidence that the consumption of local resources and the
amenity effects on neighbours are any different with rental holiday homes compared
to properties used by their owner/family/friends.

The proposed changes will affect existing holiday home owners, as well as those that
aspire to holiday home ownership in the Coromandel. In particular I believe the
rules:

• Will have a negative impact on the potential income available from use of the
holiday home - income which is used to offset expenses such as rates and
maintenance.

• Could reduce the value of the property as holiday home ownership becomes
less desirable in the Coromandel due to the limitations imposed on holiday
rental.

• Will mean less choice for tourists wishing to stay in the Coromandel, resulting
in fewer visitors to the region, impacting on Coromandel businesses.

• Will not change the amenity effects arising from holiday home usage on the
Coromandel.

I urge you to reconsider these rules in your Draft Annual Plan for 2013/2014 and
look to implement a system more like that used by Queenstown Lakes District
Council that provides allowance for holiday homes to better distinguish them from
true commercial accommodation.

I seek the following decision from the Thames Coromandel District Council:

As Principal Relief

(i) Amend the definition of "Visitor Accommodation" in the Proposed Plan, such that
the rental of holiday homes is specifically excluded from the definition.

Or, in the alternative, if the principal relief in (i) above is not accepted
(ii) Amend all references to the permitted activity conditions for Visitor
Accommodation in the various zones throughout the Proposed Plan relating to "6
tariff-paid customers on-site at any one time" by changing these to "12 tariff-paid
customers on-site at any one time".

And, in relation to both (i) and (ii) above
(iii) Any consequential amendments necessary as a result of the amendments to
grant the relief sought above.

I look forward to your response.

Ellen Walter
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Thames - Coromandel Proposed District Plan 
Submission by: 
G r a e m e  Harrison 
101 Tararu Road, Thames 
gsharrison@xtra.co.nz 
8690609 
13 March 2014 

My submission is informed by my long residence in Thames (over 30 years) and my 
work with bees since the early 1980s on the west coast of the peninsula. Visiting my 
bee sites from Colville to Puriri, and years of tramping, has given me a solid 
knowledge of the west coast terrain. My work with Sea Scouts and the Coastguard, 
and my love of boating, has taught me about our amazing marine environment. 
Prior to becoming a beekeeper I worked for the Electricity Department and in the 
latter part of that career was an operator of the sub-station in Thames. 

Firstly, I ask the Council to retain these sections. 

Section 3: Definitions Dwelling has been modified to include activities 
accessory to a dwelling, including beekeeping and having chickens and/or 
livestock, with management through Council Bylaws. There are no more 
healthy wild hives. Towns must encourage small-scale beekeeping (both 
honeybees and bumblebees) to pollinate vital fruit crops. Bees are also 
essential for clover, a necessary part of pastoral farming. 
Section 54: Residential Zone Rule 5 A solar panel meeting the specified 
standards is permitted. I think any encouragement we can give to the use of 
alternative energy benefits our community. 

Secondly, I ask that quarrying not be included as a part of mining in the plan. 

Finally, I ask the Council to amend the Proposed District Plan to stop any further 
mining (mineral extraction) on the Peninsula. 

I don' t  want to bore you with all the different sections that need to be changed. Just 
please add  my voice to the call for an end to mining. I don' t  see any convincing 
evidence that recent mining on the peninsula has produced prosperity for the 
communities where it is happening. I frankly find the legacy of the tailings that we 
are leaving our children and grandchildren frightening and reckless. 

This is not "our land" to exploit any way we see fit. Those attitudes went the way of 
kauri dams and cattle grazing on river banks. Guardianship or stewardship of this 
land requires us to find viable alternatives to mining to sustain ourselves. 

I don' t  want to speak to my submission. 

Yours sincerely, 

G r 1 ' e  Harrison Date 

Submission 583

Page 2498



BRUCE SCOTT - ARCHITECTS (2007) LTD 
PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANTS 

1- 0. BOX 20 
HAL3AMATA 

Principal: Bruce S ott -Registered Architect Phone / Fax 07/8657361 
Mobile 021715419 

email: brucescotti @vodafone.co.nz 

PROPOSED THAMES-COROMANDEL DISTRICT PLAN SUBMISSION 

SECTION REFERENCE: 

Sections 44 & 54 

We wish to present a submission objecting to the changes proposed to the above Sections 44 & 54 

We refer more specifically to Sections 44,9 and 54.8 (Assessment Standards, Matters & Criteria) General 
standards (f). 

SUBMISSION: 

We oppose the proposal to reduce the allowed boundary wall height for garage / non-habitable room from 
the current District Plan allowed 3.OM x 6.6M long (Section 513.3) to a rule requiring the maximum height of 
2.OM x 6.6M long 

The current plan allows a property owner to build a garage / non-habitable building to 3.OM x 6.6M long 
which complies with the daylight recession plane rule of 3M & 45 deg. The provision over-rides the yard rule 
of 1.5M allowing the building to be built into the side yard (and 3.OM rear yard) without neighbour approval. It 
allows compliance with the over-riding daylighting rule and allows the side yard between a garage side wall 
and a fence that often becomes a "rubbish" storage area to be removed with the garage wall on the 
boundary. 

We believe that this negates the opportunity to allow a property owner to build to the boundary to achieve a 
usable garage space with little or no effects on an adjoining neighbour while, of course, complying with the 
daylight recession rule of 3OM & 45 deg. The provision only allows for the wall to be 6.6M long which in 
most cases is only a short length of a total boundary. 

We do not require to be heard or to be included in a joint case of similar submissions. 

REQUESTED OUTCOME 

We request that the current District Plan rule Section 513.3 is incorporated into the proposed plan. 

Bruce Scott Architects (2007) Ltd 

per 

10 March 2014 

Submission 584

Page 2499



Submission 585

Page 2500



Submission 585

Page 2501



101h March 2014 

Dear Mayor Leach and TCDC Councilors, 

RE: Letter in support of my Submission on the TCDC Proposed District Plan 

My name is 
1 

, and l own a holiday home in 
\j 

I oppose the various provisions for Visitor Accommodation throughout the Proposed Thames 
Coromandel District Plan ("Proposed Plan") as they relate to renting out of private dwellings/holiday 
homes. 
There is no proven evidence that the consumption of local resources and the amenity effects on 
neighbours are any different with holiday rental holiday homes compared to properties used by 
their owner/family/friends. 

The proposed changes will affect existing holiday home owners, as well as those that aspire to 
holiday home ownership in the Coromandel. In particular I believe the rules: 

• Will decrease the income I receive from my holiday home - income I use to offset expenses 
such as rates and maintenance. 

• Could reduce the value of my property as holiday home ownership becomes less desirable in 
the Coromandel due to the limitations imposed on holiday rental. 

• Will mean less choice for tourists wishing to stay in the Coromandel, resulting in fewer 
visitors to the region, impacting on Coromandel businesses as result. 

• Will not change the amenity effects arising from holiday home usage on the Coromandel 

I seek the following decision from the Thames Coromandel District Council: 

As Principal Relief 

(i) Amend the definition of "Visitor Accommodation" in the Proposed Plan, such that the rental of 
holiday homes is specifically excluded from the definition. 

Or, in the alternative, if the principal relief in (i) above is not accepted 

(ii) Amend all references to the permitted activity conditions for Visitor Accommodation in the 
various zones throughout the Proposed Plan relating to "6 tariff-paid customers on-site at any one 
time" instead amending this to "12 tariff-paid customers on-site at any one time", and delete any 
condition requiring the activity to be undertaken within an existing dwelling, minor unit or accessory 
building. 

And, in relation to both (i) and (ii) above 

(iii) Any consequential amendments necessary as a result of the amendments to grant the relief 
sought above. 

I look forward to your response. 

Yours faithfully, 
11 
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From: Anne Duncan [dunochs@xtra.co.nz]
Sent: Thursday, 13 March 2014 9:45:39 p.m.
To: TCDC General Mail Address
Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name

Anne Duncan

Address

126 Oratia Plc , Onemana
Whangamata 3691
New Zealand

Map It

Phone

07 8656456

Email

dunochs@xtra.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.

I would like to speak to my submission. 

   No

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

   No

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

Yours sincerely,

  Anne Duncan

Date

  13/03/2014
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From: Suzanne Clegg [thephysio@midwinter.co.nz]
Sent: Thursday, 13 March 2014 9:46:07 p.m.
To: TCDC General Mail Address
Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name

Suzanne Clegg

Address

11 Aileen Pl
Whangamata 3691
New Zealand

Map It

Phone

07 865 9100

Email

thephysio@midwinter.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:

 

I am unhappy that some people are willing to risk everything that is special about our area so that we can sell 90% of the mined gold to 
India, most of which is used in dowries (figures quoted from Kit Wilson, Newmont Gold). It is clearly a ridiculous situation. No mining 
activities are safe. There are always tailings and they always need to be put somewhere. Nowhere is safe from potential earthquakes in 
New Zealand and, once our rivers are contaminated, we are in trouble.
Worried about jobs? There are other industries our town could sustain, which would encourage a more permanent resident population with 

negligible adverse effects on the environment. But to risk all we value for a few hundred transient jobs? I don't think so!

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 Clegg

Date

  13/03/2014
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

U 

Phone: 
, 

Email: - 

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 o p p o s e  any part o f  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 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 t r :as  r the views c on ie PDP. 

I o p p o s e  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 I 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. 
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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. 

fr?4 fre-r 
• 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 
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: 
in  p r  

W a § a l l ' 1 5 I o n  -term 
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• f  
va lued  

n v(KOn)ø 

i ed S 
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issior 
• 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: 

c 2 H  1oDI' 
Date: Y-C3-4 

, 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address:. 

Phone: O j  : / Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of  the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit of  communities and future generations, w e  need much stronger planning 

regulations to protect our environment from Mining Activities. The PDP d o e s  not articulate 
the special Qualities, Values and Natural Character o f  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. 

• 1  require the PDP to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. 1 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 Ivhenua 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. 
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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 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 affsct, and the Ian uage amended in Sectic,c 14 to accurately 
represent the history of mining and the opposition to it. 

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

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

My further corn ruients: 

• 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 sincer&v, 

Signature: Date: /. 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 
. - 

Address: 
. . . . .  

. 

Phone: Email: 

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 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. 
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[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 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 thc soma effect, aind the language amended in Section 14 to accurately 
represent the history of mining and the opposition to ft. 

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: 

/ 
r 

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

Yours sincerely, 

Date: / /  
,, 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 41tLI 

Address: 3o O ,  r i A  3oo 

Uf Phone: O i  a o phrotk, 
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 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 confL.. ... . e TCDC has recognised the views of tangata whenua :. ..., 
in the PDP, 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

e 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. 
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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 fmir ing 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 
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: 
Al" 

T o  
( 

114(c C c - R A  f * 7 y  (r4ia 
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V • 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: /t dZ/a.44.ta/ Date: 
ta,/03/JL~ 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 141 

Address: 

Phone: Email: C (flr7 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula, we need 
much stronger planning regulations to protect our environment from Industrial Mining 

Activities, for the benefit of communities and future generations. 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 reqr the POP 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. 

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

t u a - t  K! A tL(A C Côi t  4-,j 3 
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• I would like to speak to my submission."' 

• I would consider presenting a joint case with others who have made a similar s,jibmission 
• I would like to thank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the 

Yours sincerely,It 

Signature: Date: -_ 
/ 
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Proposed Thames-Coromandel 

District Plan 

Your szthniissiwz can be: 

Online: www.tcdc.govtnz/dpr 

Using o u r  online submiss ions  form 

Posted to: Thames-Coromandel  District Council 

Proposed Thames-Coromandel  District Plan 

Private Bag, Thames  3540 
Attention: District Plan Manager 

Delivered to: 

c u s t o m e r . s e r v i c e s t c d c g o v t ,  nz 

U 

5U 

THAMES 
COROMANDEL 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 

OTS 

Thames-Coromandel  1. strict Council, 315 35: * a y  Street, Thames 

Attention: District Plan no5 r (or to the Area Offices in Coroniandel, Whangarnata or Whitianga) 

• - .5 

' • ' U ,  - - . • . •  
- 

or Organisation (if relevant) 

Email Address 

PoswiAddress 

____________________ 
•-•,°—f—i 

znclude area code 
- 

Mobile no t_' 

PRIVACY ACT 1993 
Please note that submissions are public information. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the media ad public as part 
of the decision making process. Council is required to make t ' s  ' o r m r n  available under the Resource M i m e n t  Act 1991, Y o u r c o n t a d  ill nlybe 
used for the purpose of the Proposed District Plan process. The alion will be held by the Thames-Corom, iel Dl i c t  Council, You hai e the i I to  access the 
information and ret s its correction, 

Pagel of2 misc tcdc gort nz/dpr Vol O1211 ThsnictPlan Submission Form 5 
0 0  P 

Forms Claud . t,chedt o the Resourc 
- S snagcmentAct 1991 

If - D u  need more writing space, just at tach additional p : j e s  to [NS 
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The cpeciji n ions of the Proposed rict Plan that m y  sub n 'ssion relates to are: 
)L ective, Policy, Rule, I or other reference y cr suL sion relates to) 

-I 

Iv1ysubinisiou c: 
(clear sr you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the Proposed District Plan or wish to have amendments made, givnlg 
reasons f or yo ir w) 

I support pose the above p lan  provision. 

Reasoizs Jor m y  views: 
- - 

- -  
I,-, 

I-_ 

I he d on I s e  L 1i'u C n d l  is that  the provision above be: 

Retained Deleted Amended  1 1  
as follows: 

I uei1 Le e n  .rc1 in SLIJ)l )11 o f  mYsvbmisLcioiz. Y N 

11 uth i s  make InUisieii, I hi idLr p i e s  cri' a joint case with them a t  hearing. N 

S i i a b i r e  o f  sub r?hic C Date 
/ 

Person making the str sO or ithorised to sign c I ill of irganisaffi .11 submission. 

INA W,__ 
apers .- cm i g a i n a n c  tage ecor: ( sion, YC 1 

S dss y '1.  ited by i !  . f S e O c e i  e2eso ceManag t Ac t  lp9l. 

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. El Y E1'N 
If could gain en e an Li Lrade competition through this submission please complete t h e - h  • 

I urn directly affected by an efifect o f  the subject matter o f  the submission that  - 
a) ad seIy affects the environment; and 

b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition. 
E l  Y N 

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

2 www.tcdcgovt.nz/dpr V01-201211 DIMIctPlanSi x ms 

Submission 595

Page 2522



Proposed Thames- Corornandel 
D i s t r i c t  Plan 

THAMES 
COROMANDEL 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 
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- , - Y o u r  

szijnzission. can be: 

Online: www.tc dc. govt.n71d1r 
Using o u r  on] in± u l i : : s l o n S  form 

Pc.tei  to: t s  - o r c  um:ce l  DDrdct  C-!! ncfl 

h t m e - C o r o : : : : c d e 1  District Plan 

J l a r n e  :rc/) 

er 

Email to: iic.itnz 

Delivered to: - s C o r o m a n d e l  Dist i Council, 515 Mackay Street, That 

A 6 non: District Plot -(or to the Area Offices in Co nga) 

u1lName(s)rf 

r 
O r g a n i s a t i o n  (if relevant) 
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?ostrd Address 

[Ed-.dZJ,.-~ 
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c-ed m o r e  , - : r i :L .  ?pace. just i i c h  a c ( i i t i o n a l n a g e s  I L m s  orr. 

PRIVACY ACT 1993 
Please note that submis - u s  a r e  public information. Information on 

t h i s  form i n c l u d i n g  

your name and submission will be;  3sible to the media i 
: a s  part 

o f  the decision making T ' - e s s .  
C o u n c i l  i s  r e q u i r e d  t o  make this information available under the R e s o u r c e  M a n a g e m e n t  Act 1. V r m r  c o n t a c t  d e t s . s  I or-,, be 

used for t h e  
p u r p o s e  

o r  r r c : c e d  District Plan process. 
T h e  information will behe ld  by the Thames-Coromandel Dirts t C (ou have the n t  
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a c c e s s  the 
i n f o r m a t i o n  a n d  
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The 5pucJlc p r u i  s o f  the Proposed District Plan thur n nihmisio:i relates to are: 
(please .F . i c y , R u l e , M r o i .  to 

L 4  - 

hinisiui: U-: 

- ie Propo: c Ilan or wish to have amendmE ving 

I SUJ ;pUI  I oppose t he .  h m e  p/un promiou. 
P uni i  b r  my 

I! CleU-un IsceJ J ni  f l u '  Crm:mI i mtzi the ]1{YU-i(Ul l-m 

Retabied E l  I)c 1 f r i  Ui. umlud 1 fd! 

I 

I n  U-li ! f m / i  U U d  11'! 7 uLiinii';i. 

1] vii: r m  U- u u7nT-J - 1 / ' i : i ' o n ,  1771 /  ( U U - ' d  p i S c n i I  ' i ] ( ) f l l t  ( UI a U htanng. 

Date 

rr - alfof 

a-,..,- note you v e a p e r s  - d " g a i n  a n e  geii  i n c  Ton n. L : -  - s i o f  , y o - : n f v  :! 
submission m. be limited by Clause 6 o f  Schedule i oft)  Resource Management Ac t  1991. 

El 

I c o u l d  de comp fir/mi tIn myii (IJ sunnirion. E 

If 'i. 1 t n  an •/-, e in trade c ibiough lik d -ission please complete the fol1uni!: 
I e m  dire-ut/i ufjc crud by U-IL effect o f  the subject matter o f  the thmi$sion that—a) 

d. U ffe Um mnironment; and 

b) dor not ate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition. Y N 

If  you requh ) i  - l i a r  information about the Proposed District Plan please visit the Council website www. tcdc.govt. nz/dp r 
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Submission b - 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: > E r n a ' 7 J C 4  CL' L 

Given tt : t a n d i n g  landscapes anct e c c ' '  o the C c : m a n d e l  P e r i s u a  alnd f r  the 
e n e  m m u n i t e s a r  d ft: 

p ro t sc t  our en  'i c'Qp 

al Q d a h e s ,  Values Cnar: : : r  of the Fa:: 

I o p p o s e  any part of  the Proposed District Plan (PDP) which aliows 1nL:.j 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especiaU' i 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

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

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

I require the Plan to specifically protect our coastal e ronment from m n ; .  The Coastal Zone has been 
removed vhriout giving adequate protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. I require 
the Coastal Environment Overlay to include a rule prohibiting all mining actv[ties. 

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 o p p o s e  Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

• Section 37.4 Note I 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. 
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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 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 
o v i i I t h ó t h e r  suchrëlief that liasthe same effect, and the tanguägé ã iended 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: 

• 1-etH&44e-tespeak-te-my-stti.sion. 

• I wentth&he-Iaarsiibnon. 

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

Yours since 

Signature: Date: 
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RE: Letter in support of my Submission on the TCDC Proposed District Plan 

Dear Mayor Leach and TCDC Councilors, 

My name is George Ormond and I am a director of a company, Te Mohanga Ltd, which 
owns a holiday house in the Wentworth Valley, Whangamata. 

I oppose the various provisions for Visitor Accommodation throughout the Proposed 

Thames Coromandel District Plan (“Proposed Plan”) as they relate to renting out of 
private dwellings/holiday homes. 

There is no proven evidence that the consumption of local resources and the amenity 
effects on neighbours are any different with holiday rental holiday homes compared to 

properties used by their owner/family/friends. 

The proposed changes will affect existing holiday home owners, as well as those that 
aspire to holiday home ownership in the Coromandel. In particular I believe the rules: 

Will decrease the income I receive from my holiday home – income I use to offset 
expenses such as rates and maintenance. 

Could reduce the value of my property as holiday home ownership becomes less 

desirable in the Coromandel due to the limitations imposed on holiday rental. 

Will mean less choice for tourists wishing to stay in the Coromandel, resulting in fewer 
visitors to the region, impacting on Coromandel businesses as result. 

Will not change the amenity effects arising from holiday home usage on the 
Coromandel. 

I urge you to reconsider these rules in your Draft Annual Plan for 2013/2014 and look 

to implement a system more like that used by Queenstown Lakes District Council that 
provides allowance for holiday houses to better distinguish them from true commercial 

accommodation. 

I seek the following decision from the Thames Coromandel District Council: 

As Principal Relief 

(i) Amend the definition of “Visitor Accommodation” in the Proposed Plan, such that the 
rental of holiday homes is specifically excluded from the definition. 

Or, in the alternative, if the principal relief in (i) above is not accepted 

(ii) Amend all references to the permitted activity conditions for Visitor Accommodation 
in the various zones throughout the Proposed Plan relating to "6 tariff-paid customers 

on-site at any one time" instead amending this to “12 tariff-paid customers on-site at 
any one time”, and delete any condition requiring the activity to be undertaken within 
an existing dwelling, minor unit or accessory building. 
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And, in relation to both (i) and (ii) above 

(iii) Any consequential amendments necessary as a result of the amendments to grant 
the relief sought above. 

On its own website, Thames Coromandel District Council (TCDC) has indicated the 

District Plan needs “to be simpler, more user-friendly and cut through unnecessary red 
tape to help economic development, while still protecting the qualities that make the 
Coromandel such a special place.”  

The proposed rules related to visitor accommodation are not consistent with these 

stated objectives. 

I look forward to your response. 

  

Name: George Ormond, Director – Te Mohanga Ltd. 

Address: 350 Wentworth Valley Road, Whangamata. (PO Box 52, Whangamata 3620) 
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