
From: Leigh McIntyre [leighbriar@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, 14 March 2014 12:29:55 p.m.
To: TCDC General Mail Address
Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name

Leigh McIntyre

Address

141 Tapu Bush Road
Wellsford RD4 0974
New Zealand

Map It

Phone

09 423 7070

Email

leighbriar@hotmail.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.
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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:

 
As someone who is moving to the Coromandel within the next two years to live I am appalled that the council could consider threatening the 

environment and values that we cherish about the Coromandel for an illusory pot od gold.

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,

  Leigh Anne McIntyre

Date

  14/03/2014

Submission 725

Page 2999



c l - '  c r t j  

rn'r 

L 

- 

5 5 1 F s 2 0 0 4 c m  i_ 

1 1 1 : c  S b, :li S S S form 

m m a n 5 d  W A N  cl. 
-( Ui ic Pi 

PrWate Bay. I W n e s  33W 

T ( 1  ILiS 

' c c e  I L o b o  C a icC. 5 q  A & M ,  S N e a ,  Tunas 

tress 

re g E  I m c  to H y  On 

a m p .  S accessil 
I I 1. C 

I I  fl 1 

V V 1 

Submission 726

Page 3000



7WW1 

7 Ii iocif .  p in .  ii ""I ow Prop000cl District I I'D:; I h i l  ruysulunDoDn r o a m s  w are: 

A S  i U I J : W l 0 i 1  10: 

I s w y m a  (pp:1i1' t i '  171)01 n Ion pi'ioion. 
Reasons for 011 New: :10: 

7110 ' j : i  I 000.1:010 III. 000:1011 is that the p r I  710(011 oh(I'O ho: 

4noinD I a Jo/in: :0: 

i3 

I vAish u Irn heard in nppo: i of mi submission. 

if others m u k e 0  oilaLOI submission, I 0  111 con side pioL'1ir:iio 033)01 Coil ' 1(4)/i them at :0 1i11. 

n aia."'.0 of suJ)171:[or 0 ' 0 
- 

flotr 

oh 0 11 at i lunmge in ( 1 1  101,1') 1)00: (i:i171')1 th is  OI!iiUiiO17. 

'1. in 1 011 :'l I thk  n u b m N A m  W a s u  t truplun, 

11 (J o ied 3 a n  u p c o  of Me Wi JOel 11'. :01' Oj l i i :  000010001? that 

Qjuu  v q A R P N  M Y  / r : I '  1 p u l w a l  B O N N 1 :  J o '  lot me 1 0 .  

Submission 726

Page 3001



Submission 727

Page 3002



Submission 727

Page 3003



• Tk 
i_c•_joily 

11 AR L L 

- •. -- --': 

( e 6  2 .  2 

PK% ate Bag. h a n i e s  351"'1 

C 1) 1L 

-- -.- : - r -  

Full Nani - : 

or Organisatiou y 
F 

Fmail Address 

I hoe - 
---•- 

IA 

es' ••-s 

ru 

r r Z U I- 

Submission 728

Page 3004



I a u  (I me P r 1 ; ; .  J LuSlAct  I I a a  thu l  m y  s j i a n  re la tes  U 

-,, 

1 

f e Q U  ) 0 

R e a s o n s  J ;  7: 

U is lo I e k  j i a m  i h e  Co zc i I  U I h o t  t h e l n u i l s I n  abo 

a JoIk)T;: 

I " A h  to b e  h e a r d  in s a p p y '  s J m z i s U a u ,  Y U 

I f  o the r s  sLo a sityC/ar s u b n A s s i o n  1 a II! cmt icherpres ; i n  a j o t  c c e  i ; i t h  C/tom at a hoai i i ia .  Y 

0 0 ; 1 h ; o r  
- - '_____  

,tto 

P i e '  a 

a- o U t  1 a'; U ' t i ' a  I' 1-sU a , t a ; p o a t w t  l l a m a ;  this  sU;.  ; ' - ' a .  1. 

a d v a n a g o  in i n A u  c o m p e c A h m  a 0 d i P  n r y c o  tO 

to o n  e p e a  U t i m  s i d j o n  'y U my'  a P t i .  y - t  - 

, f i v  A l k h  
, ia I o a ' i D i s  i O t l ' l i , i , l  ' m e t  U-' U u - 

U a e b U  tm'a-UcO. a: 

Submission 728

Page 3005



oseci Thames-Coromandel 

1A. 

• .• •-0 

C 'SO 

Z e r  s l L n 7 ! f C C i o n  CCCU L'r; 

ii \ \ \ ' 0 . t C d U . )  t•Ci/ dpr 
I oni ' u h e e  i} , ' o i t i  him 

s '  0 : : C r  ruinondef 1 ) i t r i t  Couty if 

Proposed I flhL-(,0iU0iJ1iCi I ) i I P r  I Man 

M a t e  B .  Thanles 3510 
O k i I f .  ,s 

Cr' if to: c n t o m o r . s e i  0Le  s g tcdc.gmt.n/ 

[C i .  'i "C : T h n m e • o r o : o  mdcl  District Coum it. w5 V chav Street, fhomm 
( I' 

t 

PRIVACY ACT 

II 

1 

Submission 729

Page 3006



'I 

Dis i ici  P l a n  a '  n u  s 2 f h n u s s i o u  r e / a l e s  I n  are: 

p m I i  1F 0) 

i Iv s u b / s r / o n  Is: 

I support oppose ihe above pian provision. 
L 5 O i I  for 10.1' viens: 

The k I I O i i  1 reeL JI'oiii the bound i  is that the provision above he: 

R e i o m  LietL'd 4oteru!ed as foE/on's: 

— 
---' 

I n dli w be heard in sopport of mic submission. Y 

If othet s niaL.e ci similar submission, I vii i  cmusic/er pro cent/up a joiut case with them at  a hear/np. 

si~41,atllru of submitter 
-. 

Date 

I camP g a i n  (112 l i d i ' ) J t b J p L  i n  tradc competition through this suhmicsiun. 

If V U ''1 1 ' I t )  toi' : t i  : 5 : :  ( 0 1 1  f t  U U u f l  I I O O U  h 2115 cubniisu pl ( m t l I ) l e t ( '  tOe  I 1, L'iOL: 

Pl-e L I ? '  a c  m c  I hf a,  1 , f j " c i  o f  10 i c  ci t,iald r cf'Il:e s uh;dmion  that 

u ' I / U  0 , 1 ! , , .  / ' ,  ( 0 )  " 200 P1 . .  P P P ' : t  P / a i d  i n  d t  i/ic ( m i :  '! t o  , ,  

'......'.tcdcmovt.nz/i' 

Submission 729

Page 3007



I am a dry stock farmer in the hill country behind Kopu. Farming on this and most 
hilt country is not very financially rewarding so you have to took at other ways to 
boost your income to survive. My block grows our own organic vegetables and has 
a large orchard to help feed my family and keep costs down. My livelihood relies 
heavily on fire wood to make the whole dream of being a farm owner and living off 
the land viable. I am unable to sustain a fee to cut firewood and seek that Council 
delete the fee for farmers to cut and sell firewood. I oppose Section 29 - 
Biodiversity - rule 3. 

This country has for more Tea Tree on i t  than i t  ever has had. It grows like weeds 
on this country and is regenerating back onto most hill country more than it has 
been harvested or cleared. The seed is in the ground so when you have cut it 
down the light gets in and more tea tree germinates from the dropped seed and it 
grows. 

The Coromandel has thousands of hectares of native bush. Now Council wants me 
to not cut Tea tree on my own farming land so i t  can have more bush which will 
make the hill country worthless, I won't be able to run my stock and lose my 
farming job. Taking my job and meaning I might need to leave the area to look for 
work. 

In a 5km radius of Kopu 6 different farmers that I know about sell tea tree on a 
small scale. By putting a tax on me to sell tea tree is going to make things very 
tough for me, my family and a lot of people who purchase tea tree. The cost will 
go up for people to purchase wood and people just won't be able to afford it. 

I don't know anywhere on the Coromandel where large operations are cutting big 
areas of tea tree most are single one person operators. Look at the thousands of 
hectares of land that is in pine and is cleared on a massive scale, they take 
everything in their path destroying biodiversity, spray, replant and cut down again. 

Why single out the little business cutting sustainability on a small scale, doing 
some honest work. My land in has a covenanted area and this is protected from 
stock, I only cut trees off our pasture fenced off land where tea tree regenerates. 

1 
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I leave trees on steep areas and am selective to provide shade for animals on some 
of the flatter areas. Also my farm has planted a lot of natives but not just any old 
natives we have been very selective and planted rare natives from the Coromandel 
Rare tree list. These plantings are to encourage more birds and insects creating a 
better biodiversity to our land. Not to mention the work we do for pest removal 
such as opossums, rabbits, wild cats, hedgehogs, stoats, pigs and rodents that do a 
lot of damage to biodiversity. My family have joined the KiriKiri Bird Corridor 
group, this group consists of a dozen or so residents in the district that have come 
together to form a corridor. The group is active with predator traps which help to 
allow the recovery of some of the forest remnants long under threat. We have 
noticed a pleasing result with an increase in bird life with wood pigeons, hawks, 
resident tui and the newest edition of Kaka. The group plans to supplement the 
corridor through the transfer of some of the original tree species, several of which 
have long since gone from the Valley. My farm will continue to plant native trees 
on a yearly basis and support this group. 

Spraying areas of tea tree like some farmers and forestry do kill not only the tea 
tree itself but the biodiversity that goes with it, on the trees, under the trees and 
around them. This is an unsustainable practice, i t  can cause slips, erosion, 
biodiversity loss and toxic residues in the ground and waterways. Slips from 
forestry occurred last year on the Kopu-Hikuai Road. If you must put a tax on, put 
i t  on these farmers and forestry. 

I believe how I harvest tea tree is the best practice in a sustainable manner and 
putting other trees back into the environment. 

In closing I thought Council were about economic growth and not compromising the 
future of small business? 

2 
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From: daniel loo [teniera@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, 14 March 2014 8:50:36 a.m.
To: TCDC General Mail Address
Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name

daniel loo

Address

227 opoutere rd rd 1
whangamata 3691
New Zealand

Map It

Phone

0277779933

Email

teniera@yahoo.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.
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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. 

   Yes

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,

  daniel loo

Date

  14/03/2014
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4. 

Submission to Proposed District Plan Jane Beck 

RESIDENTIAL ZONE-RULE 12 
PART VIH-Zone Rules 
Section 54-Residential Zone 
54.4-Permitted Activities 
Rule 12-Temporary Living Space 

The decision sought 
An amendment in the form of an addition (in bold underlined): 

1. A temporary living space is a permitted activity, provided: 
a) It is accessory to an existing dwelling on-site; or 
b) It is accessory to a utility building with toilet and plumbed sink and 

I From 7 February to 1 December in the same year but excluding all public 
holidays, no more than two vehicles used for sleeping are on-site; or 

C) It is: 
Not used as a permanent residence; and 

ii. From 7 February to 1 December in the same year but excluding all public 
holidays, no more than two vehicles used for sleeping are on-site. 

2. A temporary living place that is not permitted under rule 12.1 is a discretionary 
activity 

t 

d 
of 

in 

1 

Submission 732

Page 3017



Submission to Proposed District Plan 

DEFINITIONS 
Part I - Introduction 
Section 3 - Definitions 

1. Building 

Decision Sought 
The amendment of one free standing enclosed structure. to 
No more than three free standing enclosed structures. 

Jane Beck 

Reason for decision sought 
There are many small enclosed structures that a resident may wish to have including a 
garden shed, a greenhouse and a sleep-out. This would minimise compliance costs and red 
tape for these ordinary activities. The dimensions and rules that are specified in the Building 
Act would limit the number on a smaller lot. 

2. Temporary Living Space 

I support this definition 

Reason for support 
It is an improvement on the current definition as it appropriately refers to 'temporary' in 
terms of the form of accommodation rather than the duration of time on site. 

2 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: 

cc2o 

Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes  and ecology of the  Coromandel Peninsula, w e  need 
much s t ronger  planning regulations to  protect our  environment from Industrial Mining 

Activities, for the  benefit of communities and future generations. The PDP d o e s  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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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 effects of the legacy 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 
contnbuted 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 

present 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 Industrial Mining into the Peninsula, as this 
is contrary to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District. 

rtner ccmmen:s: 
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0 

• 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: 2 I 

Q r . r r t v  ,.t .... 4— . .  . 
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From: Rosemary Segedin [Rosamizing@yahoo.co.nz]
Sent: Friday, 14 March 2014 8:47:03 a.m.
To: TCDC General Mail Address
Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name

Rosemary Segedin

Address

227 Opoutere rd
Rd1 Whangamata 3691
New Zealand

Map It

Phone

078656669

Email

Rosamizing@yahoo.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. 

   Yes

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,

  Rosemary helen segedin

Date

  14/03/2014
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T AES 
COROMANDE'L 
D I S m R I c m  C©UNCIL 

PROJECT INFORMATION iIEMORANDUN 
SECTION 31, BUILDING ACT 1991 

File Number. 
.. 

97/8677 

Applicant...... HAURAKI PROSTECTORS ASSN(INC) 
P 0 BOX 278 

THAMES 
Contact...... R SKEET 

PROJECT LOCATION: 34A WAIOTAHI ROAD, THAMES 

Valuation No. 04870/71000/A 
Legal Desc... PT KAIPITOPITO PT WAIOTAHI ELK 

Page 1 

Date Issued: ----9) 

Phone... 025 755818 
Fax. 

Application Received 07/05/97 

PROJECT: (Description of proposed work and main purpose of use.) 

PUBLIC TOILET FACILITY 

Intended Life: 50 

THIS PROJECT INFORMATION MEMORANDUM IS: (Ticked if applicable; Crossed if 

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = non-applicable.) 

/ 
Confirmation that the proposed building work may be undertaken, 
subject to the provisions of the Building Act 1991, and any 
requirements of the building consent. 

Not yet applied for ...... 

No, 97/8677 attached 

Not y e t  issued . . 
.............K 

Notification of any other authorisations which must be obtained 
before the proposed building work may be undertaken. 

Notification that the proposed building work may not be undertaken 
because a necessary authorisation has been refused. 

Head Office - 515 Mackay Street, Private Bag, Thames, New Zealand 
Telephone: (07) 868-6025, Fax (07) 868-9027 
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LlANLS BOROUGH COUNCIL 

APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT.. 

To The Building Inspector, 

Permit Q I 
Date of Issue 

I hereby apply for permission to erect, alter, add to, remove repair 

a building at Street/Road 

for (full name) 

of (address) 

according to t h e s n e c i f i c a t i o n s  and site plan submitted herewith 

Particulars of Land 

Valuation Roll No 
, Lot No , ,  a., 

Block 

Particulasdf Building 

Foundations, Walls / 

Roof 

Floor Area (Extrnai Measurement) Square feet, 

Estimated Thlues 

Buildings 
. , , , .  ..,, Plumbing and Drainage 

Type of Build (Shop, dwelling, flats etc.) 

• , e d , , ,  , • , , * , , , , , , , 

: 

. . .  p , a e , a e 

Purposeof Building (Own use, rent, sale) 

........... 4 S e  D e l  0 4 0 1  I D I t a G  a b O a b * D S ø G  G e t  , , G a , * a * G  4 t e , D S  •*G 

0 Builder. a , , , , , , . .  
Signature of Applicant 

Address 4 G *  C C  0 a 

- 

, 

S G , 1 •  

S C O G  S a G a  SOGGOG 

Borough 

Fee,.,,. 0 0 0 * *  C * G * G  * 0 * e P  * * 0 . o  * 4 * 5 * -  
- 
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) L( \lG DOES IT TAKE? SMALL SPACESl 
a t  leas t  4 0  minutes  for your  visit. No need  t o  book I f  you o r  anyone  else  in y o u r  g roup ,  h a s  a dislike for 

a 3d, unless  t h e r e  a r e  over  t e n  in y o u r  group  - s e e  being in confined d a r k  spaces ,  t h e n  t h e r e  a r e  alternative 
' g r o u p  bookings activities for you t o  enjoy ins tead  o f  t h e  underground 

section of t h e  t o u r  - including gold panning! 
WHAT DO I NEED TO GO UNDERGROUND? 
The  t o u r  underground  can  be  muddy,  especially during 
t h e  w e t t e r  months .  Bring c losed- toe  foo twear  a n d  a 
w a t e r  proof  j a c k e t  j u s t  in case ,  your  own torch if you 
h a v e  one,  and  plenty of luck to  strike it rich! 

FACILITIES: 
Snacks  and  cold drinks for s a l e  on site,  toilet  facilities 
available, b u s  & c a r  parking, pos tca rds  a n d  gold for  sale, 
and  picnic area. 
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HOW LONG DOES IT TAKE? SMALL SPACES! 
Allow a t  leas t  4 0  minutes  for  your  visit. No need  t o  book I f  you o r  a n y o n e  e l se  in your  g roup ,  h a s  a ft 
ahead ,  un less  t h e r e  a r e  o v e r  t e n  in your  group - s e e  being in confined d a r k  s p a c e s ,  t h e n  t h e r e  a lye 
"group bookings" activities for you t o  enjoy ins tead  of t h e  under  und 

section of t h e  t o u r  - including gold panning! 
WHAT DO I NEED TO GO UNDERGROUND? 
The  t o u r  underground  can b e  muddy,  especially during 
t h e  we t t e r  months .  Bring c losed- toe  foo twear  a n d  a 
w a t e r  proof j a c k e t  j u s t  in case ,  y o u r  own torch if you 
have  one ,  and  plenty o f  luck to  strike it rich! 

FACILITIES: 
Snacks  and  cold drinks for s a l e  on site,  toilet  facilities 
available, b u s  & c a r  parking, pos tcards  a n d  gold fo r  sale, 
and  picnic area. 
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