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Sue Lewis-O'Halloran & Clive O'Halloran 
417 Thames Coast Road 

Te Puru South, Thames 3575 
Ph: 07 868 2540/027 387 7549 

Email: cliveo@xtra.conz 

Hand-delivered 

14th March 2014 

Thames Coromandel District Council 
515 Mackay Street 
Thames 3540 

Dear Sirs: 

Re: Thames-Coromandel District Plan 

Please find attached our submission form in respect to the proposed District Plan Our 
primary concerns relate to: 

i. Section 10 (policy) 
ii. Section 34.11 (Rules around coastal erosion lines) and 
iii. Overlap Map 26C (Te Puru South) 

A few years ago, a group of us (including Sir Duncan McMullin and Keith Storey) met 
with Jim Dahm and Lee Roebcke (apologies for possibly incorrect spelling), regarding 
this issue. We asked then for an exception to the proposed rules, because of evidence-based 

documentation over the past century. They were genuinely interested in the 
history of  this particular coastal area and assured us that thoughtful consideration would 
be given to our request, so we are writing to remind you of that. 

The facts clearly indicate that we have not had a coastal erosion problem in the past 
century and, due to our position, which differs markedly from other areas on the 
Coromandel Peninsula, by virtue of  its location, we are not likely to have one in the 
future, ie the next 100 years. (Our family has owned this property for nearly 70 years) 
We do accept that  it may not be wise to build new structures as close to the water as 
they have been in the past, however, we cannot accept that the setbacks need to be as 
extreme as you suggest. 

One of the benefits of living in a small community is the ability to have our voices heard 
and to have input into decisions such as this plan. I t  is not a major issue for you to make 
our properties exceptions to the rule, based on fact and history, and we are asking you 
to do jus t  that. Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to submit our views and for 
giving them your thoughtful and serious consideration. 

Regards, 

- 

Clive O'Halloran 

/ 

v Sue Lewis-O'Halloran 
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Proposed Thames- Coromandel 
a Distric Plan 

• 
Form 5 Clause 6 o f  irst Sc tie to Reso ce nagement Act  19 

Y o u r  s u b m i s s i o n  c a n  be: 

On x .tcdc.govl n i  dpi 

Using our  online submiss ions  form 

to: Thames-Corornandel District Council 

Proposed  T h a m e C o r o m a n d e i  District Plan 

Private Rag. Thames 3540 
Pr 'HP .: P i e r '  P a n  anager 

E m a i l  tnr cu-Vtcmcr.servicc's tc dc. govtnz 

Ibamos-Corumaurlel  District Council, 513 .1,1ackay Street. i names 
' n : n C  

Full Name(s) 
- 

or Organisation ('if relevant) 

Email Address 

Postal Address 

no. 

I _V 

e, st a' a adc )nal ages tot form. 

PRIVACY ACT -isu 
'e : inform t. I n f o r m a  fl o rm including your V ar in 

C to mV V II 
V 

: ation available ides C 
V 

n i scess. Th V rmation will be he] by V V 

V 

V 

i t  11 
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The  s p  ci1ic pi oi isious of t h e  Proposed District P/cu that n:submiss inn  relates to -n C!: 
' N o n e t h  e 01,jectCe, h i a , N i i  I e , p  oh ci icletci v i c i s u b m a a o i  ci ho 

'hh submission is: 
10. 

I S u p i ' o 1  I ojmuse the above /nn prot /sion. 

Reasons fiji 1211 lea'S: 

The decision I seek Porn the Council is that the provision anove be: 

Retained Deleted Amended  as fbi/on's: 

JL 
I a sk to L2L heard 212 support of my submission. Y X 

I f  others make  a similar submission, I wi/i consider presenling a joint case with them at  a hearing. 

Sibnature o f  submit/er 
- 

Date 

( 1 ,  021ii r 

17 could gau' an (2(11 tlntape 112 f b i / c  competition through this submission. C P1 

w A n n i a g e  in t r a d e  Q v i n p e O h m  t h r o u g h  thH s u b m N s i o n  I 

afT (1t P b y  a n  ef lec i  o f  thr : i b a c i  inai te ,  of ihe hmissiovi i / i ,  - 
S. 

2, 
. - -  , ,  - - - 2  

2 1 (2011 a,,)OLa p 1/lOSE 1. L Cti [ci PAr, lease visit the Cmmn o n  0 .tcdc.govt.nx/cipr 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

A d d r e s s : - . .  
. 

Phone: 
. 

Email: -f , 

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 Industrial 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. 

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

I oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities. 
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• 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 
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 & 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 Industrial Mining into the Peninsula, as this 
is contrary to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District. 

My further comments: 

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: 
C 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: Dave Crocker 

Address: 304 Brown Street 

Phone: 07 868 5142 Email: juliendave@xtra.co.nz 

believe that all mining activities should be prohibited on the Coromandel Peninsula and I oppose 
any part of the PDP which allows any type of mining activities in this district. 

The PDP does not recognise or seem to value the unique Qualities, Values and Natural Character of 
the Coromandel Peninsula. It does not offer any safeguards for our communities nor does it have 
strong and clear enough regulations, objectives and policies to protect our outstanding landscapes 
and environment from all Mining Activities. 

The Specific provisions of the Proposed District Plan that my submission relates to are: 

a) Part Ill - District wide Issues Objectives and Policies (Section 14— Mining Activities) 

b) Part VI - Overlay Rules (Section 32 Landscape and Natural Character Overlay) 

c) Part VII - District wide Rules (Section 37-  Mining Activities) 

See below: 

a) Part III - District wide Issues Objectives and Policies (Section 14 - Mining Activities) 

• I request that the PDP be amended as currently 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 request that The Objectives and Policies be reworded so that they are strong enough to 
adequately protect the landscape, natural character and biodiversity values within the 
Coromandel district. 

• I oppose the statement that the adverse impacts of mining activities can be remedied', 
'mitigated' or 'compensated for'. This I believe is a simplification of a complex problem and 
ultimately untrue. The negative environmental impacts of mining activities on the landscape are 
long-lasting and permanent. 

• I oppose the statement that mining activities should 'avoid adverse affects on the Outstanding 
Landscape Overlay, Natural Character Overlay, and areas of significant indigenous vegetation 
and significant habitats of indigenous fauna. This statement is too loose and is open to different 
interpretations and the objective, to protect the landscape, is ultimately easily ignored or abused. 
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• 1  request that Section 14.1 (Mining Activities) be amended as i t e s  not acknowledge the adverse 
impacts of the modern mining industry on communities or state clearly enough how future mining 
activities will have a major adverse impact on the unique Conservation Values and Natural 
Character of the Coromandel. Mining is socially damaging and has negative physical and mental 
health effects. It is a divisive industry and, although a few may benefit from a mine, Waihi 
exemplifies the on-going cumulative damage that mining has on the vast majority in a community 

- vibration, noise and dust (and the stress caused by these things as well) an uncertain property 
market and therefore an uncertain future. 

• I request that the statement: "The District has a long history of mining for gold and other minerals 
be removed. However if TCDC want to acknowledge the history of mining, it should also 
acknowledge the history of resistance to mining in the Coromandel over the last 40 years. There 
should be recognition too of the way in which the No Mining' campaign in Coromandel has 
contributed significantly to our Natural Character. This campaign has also enabled vast areas of 
native bush (that would have been destroyed again by mining activities) to regenerate and 
recover. 

• I oppose the fact that when assessing proposals for subdivision and the development of land, the 
plan has provision for the 'Council to take the presence of mineral resources into account'. This 
intention that Mining activities will not be 'unduly constrained by subdivision, use and 
development' gives mining companies an unfair advantage over other possible land uses. (14.1). 

• I disagree with the intention that that mining will be given priority over other forms of development, 
which are stated as 'compromising the ability to mine and inhibiting the community's ability to 
provide for its social and economic wellbeing' (14.2.2). 

• I oppose the implication that mining activities provide 'social and economic wellbeing for our 
communities'. (14.2.2) I require this statement to be removed as it is unrepresentative of 
community values, because mining activities in fact  only benefit a few and disadvantage many in 
the community. 

• When The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint was compiled and community values were assessed, 
the need for sustainable development and biodiversity growth were expressed by our community. 
I encourage the council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by 
Coromandel communities in The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint. In the current PDP, these values 
which the community thought were very important, are not apparent. This devalues the Blueprint 
and makes it a waste of ratepayers' time and money. 

b) Part VI - Overlay Rules (Section 32 Landscape and Natural Character Overlay) 

• I oppose any part of the Proposed District Plan which does not rule that Mining Activities (such as 
Mineral processing, Waste rock/tailings storage, Underground mining and Surface mining), are 
prohibited activities in the District, especially in CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL 
ZONES. 

• I request that all mining activities should be prohibited because of their destructive nature and 
their adverse impact on the environment. The Coromandel is particularly vulnerable, due to its 
unstable and fragile geography, and the area needs to be protected for future generations. 
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Mining here will cause landslips and run off into our rivers and streams which will take heavy 
metals (currently stable in the rocks) out in to our coastal areas (as has happened previously in 
Wyuna Bay and the Firth of Thames). This will damage our fishing and aquaculture industries. 

• I  demand that TCDC uphold the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act that protects the Gulf from Marine 
pollution. 

• I request that the mining activities in the PDP listed as non-complying or discretionary should be 
ruled as prohibited in order to recognise and protect the "Matters of National Importance 
outlined in the RMA Section 6; (as listed below) 

(a) the preservation o f  the natural character o f  the coastal environment (including the coastal marine area), 
wetlands, and lakes and rivers and their margins, and the protection o f  them from inappropriate subdivision, use, 
and development: 
(b) the protection o f  outstanding natural features and landscapes from inappropriate subdivision, use, and 
development: 
(c) the protection o f  areas o f  significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats o f  indigenous fauna: 

• I oppose the removal of The Coastal Zone from Section 32 Landscape and Natural Character 
Overlay and require that The Coastal Zone be reinstated in this section. Without its inclusion, there 
is no longer adequate protection for our coastal biodiversity from the adverse impacts of mining. 

• I require that there be a Coastal Environment Overlay which will include a rule prohibiting all 
mining activities. The Plan should specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. 

• Only last year, an area of the Coastal Zone, Wyuna Bay, (included in Schedule 4 and therefore off 
limits to mining) was subjected to mining exploration/sampling. If The Coastal Zone was in the 
overlay (and all mining activities were prohibited in Coastal Zones), there would then be the 
necessary protection for such special areas as Wyuna Bay. 

• I oppose the omission of High Value Conservation Areas' identified in Schedule 4 in the 
Outstanding Natural Landscapes' overlay (ONL). I find it incredible that this official document 

protecting Schedule 4 land has been ignored by TCDC. I require the Plan to include all identified 
Schedule 4 land as part of the Outstanding Landscape Overlay and to protect Schedule 4 land on 
the Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities as required by the law. 

c) Part VII - District wide Rules (Section 37 - Mining Activities 

I oppose having some mining activities ruled as permitted, discretionary and non-complying. 
I want the TCDC to amend Section 37.3 and Section 37.4 of the PDP to change the activity 

status' so that all Mining Activities (including Surface mining, Underground mining, Waste 
rock/tailings storage, prospecting and exploration) are ruled as Prohibited in all Zones in the 
Coromandel. 

• 1 support separating Quarrying activities from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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In summary: 

request the plan be amended to ensure that all mining activities are prohibited in all zones and 
overlays of the Coromandel Peninsula. 

I request that Schedule 4 land be recognised and protected by TCDC 

I also request rewording Section 14 to accurately represent the short history of mining in the 
Coromandel and to acknowledge the decades of opposition to mining in the Coromandel since 
1970. 

It is essential that Industrial Mining is kept out of the Coromandel Peninsula, as this is completely 
contrary to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District and the community 
values of the people who live here (as expressed in the Blueprint). 

My further comments: 

The Coromandel is a special place for many New Zealanders and for tourists from near and far. Our 
local council should be promoting our 'pure, clean green image' and ensuring that nothing can 
damage it. Mining is a short term, unsustainable boom and bust industry with an enduring toxic 
legacy. 

The Coromandel is home to a variety of unique flora and fauna (frogs, geckos, birds, and insects) 
and mining would have a major negative impact on all of them. A mine in the Coromandel would 
cause vibration, noise, dust, slips and run off caused by the creation of roads to remove tailings - let 
alone the carbon footprint generated from mining. A mine would also necessitate the taking of 
water from our streams for mining processes and the discharging of polluted water back into our 
ecosystem. None of this can be good for the Coromandel, the people who live here or those who 
come to visit and support our tourist economy. 

The Coromandel Peninsula, with its beautiful coastline and wonderful native bush, is a unique and 
special place which is slowly regenerating and recovering after decades of mining in our hills and 
logging in our native forests. Although mining is a part of our heritage, to mine the Coromandel in 
the future, is irrational, unwise and very short sighted. The natural environment is the key to the 
economic future of the Coromandel and it should not be compromised. 

TCDC should be leading the way into a new era with environmentally and economically sustainable 
businesses and not harking back to the "good old Victorian Times" where the rush for gold left no 
thought for the future. 

We should be responsible and forward thinking for the benefit of our people, our land and the 
climate. 

• 1 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: 

Submission 904

Page 4116



:1 

Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: Julie Crimmins Crocker 

Address: 304 Brown Street 

Phone: 07 868 5142 Email: juliendave(ãxtra.co.nz 

I oppose those parts of the PDP which allow any type of mining activities in the 
Thames /Coromandel district, as I believe that all mining activities should be prohibited on 

the Coromandel Peninsula. 

I request amendments to the PDP as, in its current form, it does not articulate the special 
Qualities, Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel Peninsula. 

For the benefit of the environment and the people that live here, w e  need much stronger 
regulations, objectives and policies to protect the outstanding landscapes and ecology of 

the Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities. 

Therefore the Specific provisions of the Proposed District Plan that my submission relates to are: 

o Part II -Overlay Issues Objectives and Policies (Section 9 -  Landscape and Natural Character] 

o Part Ill - District wide Issues Objectives and Policies (Section 14 - Mining Activities) 

o Part VI - Overlay Rules (Section 32 Landscape and Natural Character Overlay) 

o Part VII - District wide Rules (Section 37-  Mining Activities) 

See below: 

o Part U -Overlay Issues Objectives and Policies (Section 9 -  Landscape and Natural Character) 

request that TCDC protect and maintain the landscape and natural character of the 
Coromandel, which as stated in the PDP are 'are two of the most important 'special values' in 
the District'. These 'landscape values and characteristics' are what make the Coromandel so 
special to people who live here and so appealing also to the tourists who provide 
considerable income for the area. 

1 '  I oppose the objectives in this section which do not in fact  'preserve and protect these values' 
or ensure that the 'qualities and characteristics of Amenity Landscapes are maintained or 
enhanced and continue to contribute to the pleasantness, aesthetic coherence and cultural 
and recreational values of the landscape'. 

I vehemently oppose the use of phrases as 'avoid adverse effects', 'Significant adverse effects 
should be avoided' or 'maintain and where opportunity exists enhance', and 'adverse effects 
shall be avoided, remedied or mitigated', when these phrases are used related to activities 
that could damage forever the unique Coromandel Landscape, (that is renowned world-wide 

for its natural beauty) values and characteristics. These statements are far too permissive 
and do not effectively prohibit activities that will damage the natural environment and so 
degrade the landscape and environment. 
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V Mining is one such degrading and damaging activity, consequently I request that the PDP is 
amended so that it states clearly that mining is prohibited in Outstanding Landscapes, 
Amenity Landscapes, and Natural Character Overlays. 

o Part Ill - District wide Issues Objectives and Policies (Section 14 - Mining Activities) 

V I request the plan be amended so that the Objectives and Policies are clear and strict 
enough to protect the landscape, natural character and biodiversity values within the district. 
At present, 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). 

V I oppose the statement that mining activities should just avoid adverse affects'. This suggests 
that if they aren't avoided and damage is done that is unfortunate but permissible. 
Furthermore to state that the adverse impacts of mining activities can be 'remedied', 
'mitigated' or 'compensated for' I believe is misleading and inaccurate. The negative 
environmental effects of mining activities are long-lasting and impossible to put right. 

V I request that Section 14.1 (Mining Activities) is reworded to acknowledge the adverse impacts 
of the modern mining industry on communities and to clearly state how future mining activities 
will have a major adverse impact on the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character 
of the Coromandel. Mining is socially damaging and has negative physical and mental health 
effects. Waihi exemplifies that mining is a divisive industry as, although a few may benefit from 
a mine, the vast majority in a community suffer ongoing cumulative damage - vibration, noise 
and dust (and the stress of these things) exacerbated by an uncertain future caused by a very 
uncertain and devalued property market. 

V I ask the TCDC to omit the statement: "The District has a long history of mining for gold and 
other minerals." (p73), as this is irrelevant to the future of the Coromandel. Although mining 
took place here in the past, mining is not the key to our future prosperity. The plan should also 
acknowledge that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to mining (and 
have been for 40 years). Furthermore, the plan should also recognise that this 'No Mining' 
campaign in Coromandel has contributed significantly to our Natural Character. 

V I oppose the fact that when assessing proposals for subdivision, the plan has provision for the 
'Council to take the presence of mineral resources into account when assessing proposals for 
the subdivision, use and development of land' (14.1). 

V I disagree with the intention behind this statement that that mining will be given priority over 
other forms of development, which are stated as compromising the ability to mine and 
inhibiting the community's ability to provide for its social and economic wellbeing (14.2.2). 

V I oppose the objective that Mining activities will not be 'unduly constrained by subdivision, use 
and development'. (14.3.2) 

V I disagree with the statement that mining activities are the key to our communities' social and 
economic wellbeing (14.2.2) and require this statement to be removed as it is 
unrepresentative of community values. 
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V When community values were assessed for The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint, the need for 
sustainable and development and biodiversity growth were expressed by our community. 
These wishes have not been fully translated into the Plan and are not prioritised. Iencourage 
the council to change the PDP in order to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel 
communities in The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint. 

o Part VI - Overlay Rules (Section 32 Landscape and Natural Character Overlay) 

V I oppose any part of the Proposed District Plan which does not rule that Mining Activities (such 
as Mineral processing, Waste rock/tailings storage, Underground mining, Surface mining, 
prospecting and drilling), are prohibited activities in the District, especially in CONSERVATION, 
COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. (In the PDP at present, some of these activities are 
only listed as non-complying or discretionary not prohibited) It is necessary to make mining 
activities prohibited in order to recognise and protect the "Matters of National Importance" 
outlined in the RMA Section 6; (as listed below) 

(a) the preservation o f  the natural character o f  the coastal environment (including the coastal marine area), 
wetlands, and lakes and rivers and their margins, and the protection o f  them from inappropriate subdivision, 

use, and development: 
(b) the protection o f  outstanding natural features and landscapes from inappropriate subdivision, use, and 
development: 
(c) the protection o f  areas o f  significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats o f  indigenous fauna: 

V I believe that all mining activities should be prohibited because of their negative 
environmental effects and because the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the 
Coromandel Peninsula (for the benefit of present and future generations) needs to be 
protected from such adverse impacts. 

V I oppose the removal of The Coastal Zone from this section as there is no longer adequate 
protection for our coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. I require a Coastal 
Environment Overlay to include a rule prohibiting all mining activities. I want the Plan to 
specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. 

V I demand that TCDC uphold the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act that protects the Gulf from 
Marine pollution. 

V I oppose the failure of TCDC to include the 'High Value Conservation Areas' identified in 
Schedule 4 in the 'Outstanding Natural Landscapes' overlay (ONL). I require the Plan to 
include all identified Schedule 4 land as part of the Outstanding Landscape Overlay and to 
protect Schedule 4 land on the Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities. 

o Part VII - District wide Rules (Section 37 - Mining Activities 

V I request that TCDC amend Section 37.3 and Section 37.4 of the PDP to change the 'activity 
status.' for all Mining activities where it says permitted, discretionary and non-complying, so 
that all Mining Activities (including, Surface mining, Underground mining, Waste rock/tailings 
storage, prospecting and exploration) are prohibited in all Zones. 

V I support separating Quarrying activities from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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In summary: The special nature of the Coromandel deserves cast iron protection particularly as our 
reputation as a clean green holiday destination, and the economic revenue and employment we 
get from such tourism, is so dependent on this positive reputation. 

Consequently, I request the plan be amended to ensure that all mining activities are prohibited in all 
zones and overlays. I also request rewording Section 14 to accurately represent the short history of 
mining in the Coromandel and acknowledge the decades of opposition to mining in the 
Coromandel since 1970. 

It is essential that Industrial Mining is kept out of the Coromandel Peninsula, as this is completely 
contrary to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District and the community 
values of the people who live here. 

My further comments: 

I am concerned that if Newmonts Mining Activities in Waihi, (including broken promises and 
mining expansion under people's homes without their consent) were repeated here on the 
Coromandel Peninsula, our small coastal communities would be devastated and our clean 
green reputation overseas ruined. 

Even if mining were kept away from residential zones, the negative impact on Coromandel's 
environment and communities would be major and the experience of living here changed 
(irrevocably) for the worst. 

If mining takes place on the Coromandel Peninsula there will be: 

• Huge trucks on our fragile coastal windy roads - l o a d e d  with rocks or tailings going to 
and from the mines 

Landslips and polluted run-off in our streams, rivers and estuaries. 

• Native bush destroyed and the peaceful experience of walking in the bush ruined. 

Coromandel's positive image overseas tarnished for ever. 

Sometimes you don' t  know what you've got until it's gone - The PDP needs to preserve our 
beautiful environment, for everyone's benefit, not put it at risk. 

• 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: / L  
. 
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Form 5 
Submission on publicly notified Proposed District Plan 

Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991 

To Thames Coromandel District Council 

Name of submitter: 

This is a submission on the THAMES COROMANDEL PROPOSED DISTRICT 
PLAN (PDP): 

Notified on 13 December 2013 

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: 
Objectives Policies & Rules relating to Matarangi 
Settlement, Matarangi Structure Plan, Matarangi Golf 
Course and the land containing Holes I & 21n particular. 

OUR SUBMISSION: 

We SUPPORT the inclusion of the Matarangi Golf Course land and "greenkeepers 
hill" within the Open Space Zone. 

We SUPPORT the extension of the Matarangi Structure Plan to include land 
containing holes 1 and 2 of the Golf Course. 

We seek amendments to ensure the spit end zoned open space zone where land 
containing the Matarangi Golf Course lies outside the Structure Plan 
Area is maintained as open space, free of buildings and structures. 

REJ/I: 

The development of Matarangi as a coastal settlement was based on ret nnp open 
space around clusters of residential development. The land currently co i the 
Matarangi Golf Course has been set aside as open space to delineate the residential 
clusters. It is appropriate that the Golf Course land including Holes 1 and 2 (Lot 36 
DPS 72837) is zoned as open space. It is also appropriate that objectives policies 
and rules are in place to ensure that the open space is not compromised. The 
Structure Plan overlay with Open Space is an appropriate method for ensuring the 
golf course land is retained as open space. 

DECISION SOUGHT 

The Matarangi Structure Plan overlay is retained as the primary method of retaining 
open space qualities at Matarangi. Open space zone is applied to the entire golf 
course land and to greenkeeper's hill. 
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The open space zone applies to the land currently occupied by golf course and 
golfing activities whether or not the land is retained as a golf course or for playing 
golf. 

The Open Space Zone is retained as the appropriate zone to ensure golf course land 
provides the open space relief from buildings or structures between residential 
clusters to maintain natural values characteristics and attributes of the sand spit. 

Objectives Rules and Open Space Zone Purpose and Description are amended to 
make clear that the open space zone has no development rights because all 
development rights have been transferred into the development clusters zoned 
residential commercial and industrial at Matarangi. 

OUR SUBMISSION: 

We Seek the following amendment to 273.1 Objective I to recognise that where open 
space is not currently accessible by the public for example the land containing holes 1 and 2 
of the golf course it is to remain as open space because the development rights have been 
transferred to development cells. 

DECISION SOUGHT 

Delete Objective 1 and replace with the following: 
"Matarangi remains a high amenity settlement based on neighbourhood cells defined by 
areas of private and public open space." 

OUR SUBMISSION: 

We Support the Amenity Landscape Overlay at Matarangi and seek an amendment to 
their boundaries to more consistently apply over length and depth of ocean beach. 

The Amenity Landscape Overlay is inconsistently applied to ocean beach margins and 
spit end. The overlay needs to be extended to include all the land that meets the 
qualities the objectives and policies for Amenity Landscapes seek to protect. This 
includes the contribution to open space and natural values made by the land 
containing Holes I and 2 of the golf course. 

DECISION SOUGHT 

Extend the Amenity Landscape to cover Holes 1 and 2 (Lot 36 DPS 72837) 
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OUR SUBMISSION 

We Support Part II Overlay Objectives & Policies Section: Section 7 Coastal 
Environment Objective I for subdivision use and development in the coastal 
environment with amendment to provide a new additional policy to ensure that where 
open space has been provided in exchange for subdivision and development 
opportunities, that open space is protected from future subdivision and development 
regardless of who owns the land. 

Within the coastal environment new settlements such as Matarangi are established on 
the basis of identifying land for development and preserving land to provide open 
space free of buildings and structures so that the development is contained within 
cells or neighbourhoods separated by green belts. 

This will ensure high level objectives and policies give effect to Policy 6 NZCPS (2010) 
and provide the framework for the Matarangi Structure Plan provisions that in turn 
lock in place the trade off for allowing development to occur in exchange for open 
space. This needs to be made transparent so that future developers do not double dip 
by expanding development into the green belt that has been set aside from 
development under the guise of consolidating development on an existing settlement. 

DECISION SOUGHT 

Add new to Section 7.3 a new Policyla as follows: 

Avoid buildings in structures in open space areas set aside to preserve natural 
attributes and contain development to clusters within settlements located in the 
coastal environment. 

OUR SUBMISSION 

We seek an amendment to 27.3.5 Mataranpi Structure Plan Rules Rule 1.1 d) to limit 
the extent to which buildings and structures may be erected in the open space zone 
containing the golf course at Matarangi. 

DECISION SOUGHT 

Add to Rule 1.1 c) the words "and the maximum number of buildings on the site shall not 
exceed 3." 

Amend the standard for site coverage in Rule 1.1 d) to "1% or 75m2 gross floor area 
whichever is the more restrictive" 

Amend Rule 3 Subdivision in the Open Space Zone by adding a new proviso as follows: 

"c) The new lots shall remain part of "site" for the purpose of applying 27.35 Rule 1." 

OUR SUBMISIUON 
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Any other consequential amendments or such other relief required to give effect to the submitters 
concerns. 

I M e  wish to be heard in support of my submission. 
If others make a similar submission, I/we will consider presenting a joint case with 
them at a hearing. 
I/We could nogain a trade advantage through this submission. 

Signed 

Date 

Address for service of 
submitter: 

Telephone - 

Email: 
. . .  ......;.___ 

Contact person: ..............................................- 
..................... 

(7 

.L 
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NOTICE TO  CEASE A N D  DESIST 

To: Glenn Leach 
Mayor of  Thames 
Thames Coromandel District Council 
Private Bag 
Thames 3540 

From: Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter 
202 Grafton Road 
Thames 3500 
New Zealand 

In regards to: Submission to Oppose the Proposed Road Extension of Mt View Road to Reservoir 
Rd, Thames. Paper Road adjacent to 202 Grafton Road, Thames 3540 pursuant to the Public 
Submissions allowed by end of Friday the 14th March 2014. 

Dear sir, 

My name is Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter o f  Parawai. It has come to my attention that your organization 
has erroneously been under the assumption that Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter is dead based on a Birth 
Certificate created by the DEPARTMENT OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS - Births, Deaths & Marriages (see 

copy herein). 

Please refer to the Affidavit o f  Life (see copy herein) as proof that Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter is not 
dead nor lost beyond the sea. 

This letter is your instruction from me Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter to Cease and Desist all trading and/or 

any and all commercial activities relating to the historical land grant of  the Parawai Block for the Church 
Missionary Society, the Hauraki Mission Society, and the Grant Lands originally belonging to the 
Tangata Whenua o Hauraki, on the basis that all the activity to cross-lease, partition or subdivide and 
therefore sell sections of  the Parawai Block were not approved by the Registrar of  District Land Registry. 

There n four grave-sites on the paper road proposed by Council for an extension to Mount View Drive 
all t}c :y  across to Reservoir Road, Parawai. This issue is a significant historical issue which must be 
d i s i J  further before the undignified desecration o f  the gravesites on the road indicated in historical 
reconL as Pua Rd, which the Thames Coromandel District Council desires to make into a through road. 

Please take notice: 

Corpus Juris Secundum 

~ 
J// d~ 

- 
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Section 16, Page 892: 

FACT OF DEA TH: Death o f  the person on whose estate administration is sought is a jurisdiction 
requisite; and while the presumption o f  death arising from absence may present a prima facie 
case sufficient to warrant a grant o f  administration, yet  i f  it subsequently develops that such 
person was in fact  alive, the administration is void. 

While it is true that the presumption o f  death arising from a person absence, unheardfrom, for 
a considerable length o f  time, see "Death Section 6", may present a prima facie case sufficient to 
warrant a grant o f  administration on his estate, the arising o f  such presumption does not take the 
case out o f  the operation o f  the general rule on the subject, and f i t  is made to appear that the 
person was in fact  alive at the time such administration was granted, the administration is 
absolutely void. Although, that payment to an administrator o f  an absentee who is not in fact 
dead is no defense against the absentee or his legal representative, nor are costs and 
disbursement incurred by such administrator a legal charge against the absentee or his property; 
but where the administrator has paid debts o f  the absentee, he is subrogated to the rights o f  the 
creditors whom he has paid. It has been considered, however, that the invalidity o f  the 
administration does not relate back, but that it is invalid only the time when the presumption of 
death is rebutted. 

Please direct all employees under your control to cease and desist any further plans regarding the paper 
road adjacent to my property of  202 Grafton Road, Parawai. Thames. 

Yours faithfully, 

/ 

By: Ralph glas Eden-Hunter, a man 

Date: 
1,1_13L320' 

I 

Witness: , 
By: So'onaalofa Slaron Aspinall-Su' a, a woman 

Copy to: 

c ; 

/ \  c\ 

Universal Postal Union, International Bureau Case, Postale 3 1 2  3 0 1 5 ,  Berne, Switzerland 
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1 U ) R D E R  OF DECREE 
To the Thames Coromandel District Council; 

I, Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter; 

A sovereign man of the State of Niu Tireni (New Zealand), Aotearoa; acting within 
my full capacity as one empowered to make free election, hereby express my will, and 
do mandate that the Thames/Coromandel District Council and the Crown 
acknowledge and respect that  this land is held in Fee-Simple Title, that the 
Thames/ Coromandel District Council and the CROWN may not levy rates, charges, 
taxes or any other imposts upon such land or my real self. 

I further state my will and order that the CROWN shall seek to fund the services it 
has a duty to provide to the tangata whenua under He Whakaputanga 0 Te 
Rangatiratanga 0 Niu Tireni 1835 and Te Tiriti 0 Waitangi 1840 drawn free of usury 
(interest) on the credit of Her Majesty The Queen In Right Of New Zealand in 
accordance to common law but  not limited to the New Zealand Bills of Exchange Act 
1908. 

This ORDER OR DECREE is to be carried into full effect within ninety (90) days of 
delivery. 

Dated this day of I 1 4  P I C W  in the year of our Lord 20 

at  Parawai; THAMES: 

Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter 

/ 

Witness: So'onaalofa Sharon Aspinall-Su' a A 
/\ 

Copy to: Universal Postal Union 

International Bureau Case 

Postale 312 3015 

Berne, Switzerland. 
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Affidavit in Lawful Possession 

Notice to  all Parties: 

To: Office of the Thames Coromandel District Council 

To: Office for Land Information New Zealand 

To: Maori Land Court of New Zealand 

To: Environment Court of New Zealand 

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day appeared Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter, 

AR, who, being by me duly sworn, made the following statements and swore that they 

were true: "My name is RALPH DOUGLAS EDEN-HUNTER, AR, the Living Man Ralph 

Douglas Eden-Hunter and I reside in Parawai, Thames. 

I am of sound mind and capable of making this affidavit. I am personally acquainted with 

the facts herein stated concerning the open use, open occupation and apparent 

ownership of the land and improvements located at: Proposed District Plan at the 

intersection of Mount View Road, Grafton Road, through to Reservoir Road next to the 

property that I own being the legal description of 202 Grafton Road, Parawai; Thames 

3500. Legal Description: Lot 1 D.PS52806C. 

I hereby swear and affirm that I have continuously and LAWFULLY possessed the above 

described property since the 21st October 2013 to the exclusion of all others: 

My claim is based upon my actual and visible appropriation and possession of the above 

mentioned property. Hereby being, open and notorious, and peaceably possessing it due 

to abandonment. 

Also whereby I intend to continue to enjoy and make further improvements, as this is my 

personal dwelling by adverse possession. 

1 

kd4-1 
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I, Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter AR acting on behalf of tangata whenua agree to let the Thames 

Coromandel District Council respond within the reasonable time limits prescribed by law. 

R ISI'ONSl II ' I  l 

ALL PARTIES are granted ten (10) days, exclusive o f  the day o f  receipt, to answer to 

the statements and claims herein and/or to provide ALL PARTIES own answers to 

inquiries. See UCC 1-204(1) and; UCC 2-201(2) and. 5 USC Subsection 706 

Administrative Procedures Act 1966. Ten (10) days is a reasonable time wherein 

Libellees may answer, authorized pursuant to UCC 1-204 and. Time - Reasonable Time 

"Seasonably." (1) Whenever this act requires any action to be taken within a 
reasonable time, any time which is not manifestly unreasonable may be fixed by 

agreement. u c c  2-201. Final written Registration --- Parol or extrinsic evidence, [I]f 

within a reasonable time a writing in confirmation o f  the contract and sufficient against the 

sender is received and the party receiving it has reason to know o f  its contents, it satisfies 

the requirements against such party unless written notice o f  objection to its contents is 

given within ten days after it is received * * Ten (10) days to answer is hereby "fixed" 

by this private Agreement/Contract. 

This Affidavit is given to notify all and any interested party or parties that I have taken 

lawful possession and I am claiming ownership of the above described property 

peaceably. All Parties have ten days to rebut this affidavit. Otherwise, this affidavit stands 

as the "Truth in Fact," 

/ certify under the PENALTIES OF PERJURY provided by international statute laws of God, that 

the foregoing paragraphs are true and correct. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

Ralph Douglas Eden-Hunter 

Date: / o/ 

0 

C) 

2 

Submission 907

Page 4129



Witness: 

On 2 ô '  before me, 
(a Public Notary) personally appeared  Ralph Douglas FdenHunter ,  AR w h o  proved  to  m e  on 
the  basis o f  satisfactory evidence t o  b e  t he  Living M a n  whose  n a m e  is subscribed t o  t he  within 

ins trument  a n d  acknowledged  to  m e  t h a t  h e  execu ted  the  s o m e  in his authorized capacity, 
a n d  t h a t  b y  his s ignature on  the  instrument,  t he  Man, or  t he  en t i ty  upon beha l f  o f  which the 

M A N  acted, execu ted  the  instrument. 

ThJ 

llc4e4rary / 

Copy to: Universal Postal Union, International Bureau Case, Postale 3 1 2  3 0 1 5 ,  Berne, Switzerland. 

L'eau: source do vie 

/7 

NZ NbuveIie-Zarde 

CN 
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3 
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v j N e w  Zealaiid 
Well 

N g a  P i r i h i m a n a  0 Aotearoa 

21/01/2014 

TO: Whom it may concern 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Thames Police Station 
402a Queen Street 
P.O. B o x  715 
DX: GXI 0064 
THAMES 3500 
Ph: (07) 867  9600  Fax: (07) 867 9601 

Over the period of the past 24 months it has become evident that the paper road running 
between Grafton Road and Reservoir Road in Thames has been used, and continues to be 
used as a crime-corridor by various dishonesty offenders. 

A crime-corridor" is a route used by offenders to travel in order to avoid Police patrols and 
lower the chance of detection during offending. 

Limiting the use of this paper road will reduce incidence of crime. 

Yours faithfully 

Jared Thompson 
Sergeant 
Officer in Charge 
Thames Police 
email: jared.thompsonpolice.govt.nz 
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3 0 t h  January 2014 

THAMESCOROMAN [Y:IL 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 

31 JAN 2O1 

RECEIVED BY: 

Councillors of 

Thames Coromandel District Council 

515 Mackay Street, 

Thames 3500 

NOTIFICATION OF A PUBLIC EVENT ON BEHALF OF: 

Ngakete Taranaki Rau Me Nga Tino Rangatira I Raro Mai o Hauraki 

Dear Councillors, 

We, Ngakete Taranaki Rau and Tangata Whenua wish to advise you of our public event being held on 
Waitangi Day 6th February 2014 at 202 Grafton Road, Parawai; Thames. 

We will be starting our event with a Sam Karakia and Powhiri Ceremony and confirming this with the 
raising of our flag of friendship. The purpose of our event is to celebrate the signing of Te Tiriti dated 
1 7 t h  February 1840 as it was in the Hauraki. 

We would be honoured to have you come and celebrate this historical event with us. This is an event 
for family, for whanau, for tangata whenua, for our nation. It will be an exciting day of meeting and 
greeting, good food, good company, a day for the all to enjoy and experience. 

E Nga Tino Rangatira i raro mai o Hauraki, nau mai, haere mai, piki mai, kake mai. Welcome to you 
all. 

Ma te Atua hei manaaki, 

i (%~v 

Ngakete Taranaki Rau 

Rawinia Tiarete Sharon Aspinall-Su'a 

( 
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202 Grafton Roads Parawai Thames 

Wai t ang i  Day 

Thursday 6 February 2014 
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9 a m  Iri trodudilon t o  o u r  event 

12pm Lunch 
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Our i of I..Tn future. iTn L_ngata, r:angata 
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1L 

8 VW 

6th )?ehruary. 1840. 
I mooting with A t  10 o'clock this morning, i t  WM announced to me t h t t  the chiefs, being impatient of further 
o efs dolay and perfectly satisfied with the proposals 1 had made them, were desirous a t  onct to sigu the 

rJl,.cLLf)r, that they might r u r n  to their homes. The further consideration of the question had hrvi 
ad1ourned f nn the 5th 1 he 7th;  bu t  to have refused this request; would pr '  vbably have render 
n u g a i v  whole i ro by the dispersion of the tribes before they had a s  ed their con-c:, 
by 01 r j uses ] assembled the officers oil the Gorri oment and, \ Lh r Busi I 
the gentlemen of the Mi ionary body, I proceeded to the touts, whore the Trea i r  was sig md 
thrin by forty-six head ehio1, in the presence off: least five hundred of inforice degree. 

As the acquiescence of those chiefs, t w e n t y - x  of whom had signed the 000l ;Lt ion of Ind neiv:v, 
most be deemed a full and clear recognition of t1v sovereign rights of Her T;Hcuty (lYE e N 
parts of this Island, it  will be announced by a of twenty-one guns, w1icL I Lm.e nd 
Captain Nias shall be fired from the ship to-ioo;ov-. 

I n  the course of this prodeeding 1 have eoutivd ic utmost publicity, and I have forborne to adopt 
even the customary measaro of propitiating the covsent of the alliori4 by presents or promises; and 
not  until the Treaty had been signed did I give anything, To have o t ;  them home without 
some acknorledgmuut would have boon a vinlntwu u their onetoms, and inY have given ogence I 

llin va no bulb;e therefore tribuf;cd anongst; thon a few 11,1140108 Oi I g  
I t  i '  i n i n t i e n  next wenic to visit; liokiangn, and 1 hope to obtain in octherenee of such of the 

chicle & h t  di ;:rict 1 5  WOVO Out present a t  Wnitaugi 
1 hove, &o, 

h i s  Excellency hir (ic;rge Gippu, &c. (Siguod) W lIoneox, 
Concerning t v s i t  to i[{okianga, which took place within the following 

week, Captain lb 1son thus writes to Sir George Gipps, t h e  Governor of New 
South Wales :-8'h— 

IL l l t s  " Herald," Bay  of  Islands, 17th February, 1840, 
1840. 1 have the honor to acquaint your Excvih;iey that, in accordance with the jutoution 1 

i t  Pebruary. Cxl sod in my letter of the 5th instant, I dod to Hokianga on the 111h, accompanied by 
- Oto miii Nice, the officers of Government, and the Rev. Mr. Taylor and Mr. Clarke, of t i c  C m;oh 

reaty sigmd at m .  Society. 
ekiangla ( ) i f  arriving ut Wailicia, n, place oil the river about seven miles above the Mission Station, I as 

received by the nmrbers  of the 'vVesloyaa Mission, and all 1;lie prnlcijr Phiropeim settlers ci the 
iitmgldiciinhooiL I i cn i  theso gentlemen I received every assurance offide1; to l i c e  Majesty, and the 
most hearty c(ug; ;iftiiov 10 i;yself, 

At  the coue lu l : ;  of io- (leremoflilti I proceeded down the  river in  boats tha t  were provided for 
me, eI;Lwiilod by the D;hi:1 inhabitaum in eight other boats, all displaying the British flag o n  p;o 
log t h e  1 lauraki a nlut of thirto:n Io:ms ioms fired, and on my arrival t tI; 4ission St ; f in  1 v 
again visited by the r s : h v t  gentteno;;, to v'honi I addressed it, few wo;1  OO)ri sive of the hivi  v 
:i Oil tortained of this en :vst of loyal Z(":, in forwarding the v;nwe of I i c  i v y' G-ovc:v : o ci 
of  the lioiior they had done inc by their very flal;tcniug attention. 1 h e " n o  nmc o n  d d  ny 
intciitiuu to hold a meeting of the chiofh on th0 following clay, to winch I invived J hc Jh:vo:vaos of 
every class and nation. 

Meeting helL tinvieg previously intimated to 1:he chiefs my wish to niiet; them on the 12th, not h :  ian 3,000 
Natives had collected a t  the Mission Station, betwden 400 and R. of whom v o: 0 C v ov 
degrees. A t  the r v p d n v  time for meeting I was inortithot to -2ve g u n  dish ia :v on the 
part; of the chiefs u ivvvhbIo, After some delay, however, tie to ci st the 
diilcrcnt ttihes rnarchei u; in procession, and tonic tboiv seats in thing in the  mm order as was 
observed a t  W - - - a - i .  : till I could not  fail to observe that an unfsvuurable spirit prevailed amongst 
them. 

The be in of the day commenced nearly in the same manner as i t  had done on a f 
occasion, t r. Hobbs, of the Wesleyan Mission, interprul;;ng. Af ter  a short addu to 
the Europeans, I entered into a full explanation to the chiefs of the views and motives of )-let" 
in proposing to extend to New Zealand her powerful protection. 1 then, a s N i e , r e d f f  T 
expounded Its provisions, invited discussion, and offered elucidation. This undisguised rn i 
proceeding defeated much of the opposition, but  did not, to the extent of my wish o r e x p e c t ; i  a, 
remove the predetermination to oppose me that  had dvumdy been manifested. 

The New Zealanders are passionately fond c i  ci; uiv:n; ion, and they possess considerable ingenuity 
in ex i t i ng  the passions of the people. On this oce;iion all their best orators were against me, and 
vu my orgument they could devise was used to defe;;b my object. Bu t  many of  their remarics were 
u hJu;Jy not  of Native origin, and i t  was clear that  it powerful eocmter-inulunee had been employed. 
T a r i s  the close of the day one of the chiefs, Papa Hailca, made mmmc choervations that ware so 
his; nctiy of English origin that I called on him to speak his own smhi:v vo;1 j;ce a man, end u t  to 
how ;;hiers who were self-interested to prompt him; upon which he fuivi; sd;vHecl I , 

id 
Luoled 'lbr the European who had advised him, to come forward and tell the tl  ;;ov;:ar what e t 'ci 
loin This call was reiterated by me, when a person named p r e ; :  ucl imself. I a iced vie 
motive for endeavouring to defeat the  benevolent o F  c of H e r  Majesty, mc ' ire i t  is to dv 
these people their jus t  rights, and to the European ors peace and ' i nment  H e  r c 1  1 
that  lie conscientiously believed tha t  the Natir t  i mid be degraded urn iv our influence, ,''Ad v it 
therefore he had advised them to resist; admittiu she same time thamc s e  laws of Ecctln;;d 0:0 
: juisito to restrain and protect British subject;, huh to  British subjects alone sbouhi i i :  1 be 

tom Ic I a In 11 m if he was aware that  I sh Jaws could only be exercised on 
vu iied, l :11 i t  aware: I am ne t  it lacvl:v Upon which I begged him to mu ov 

1 0  odd the uo :1st ho had given them adciso in ut ter  ignorance of this most in:; 
Ividiold. I f  voi: : 0  to such counsel and oppose me, yen cliii by i ho 1 of all y e :  1:: 

A 
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W D r I . t l i k N H  1LR of B r i t 1 i  subjects, who will consult no iIItCi'Bt bu t  their own, and who care no t  how 
niivh (!wy Lrninp10 on your rights. I am sent hero to control sueh people, and to a k  from you the 
lUtlhff l• iLy to do 8 0 '  This little address was responded to by o song of applause. Several chiefs who 

.. 
i l l " rovi l  w l  mo p r m g  U i ) s u p p o r t ,  and the whole spirit of the meeting changed, Apologies 

S i . i v o r o  (f1tU11 by the opposing party, and the most prominent of thorn came forwaad and signed the 
Vhcn the example had once been shown, it  was with difficulty I could restrain those who 

: w r  disgiitltlod by their rank from inserting their names Upwards of  fifty-six signatures were given, 
: H f l d  f 12 tj'j1OCk a t  night the business closed." [The wriLor thou 11tides to the  Nttive feast a t  Hau 
:. vii Id, l4ioutennt McDonnell's station, on the following day; as also to the character of the opposition 

1edy ; and eondudqs thus.—] ' Against such people I shall have to contend in overyquarter, but  I do 
nL depair  of arranging matters hereafter with comparative ease. The two points at which I have 

- 
t t iu Iy  met the Natives were the strongholds of our most violent opponents, ond, notwithstanding the 
U h  I t i f l ! .  efforts of  the Bishop (Catholic) and the convicts, I have obtained the almost unanimous 

: s i u e L  of the chiefs. On the whole oftho }ioldonga, bu t  two head chiefs refused their consent; and 
U ( ' f l  From their tribes many chiefs have added their names to  the Treaty. 

. 
considered that  on the conclusion of the Treaty of Waitangi the sovereignty or 

t!tr Miosty over the Northern districi; was complete. 1 can now only add that  the adherence of the 
I I uk ianga 010015 renders the question beyond dispute I therefore J)rOpOsO t o  issue a Proclamation 
nouuuiu'ing thai; 1-Ter ltajesty's dominions hi New Zealand extends from the North  Cape to  the 36th 
d u g r ( o  of latiLwIe. As I proceed Southward and obtain i;hc eonsent of the chiefs I will extend those 
IhujiN hy Prooffi.iriaticm until I can include the whole of the Islands. 

I l v e & e ,  
, II i5 ( i N J ! ' g O  (:flpps, &o. 

r1t1( i i i  1 t f l L (  ! t f t 1  for o n n i n g  s u n  u c s  in ihe duthcin ds-. 
ll,icim mill Ttll( 1I( I Iaiid, i l e  voiit; of WhiC-11 M'iiI be found in f1b.:9ceeding 
p I3 nn, ( 1 "  t b e  I()ll()W111 J)L IkUtCI1  from Governor Ho1iou 
K t ' i  Ln iy u i  Late for the Colonies:- 

Government )ironse, Russell, Bay of Islands, 
Nil, h 0 0 0 , —  25th May, 1840. 

i I had the honor to report to your Lowiship,n by my letters of the 16th and 17th of February ]84O 
InL No 1. i I  2, my procoaclings to that date. I ow avail myself of a vessel proceeding direct to 25 iV!ay 
:ii"IawI j!EO1T your Lordship of events that  have since occurred. 

( >0 h 2 1 i February 1 pi oceedcd in Her  Majesty's 5h1J) " H e r a l d "  to the river Waiternata tCtheoI 

m t od in Iho Thomas, for the two-fold purpose of treating with the Native chiefs, and of selecting a $ta. 
( f i h '  Fu a, Pow H5OiJ) The latter object was not  accomplished, but  the former was eflectd by obtaiixiug 

: I  Im n-Ihortira of flin l)rifl(i1)al chiefs of the neighbourhood. 
1hfortttiiaLciy, co idhe lab Mardi  I was attacked with violent illness, occasioned by harassing 

: • du ;q and by long oxpcuure to wet, which partially paralyzed my right arm and log. This circum-combined 
with a want of provisions on board the "Herald ,"  induced inn to return t o  the Bay 

nt fetends, and obliged Captain Nia  to proceed to Sydney for supplies. 
iid. flio public service should not  suffer by this event, I commissioned Captain William Further eignaturo 

Nmmmmmdmm, of the British Army, and the following gentlemen of the Church Missionary Society— to the Treaty 
WI moly ,  limo Boy. Mr. Henry Williams, the Her. Mr. Brown, the Rev. Mr. Maunsell, and the Hey. Mr. 
W them W fltiarns—to secure the adherence of the chiefs of their respective districts to the Treaty of 
We i ummgi. For this purpose I furnished to each a signed copy of that Treaty, with instructions, the 

md memo which I Intro time honor to transmit. 
limo dh,.h,W1,s in which these gentlemen wore requested to act comprise the  whole, of time North 

hmmmml, with the exception, of the northern extremity called : l i t a i a ,  to which I despatched Mr. 
the Acting Colonial Secretary, with it suite of  two gentlemen of time Government, and the 

l in t .  Mr. Taylor, of the Church Missionary Society, to secure the allegiance of the chiefs of that 
tmmmtr wIom ore some of the most powerful in the island; and I am hnppy to report to your Lordship 

•tiurt Mr Hhortlnnd mcmmccoedcd to the fullest extent. 
On Limo 23rd H e r  Mmmjesty'e' ship " H e r a l d "  arrived here from Sydney. Deeming 

timmet, mlmmmirmmlmtcm, notwithstanding the measures I had taken to secure the adherence of the chiefs, to 
= momptet' ibm dignify end importance of Government in a more ostensible manner than could be  done by 

'limcimm immmtividnmmIm-m, I despatelmeml Major Bunbury, in the " Herald , '  who readily consented to under-tim 
defy, to carry into effect such part of the instructions of your Lordship's predecessor as 

mmmml mnn,xmcntud itt; the commencement of my illness. I shouldt have proceeded myself on this 
o JA, Immit mo mmtm ommt Im mm n. ]lot the mm sufficiently restored to undertake so arduous 'm. dut1 1 enclose 

ml the it rmmmt come :iurmmiehoml to Major Bunbnry. 
Jim (Ill, 10'm 'm immstmcnt 'I received a report from Major Bunbury, dated on board the "Herald,"  4th 
In (mmmmmo ml,' I I! nvhour, ill which ho informs me that  the principal chiefs of that place had 

11 -' Jiffy ml tin mim mt v mmml I a'm'memnbled hem e, on the 15th instant, the chiefs of H utama, who gave 
rOom; ,,itlmmmmjt Imimmitatmon. 

It veiling mmmymmotf of the universal adherence of the Native chiefs to time Treaty of Proclamation of' 
ml mmml m lImmI hV iIimm mmii mint mmmcc to the original document in  Iny presence, or to copies signed Queen's sovereign 

' 0 i l l  tIm, he tolmm mml thliflo gtmmitleumomm who mmcm ocommissioned and authorized to  treat mirth them, I over the tlus 
islands. m Id mm mm mmmmmcm mmmm mit the ca mil mu ammmg out Of fl events it-. Port Nicholson, and, without nailing 

I tidmimu mm 1, mmjmme I jim mm, Inmummid tho simm ri mgniy of Her  Majesty over the North Island 
A1 u of the uncivilized state of the bctmmes,iminuitimu mm mmi tml mm Icunub dge 

Ii limo mmmli mmmm m hum ft mme jrcm 0 ill ji' lid motmsl given, I also proclaimed the authority of 
fi J I liii m itmitl tmim mm lelmitmile, on (liii mound of diseom er 

Ihnve,&e,, 
(Signed) W .  110350cr, 

I'jieuteuant.Govec'xior, '. 
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F. 

n e e d  m u c h  e t rOnge  H a n  . ;  r o t e c t  O 
A n i n g  A c t v t e .  T :  POV w s a . .  .:.0 the 

i Charec . . e .. 

: M J i S  u kFAQ 

especk!!" O N S E F .  T , . i. 
REESIDEPULL, L POP IES. 

tht, F C 

1 4 d o r . .  
- -  . -... . - 

:eC r S .  Statement t a  Recurce 
t(HGMPA). 

to s otec Cuccas t  e r c  T .  CC. Tne  CCC 
Zone n s  been  e r n o e c  w t o u  CdeCuate orcection b o d a r s v  from 

d e - s e  irnpacts - mrii e t r e  Coast& E r . r c  - - a le 
p r o m I n g  ad 

- 

V a u s  ar a s n . V e s ' C n e  - 
- - - - a p e s j c  = 

- . n n s I  o no 
CT L C - s S . . ,  - 

C - 
C 

- G a s  and- 

- o r n e s \  - 

- e T C D O a s e o o  - ZE E ? S C t C f l C 1 C - .  on 

S e  . 4 N .  s t o C r o C c s r . y  - r .  i o-.. 
Z - - : e w e  . ZOCO. 

o S e o i 3 7 . 4 T  1 5 ? L O S  flStZ, 

:. n a h 1 0  : -  - O8OC 

r effec. 

- tC - 
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rther:c 

Recent h i s t o ry s x that m :  3 o r r c n i e s  are  not able fr 
accountable tot c t  i tg up u s  d toxic residues t he 
Landscape is per,, •tttLy sc::: 

Ot r society has  r : ; i  on since the 19 to 
the land is there to be scoured of cvi-; 

T h a m e s - a y  have grown up wth  min :x : . ;  i-roes have :snped. 
The Locci andsctyi-n is stiU recovering xi- damage aone  by Or 
cks~r~r,t.cc roc j e e d  to xirr the c c 

En i - xicauy. the locaL benefits are  m - s  has ha:ias 
senior mining positions go to -N t i -  Zeaki-: J s - D o y e e s 

mining companies a s  happens  with cx:ictt. 
I i -c  tatter generated by a &  i-cc: :nici - :uure an;. xx 

:i-td precarious ecosys  iong-tar: 

- in more corn a hea thy  e r n i  i - e n  ama Dre o 
dollars wN uc geuerated by more visitors. 
Toe profits from mining go overseas to internationai corn panics. The minims 
benefitto the ational ano local e o n o m e s  cods Aifythe destructicj r 
any of the CoromandeL P c - *  IL-:si-e. 

/ 

14" P W O  25 1J 
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Ttatrtes 

r. 

F 

- : : s t a n d n g  Landscanm nd ecoiog - 
• c d  for the benefit o :muntes 

n ea, ci m - i s t ronger  p a n n n g  r e g u a d o n s  .:.tect ou r  en 
Activities. The PDP d o e s  not a r t c u a e  r t e  s p e c  Q; 

t Character of the Coro -.; u& P e r n  sub: 

a r  r i  o f  theff 
u w  v f l f t t y  M c t v m e s ,  incau rgrow 

Distr ic t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i C C N S E  
, 

COAST 
a n d  RESDENTL 

require toe PDP '- . - r s en  t t- e RM# S, e c one 
the Plan to Prohibi t  

. ., . ng Natural L a n d s c a p e ,  Nat 
Character a n d  A m -  . . . - or, 32 Fues 

:2ac 

-. . 
2 a k a t c .  Poli .....................eResom 

Hacratd Gu - - 
ark Act 

I e e P a n m s  :ect our u a u e r .  - -  . -. 

VU Zcue  has  been r emo-e :  . : t  g - quate  o - o t e c o n  mc . 
yfrom 

- - .  a c t s c f m h  cu the casta.  E r  - :iciearule 

- ao 

3 0  a s  fa :ec to anslare the 'H'---h a e  Crnserue tor ,  e a s '  Idem4ied in 
ScIeuL 4 imc O u t s t a r a n g  Natural L a i c s c a o e s '  ONL'. ,nU;ra the 

- p r h e m  S c h e r h e  4 and on the Corcrnandei P e m r s u e  from all.i Mining 
C r  dlentil ied Scnedu!e 4 Lane - a Cons : c n e  and ssft ac - s  as 
proh h tee acdvtes. 

concerned that N e i r r o  :t'r - 
iing Aohvhr in 'Nacii, incuoing broken m h s e s  and 

e x p a n s o n  under people 's  - e s  vvithcut the" consent, s a threat to c u r  small coastal 
cc joNes .  - s n  the Plan to Pronch Mining ,° ' a s  under people's homes. 

e c o n h  L 1 a t  the TCDC has m :  h -  theviewsoftangaLa son 

Section 37 - Activities, 
37.4 Note 1 fails to provide 

. 
rules for Lode - rou rd  M n N q  Activities in affected 

Z tsc 'e  h e  a c c e s s  zone. 

5 c c .  '47AT l of the PDP t , : - ' -  : - ; r o s p e c t i n g a r .  
. ar.;uch 

re 1 7 ' ' i -  
- :  rect. 

E, I suppc g activities to be  sepa ra ted  f m j Activities :o acoN, .1. 
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o p p o s e  Sec t ion  14 n g  Activities. 
want the language of H Section 111 ',Mnng Activities. to c a n y  state how future mining 

act;vhes A l l  have a major no u s e  impact on the uniorm 'onse'mat'or V a l e s  ar - 
Craracte of h e  Coromanc= must scKnowedae the adverse Smoacts of the 
\i:nmg r O L S V , '  0 S T a R  00 

I want the TODO to remove the sentence ' i n c  District has a Hoc h i s k y  of m k -  coo 
and other minerahT (p73; and instead acknowledge that the Gom MnSng boom 
7C years between 1860 and 1030, and niae a smell scale industry compared to -': 
/ t O ' ' - C S  o f  :oda' 

want the Plan to acKi uladge - - 
c n o o  , 

m: iaI  and environmental legacy 
and the det'mentai effe of r1stm - 

C Homa' concern to me is the statement "The Plan Inc ides pro "sions to enable the 
take the presence of mineral resources into account ::hen assessing proposals for 

the suOcivis1on use and development of land. 'p73 g o n g  with Section 1h.22 this ohms 
,nn rg priontj over other forms of ccv omE' I oppose Minng Activibes ha,jnc1 such a 
c ' c r t , l c o r n o i e t e y d ' s o s  7''o1h22o'cr"7 

removed as ': is unmorc 
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1 
@BCL@1012FC52.doc  
 10 March 2014 

Submission of David Robson to the Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

 

My submission pertains to the following sections: 

 

Section 8: Overlay issues, objectives and policies –archaeological sites and Maori 

cultural sites 

1. Maori values are more than just archaeological sites and similarly archaeological sites is 

not just Maori heritage. Archaeological sites and Maori cultural sites should have separate 

sets of objectives and policies.  My submission is that too much focus is put on 

archaeological values over Maori values. 

 

Section 17 – Tangata Whenua 

2. My submission is to support the establishment of a Maori Cultural Sites 

schedule (Appendix 1.2).   

 

Maori cultural sites schedule  

3. There is an obvious lack of items included in Appendix 1.2, the Maori cultural sites 

schedule. My submission is to quickly populate the schedule by including 

Maori cultural sites that have significant and tapu Maori values to 

iwi/hapu/whanau and kaitiaki. 

4. There are nearly 340 pa sites recorded by the NZ Archaeological Association within the 

Thames Coromandel District. There may be a dozen or so more unrecorded pa sites that 

have not been reported to any Agencies or Organisations.  All pa sites have important and 

significant Maori values to iwi/hapu because of their association with past events and  an 

eponymous ancestor. My submission is that all these pa sites merit entry onto 

the Maori cultural sites schedule.  

5. As Maori Land Blocks were processed through the Native/Maori Land Court in earlier 

times, burial grounds and wahi tapu were set aside, made inalienable and in most cases 

formally gazetted as urupa and burial Reserves. However many burial grounds and wahi 

tapu that were set aside, recorded in the Maori Land Court minutes, annotated on the 

early plans were not gazetted as a Reserve but were alienated and as a result a number are 

unknown except by agencies that have access to old records. There are half a dozen or so 

burial places or wahi tapu within Thames Township that are not gazetted. There are 

numerous around the District that are on lands that in most cases the owners are probably 

unaware of.  My submission is that these un-gazetted burial grounds and wahi 

tapu merit entry onto the Maori cultural sites schedule.        

6. In general, no inappropriate disturbance of a Maori Cultural site in the schedule should be 

allowed by the plan. Some maintenance of a Maori cultural sites may be required and 

other customary uses (eg burials, pouwhenua) may be required at times. My submission 

is that any work on a Maori cultural site should be a non-complying activity.  
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@BCL@1012FC52.doc  
 10 March 2014 

Section 33: Maori land Overlay 

 

7.  In the Thames Coromandel District there is very little Maori land that would qualify as 

Papakainga lands under the proposed Plan. I can suggest that Manaia and Wharekaho 

may be the only kainga. There are two situations that need clarifying in order to increase 

the qualification as a papakainga. 

8. At Maramarahi Road, Totara there is ancestral land that whanau still occupy that 

currently has been in-filled and originally fitted the cross-lease criteria. The land parcel is 

only 2400 sq metres and 4 or 5 houses can be located on the land. Similarly, land around 

Marae is suitable for papakainga housing however the houses pr square metre 

requirement is too restrictive. My submission is that the housing density 

requirement is reduced to allow current papakainga living to be formally 

established. 

9. The 1967 Maori Affairs Amendment Act deemed any Maori land to be general land where 

the lands had 4 or fewer owners. At the time Maori were also consolidating shares to 

escape the uneconomic share regime. The proposed plan appears to exclude general land 

owned by Maori as qualifying for this section of the proposed plan. My submission is 

that ancestral lands still owned by the descendants of the original owners that 

were subject to the 1967 Maori Affairs Amendment Act shall qualify for the 

provisions in section 33 of the proposed plan. 

 

Nga mihi 

 

Dave Robson 
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To: District Plan Manager 

Thames-Coromandel District Council 
Private Bag 
THAMES 3540 
By email 

* 

From: Coromandel Watchdog of Hauraki Incorporated 
P0 Box 396 
THAMES 3540 
0220181764 

1. This is a submission on the notified Thames-Coromandel District Council Proposed 
District Plan (the Plan) and is lodged by the Coromandel Watchdog of Hauraki Inc. 
(being an incorporated society formed in 1995) (Coromandel Watchdog). 

1.1. Coromandel Watchdog will not gain an advantage in trade competition 
through this submission. 

1.2. Coromandel Watchdog wishes to be heard in relation to its submission. 

1.3. Coromandel Watchdog is interested in the entire Plan and wishes to be 
involved in any discussions concerning the Plan. 

1.4, Coromandel Watchdog opposes the Plan in its current form for the following 
reasons: 

1.4.1. It does not promote the sustainable management of resources; 
1.4.2. It is not the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of the 

Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) and is inconsistent with the 
principles in Part 2 of the RMA. 

1.4.3. It is contrary to relevant provisions in the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park 
Act 2000, the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 2010, the 
Waikato Regional Council Regional Policy Statement, as well as other 
strategies (including the Coromandel Blueprint and the Waikato 
Conservation Management Strategy). 

1.4.4. It does not avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects on the 
environment. 

1.4.5. For the further reasons set out below in this submission. 

1.5. This submission addresses a number of specific topics and provisions. 
Coromandel Watchdog seeks that the Thames Coromandel District Council 
make the changes set out in this submission and/or such similar or 
consequential relief. 

1.6. In particular, Coromandel Watchdog seeks that mining activities (of any 
description excluding quarrying) be prohibited in all zones and in relation to 
all overlays, except where it is included as a site specific activity and/or in a 
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site development plan and/or in a structure plan identified in Special Purpose 
Provisions. By being prohibited, Mining activities should be required to 
undertake a plan change process; particularly given effects are likely to be 
site specific or variable over the district. This is preferable to ensure all 
relevant effects are properly assessed. Further details as to the Special 
Purpose Provisions will be provided at the hearing. 

1.7. Giving effect to the general and specific relief set out below ensures that the 
provisions of the Proposed District Plan raised by this submission: 

1.7.1. Address the relevant provisions in sections 5-8 of the RMA; 
1.7.2. Implement the statutory tests in section 32 and the requirements in 

the First Schedule of the RMA; 
1.7.3. Address relevant statutory functions of the consent authority and the 

related statutory requirements for the District Plan; 
1.7.4. Address the considerations identified by the Environment Court for 

planning instruments in decisions such as Long Bay-Okura Great Park 
Society Inc. v North Shore City Council (and subsequent case law); 

1.7.5. Avoid, remedy or mitigate the relevant and identified environmental 
effects. 

1.7.6. Ensure consistency with the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act 2000, the 
New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 2010, the Waikato Regional 
Council Regional Policy Statement, as well as other strategies 
(including Blueprint and the Waikato Conservation Management 
Strategy). 
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1. introduction 

Coromandel Watchdog is a grassroots, not-for-profit, community organisation. Watchdog 
was established in 1979 with the objective of working to protect the peninsula from the gold 
mining industry and the long term detrimental, and widespread impacts of the industry. 

Since then Watchdog has had a long history of engaging in planning processes and sees the 
strength of these processes in upholding community values at a legislative level. This history 
includes robust participation in the last District Plan review and consequential 
Memorandum of Understanding with the Council. 

Watchdog is participating in this District Plan review process because we recognise the Plan 
as vital framework, which is related to other legal and planning tools, and from which stems 
the consent process. Watchdog supports the Council to give weight and integrity to their 
direction for the Peninsula (as set out in the Blueprint (2009), Council's Submission to the 
CMA Review (2012), and in Council's Vision, Mission and Outcomes (2013)) by supporting 
changes to the plan to allow for strong protection of the Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel 

area in this Plan. 

This submission outlines why and how Mining Activities should be prohibited in the District, 
including the Acts to which the Council is responsible, which require the Plan to protect 
biodiversity and sustainability. We support changing the Plan so that all Zones and Overlays 
are protected from mining with a prohibited status for all activities. We support a Plan 
Change Process being required for any Mining Activity consent application. This proposal, as 
explained in our submission, is fundamentally beneficial to the Council and the communities 
of the District. 
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2. Background 

2.1: Coromandel Gold: The history of mining in the Coromandel and 
opposition to  it 

The mining operations, which began 1867 and ended in 1930, left a toxic legacy. The 
economic benefits of this era are inconsequential, with the bust far outweighing any boom 
and the cost of cleaning up the mess still on-going. The impacts of this period have lasted 
now longer than the period of time itself. This is the legacy we have inherited and the 
Council must recognise and learn from this in its decision to allow any future mining and as 
to how it will manage the contaminated sites spread throughout the district. 

Mining has not gone unopposed in the District. Opposition to mining has been widespread 
and relatively successful. Local community organisations successfully campaigned against 
mining throughout the 1980's and 1990's culminating in the passing of the Coromandel No 
Mining Bill banning mining in conservation land in northern Coromandel. In 2010, when that 
protection came under threat tens of thousands of New Zealanders united to retain the 
integrity of Schedule Four and the communities of the Coromandel were reactivated. 

Opposition to further mining activities in the District continues to be widespread, strong, 
community led, non violent, from a cross-section of the community, and, successful. It is 
vital that if the history of mining is recognised in the Plan that the history of opposition to 
mining also be recognised, as it is in the Council's submission to the Crown Minerals Act 
Review (2012). 

2.2 The Framework 

2.2.1 Planning Context 

Since the last District Plan review process there has been extensive work of identifying and 
mapping significant natural areas, outstanding and amenity landscapes, these have been 
included in the Plan and have their own rules which override District Wide Rules. This 
framework in the plan allows for prohibition of mining activities across these overlays to 
protect their significant value (as recognised in legislative framework outlined below). 

Prohibition is not a ban. Under a prohibited status, a plan change process must occur before 
it is possible to apply for a resource consent. The plan change process leaves greater power 
with the Council and therefore also with tangata whenua, residents and other affected 
parties. The resource consent process leaves much to be desired, it often results in 
disempowerment and discouragement due to inequitable legal costs. 

2.2.2 Legislative Framework 

a) The Resource Management Act (RMA) 

- General overview 
The scheme of the RMA is hierarchical, both within the RMA itself and in terms of 
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the subordinate statutory planning documents which are created under the RMA. It 
moves from the statutory purpose and overarching principles in Part 2 (sections 5-8) 
to national policy statements (sections 45-55) (including the NZCPS (sections 56-58A)) 

then to regional policy statements (sections 59-62), then to regional and 
district plans (sections 63-70 and 72-77). Within the plans, the hierarchy continues 
through a structure of objectives, policies and rules or other methods. 

ii - Part 2 matters 
The purpose of the RMA, set out in section 5, is a complex statement encompassing 
both the enabling of people and communities to provide for various dimensions of 
their wellbeing while also avoiding, remedying or mitigating the adverse effects of 
people's activities on the environment. The purpose of the Resource Management 
Act 1991 ("RMA") is "to promote the sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources" which means managing the use, development and protection of 
those resources in a way, or at a rate, which enables people and communities to 
provide for their social, economic and cultural wellbeing; while 

a) sustaining the potential of those resources to meet the reasonably 
foreseeable needs of future generations; 
b) safeguarding the life-supporting capacity of water and ecosystems; and 
c) avoiding, remedying or mitigating any adverse effects of activities on the 
environment. 
d)These elements form environmental bottom lines that should be achieved 
by proposed activities. 

iii - The matters of national importance set out in section 6 must be 
recognised and provided for. Sections 6(a), (b) and (c) are particularly relevant: 

In achieving the purpose of this Act, all persons exercising functions and 
powers under it, in relation to managing the use, development, and 
protection of natural and physical resources, shall recognise and provide for 
the following matters of national importance: 

(a) The preservation of the natural character of the coastal environment 
(including the coastal marine area), wetlands, and lakes and rivers and their 
margins, and the protection of them from inappropriate subdivision, use, 
and development. 

(b) The protection of outstanding natural features and landscapes from 
inappropriate subdivision, use, and development. 

(c) The protection of areas of significant indigenous vegetation and significant 
habitats of indigenous fauna. 

iv - Section 7 provides for 'other matters which persons exercising functions 
and powers under the RMA must have particular regard to'. These matters must 
be specifically considered and given appropriate weight. 

In achieving the purpose of this Act, all persons exercising functions and 
powers under it, in relation to managing the use, development, and 
protection of natural and physical resources, shall have particular regard 
t o — ( a )  

Kaitiakitanga: 
(aa) The ethic of stewardship 
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(b) The efficient use and development of natural and physical resources 

(c) The maintenance and enhancement of amenity values 
(d) Intrinsic values of ecosystems 

(f) Maintenance and enhancement of the quality of the environment 
(g) Any finite characteristics of natural and physical resources 
(h) The protection of the habitat of trout and salmon 

v - There are many elements to a mining operation, including the extraction 
of ore in an open pit, the crushing and use of chemicals to extract the minerals, the 
transport of hazardous substances, and waste disposal on a large scale, The Plan 
in its current form does not give effect to the Part 2 purpose and principles 
including ss5 (social, cultural wellbeing; health and safety; avoidance, remediation, 
mitigation of effects); ss6(a), (b) and (c) (preservation of coastal environment and 
protection of outstanding natural features and landscapes and significant 
indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna); s7(aa) 
(stewardship); s7(b) (efficient use of resources); s7(c) (amenity values); s7(f) 
(quality of environment). 

vi - Mining does not fulfil the purposes and principles of the RMA - to 
promote the sustainable management of natural and physical resources. 

3.11.1.6.1 "Section 5 concerns are'... to ensure present people and communities 
do not, in pursuit of their own well-being, consume or destroy the existing stock of 
natural and physical resources, so as improperly to deprive future generations of the 
ability to meet their needs.' See Canterbury R.C. V Selwyn D.C. W/142/96 at page 13 
1997 NZRMA 

vii - Our submission shows that there is frequent and large-scale 
environmental devastation and threats to human health from modern gold mines, 
with many of the worst effects manifesting well after closure. It may perplex why 
gold mines with potential for adverse affects are approved in highly developed 
countries like the United States, Canada and Australia when the extent of the 
environmental and health risks is so evident, and the answer lies in the 
fragmented laws in those countries. They do not have an integrated Resource 
Management law as we do in New Zealand. We are at the forefront of this 
integrated approach, and unlike other countries, we require our management of 
resources to be sustainable. 

viii - It is also instructive to consider some decisions of the Environment Court 
where it found that proposals did not promote sustainable management: 

Development of a comprehensive residential use on an important lake side 
promontory would modify the finite natural resources of the site and defeat 
the purposes of s5 - see Gill & Others v Rotorua D.C. & Schwanner, W029/93 1 
&2 NZPTD 631, (1993) 2 NZRMA 604. 
Where land had high potential value for primary production, subdivision for 
residential use would be in conflict with sustainable management - see 
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Pickmere & Others v Franklin D.C. A046/93 1&2 NZPTD 655 
• In the particular circumstances of the case it was held that a proposal would 

not promote sustainable management because of the future need for the 
natural character of the coastal environment and the need to avoid adverse 
visual effect on it - see Lambley v Whangarei D.C. A086/93 1&2 NZPTD 771. 

• Subdivision of productive land into lots that may not be big enough for 
independent production in the long term would not promote sustainable 
management, see Meekel v Whakatane D.C. A060/94 3 NZPTD 721. 

• The word"sustain" places the emphasis on ensuring that resources are not 
used up at a rate greater than their recuperative properties allow, see 
Marlborough D.C. v Southern Ocean Seafoods Ltd W006/95 4 NZPTD 182, 
[1995] NZRMA 220, 

The plain purpose and intention of the RMA leads you to one conclusion: mining in 
the Thames-Coromandel District cannot promote sustainable management of 
natural and physical resources. The Council has a strong mandate from the RMA to 
make mining a prohibited activity in certain zones, and to impose the strictest 
controls to ensure the environment is protected from the adverse effects of mining 
which infringe these fundamental RMA requirements for sustainable management of 

resources. 

b) SUBORDINATE PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
The Plan in its current form (particularly in relation to mining activities) is contrary 
to the provisions of the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 2010, the Waikato 
Regional Council Regional Policy Statement, as well as other strategies (including 
Blueprint and the Waikato Conservation Management Strategy). [Further details 
will be provided at the hearing.] 

c) THE CROWN MINERALS ACT 1991 (CMA) 
Mining in New Zealand is regulated principally by two Acts: the CMA and the RMA. 
The CMA is intended to manage and allocate Crown-owned minerals, while the 
RMA manages and controls the environmental effects associated with mining 
activity. 

The CMA applies to Crown-owned minerals. Crown-owned minerals include all 
gold, silver and petroleum. The Crown also owns a number of other minerals as an 
incident of the ownership of land, and through reservation of Crown ownership of 
minerals in the alienation of land from the Crown. Generally, all land disposed of 
by the Crown since 1 April 1948 by way of freehold title has minerals reserved to 
the Crown. There were also reservations of mineral ownership to the Crown 
before this date. 

There has not been an adequate assessment carried out of the interrelationships 
between the RMA and other legislative regimes (such as the Crown Minerals Act), 
which impact on amenity, social wellbeing and the property interests of affected 
community. 

Submission 912

Page 4160



Schedule 4 of the CMA prohibits mining on all conservation land on the 
Coromandel Peninsula north of the Kopu-Hikuai Road and in the internal waters of 
the Coromandel Peninsula, the Plan should give effect to this. 

d) HAURAKI GULF MARINE PARK ACT 2000 (HGMPA) 
The Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act 2000 recognises that the Hauraki Gulf has a 
quality and diversity of biology and landscape that makes it outstanding within 
New Zealand. The islands of the Gulf are valued as the habitats of plants and 
animals, once common, now rare, and are often the only places in the world 
vihere these species exist naturally. 

Section 7 of the HGMPA recognises the national significance of the Hauraki Gulf. 
The interrelationship between the Hauraki Gulf, its islands, and catchments and 
the ability of that interrelationship to sustain the life-supporting capacity of the 
environment of the Hauraki Gulf and its islands are matters of national 
significance. 

Section 8 provides protection and enhancement measures. The following two 
measures are important: 

• the protection and, where appropriate, the enhancement of the life-supporting 
capacity of the environment of the Hauraki Gulf, its 

islands, and catchments. 
• the protection and, where appropriate, the enhancement of the 

natural, historic, and physical resources of the Hauraki Gulf, its 
islands, and catchments. 

The contamination issues associated with mining activities are outlined in detail in 
this submission. The Plan in its current form is contrary to sections 7 and 8 of the 
HGMPA. 

2.3 The Coromandel Experience 

The Coromandel holds a special place in many people's hearts. The forgiving climate, white 
sandy beaches and lush flora and fauna makes it a year-round destination and visitors come 
from both near and far to relax and rejuvenate. The natural environment is an inherent part 
of the visitor experience and the lifestyles and livelihoods of residents, The Coromandel is a 
national treasure, its diverse economy and communities are precious deserve to have the 
aspirations outlined in the Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint realised. 

2.4 Impacts of Mining 

2.4.1 Economic Impacts 

Of late in we are often being told that extractive industries are good for the economy, when 
in fact gold mining presents very real dangers to our economy and offers little to neither our 
national nor local economies. 
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Gold mining is a boom and bust industry meaning that income from a mine, direct and 
indirect, is unstable and short term whereas, the detrimental effects are significant and long 
term. Whilst mining does provide employment, generally it is a very small percentage and 
predominantly lower paid positions that go to locals while nonresidents who already work in 
the industry fill specialised roles. The combination of gold being a finite resource and the 
boom and bust nature of the industry means that every mine will eventually close the 
employment it provides is unstable and unreliable. 

Furthermore, the adverse effects of having the mine in the first place will remain, from 
reduced land values, to the rate increases due to stress on infrastructure, to costly hearing 
processes to prevent or mitigate the effects of the mine, to increased insurance in areas 
where increased flooding occurs, and the damage to our ecosystems - which inherently hold 
value as they support other industries. 

In the Coromandel in particular our economy relies on the health of our natural 
environment. For sustainable industries such as aquaculture and tourism, along with the 
many other smaller cottage industries, mining threatens their survival. 

Here in the Coromandel especially we have too much to lose by allowing a mine in our area. 

2.4.2 Social Impacts 

From right in the beginning when a permit application is lodged to when a mine closes and 
beyond, there is a myriad of negative social impacts when the gold mining industry comes to 
town. 

Some of these impacts are: 

- Social disharmony such as rises in youth delinquency, mental health issues and drug 
and alcohol problems 

- A drain on community volunteers who could instead be contributing to projects of 
community benefit 

- Loss of quality of life 

- Loss of recreation areas 
Visual impacts 

- Increased road accidents 

- Residents being made to feel powerless 

- Dust, vibration and noise pollution 

These problems stem from the effects of industrialisation of an area and the boom and bust 
nature of gold mining and can take considerable time to mitigate and recover from. When 
considering the prohibition of mining activities throughout our district Watchdog asks that 
the social impacts are considered. 

2.4.3 Environmental Impacts 

The myth of modern mining being safe now and therefore immune to the toxic and long- 
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term impacts of historical mining is dangerous and untrue. Mining still causes huge 
environmental contamination in the form of acid mine drainage, toxic waste storage and 
br-ings major industrialisation to the areas affected. 

Underground Mining 

The use of terms such as 'keyhole mining' and 'surgical extraction' hide the realities of what 
will happen if new mining operations go ahead, whether underground or surface mining, 
the adverse effects are significant. 

An underground mining operation still requires considerable above-surface associated 
infrastructure to be built and installed. This includes access roads, bridging, work 
platforms/land benching, drainage works, siltation works, the supply of electricity and/or 
natural gas, storage of fuels, equipment and vehicles, and the siting of large scale processing 
equipment. The processing of ore requires that it be transferred to a plant either on-site or 
further afield. 

The toxic by-products are the same; releasing of heavy metals such as arsenic and mercury 
and the subsequent acid mine drainage and indefinite storage of toxic tailings (whose 
ecological footprint is much larger than the mine itself might be) and the risks they pose to 
human health and environmental sustainability as well as the economic costs of cleaning 
them up. 

Impacts and threats of mining to biodiversity 

The detrimental impacts that industrialisation mining would have on the biodiversity value 
of the Coromandel would be significant. Many of our ecosystems are delicate, our endemic 
species rare and the effects mining would have on the water table, to air quality, the 
disturbance of vibration and dust, would undermine their survival. 

The Department of Conservation, alongside community conservation groups such as the 
Moehau Environment Group, are working hard to re-establish and protect endemic species 
such as the Coromandel Brown Kiwi, the Archey's Frog, the Helms Butterfly, Moehau Stag 
Beetle and native species such as the Pateke and North Island Robin or Toutouwai in this 
area. The conservation efforts would be devastated by a gold mine in the area. 
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3. Submission 

3.1 Introduction 

This submission now turns to the specifics of the matters raised by Coromandel Watchdog 
of Hauraki Inc., referring to specific points or parts of the Plan. 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula, and for the 
benefit of future generations, we need much stronger planning regulations to protect our 
communities and environment. 

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. Large scale industrial mining is contrary to the Natural Character of this 
District. 

3.2 Submission Point 1: Sections 14 & 37 Mining Activities 

Coromandel Watchdog opposes these sections and seeks that mining activities (of any 
description excluding quarrying) be prohibited in all zones identified in these Sections. 
Primarily we seek the deletion of Section 14 and 37 and the Plan amended so that 
objectives, policies and rules as amended below are included in relevant sections of the 
Plan. 

If these sections are not deleted we seek the relief outlined below, specifically: 

14.1, 14.2.2, 14.3, 37.1 and 37.4 

3.2.1 Reasons 

Given the significant adverse effects associated with mining activities, it is appropriate that a 
precautionary approach be adopted and that mining activities be prohibited in all zones and 
overlays. A prohibited activity status does not make impossible that activity being carried 
out in the future. However, it would ensure that mining activities would require a plan 
change. Plan changes involve a different and more consultative process than that for 
applications for resource consent. A plan change would lead to greater community 
involvement, which is appropriate for an activity with high potential for significant adverse 
effects on the community. 

A plan change process also has the following characteristics: 
(a) Notification and public consultation is mandatory; 
(b) A cost/benefit evaluation under section 32 is required; 
(c) A holistic approach may be taken (rather than a focus on one site as happens with a 
resource consent application); 
(d) Any person has standing to get involved; 
(e) The local authority considering the plan change acts as a planning authority, rather 
than as a hearing authority as it does when considering resource consent applications. The 
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latter role is a narrower, quasi-judicial role. 

Many zones are left vulnerable to underground and surface mining and their significant 
adverse effects - this is contradictory to the objectives and policies in Section 14. To remain 
consistent, in particular with Objective 3, prohibited status must be applied to all zones to 
allow for an alternative Plan Change Process as outlined above. 

Prohbired activity status may be appropriate in circumstances where the Council takes a 
precautionary approach due to insufficient information about an activity to determine what 
provision should be made for that activity in the local authority's plan (Coromandel 
Watchdog o f  Hauraki Inc. v Chief Executive o f  the Ministry o f  Economic Development [2008] 
1 NZLR 562). Mining activities fall within that category. Adverse effects from mining 
activities are site specific and/or variable across the district. There is insufficient 
information currently available to determine the provisions that should apply if mining 
activities are included in 'blanket' district-wide rules. Prohibited activity status is 
appropriate in this case. 

The Sections existence in its current form will cause on-going litigation because: 
• Mining is potentially toxic, harmful and hazardous 
• Modern mining is inconsistent with the Natural Character of the District 
• It is not Sustainable Management as described in the RMA 
• It is inconsistent with Community Values 
• It contradicts the Coromandel lifestyle and economy based on tourism, fishing, and 

clean, green countryside vibe 
• There is strong community support for a 'no mining' stance on the Coromandel 

The language in Section 14.1 does not 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 effects of Mining Activities on small 
communities, such as Waihi, and potential for catastrophic environmental effects on human 
habitat. 

The sentence "The District has a long history of mining for gold and other minerals" (p73) 
does not acknowledged that the Gold Mining Boom lasted under 70 years, between 1867 
and 1930, and was a small scale industry compared to the Mining Activities of today. 

This Section does not acknowledge the long term economic, social and environmental 
legacy and the detrimental effects that historical mining has in the District. 

Of particular concern in Section 14.1 is the statement "The Plan includes provisions to 
enable the Council to take the presence of mineral resources into account when assessing 
proposals for subdivision, use and development of land" (p73). Along with Section 14.2.2, 
this gives Mining Activities precedence over other forms of development. We oppose 
Mining Activities having such a priority. 

There is no acknowledgement of the 40 year history of the 'No Mining' campaign in 
Coromandel, and the fact that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to 
mining, and also how this opposition has contributed significantly to our Natural Character. 
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Prospecting and exploration cannot be considered in isolation to other mining activities, they are 
precursors to mining. Permits are granted without consultation with communities affected by the 
activities. We know there is gold in the ranges of the peninsula. Any prospecting or exploration 
activities provide information to companies as to whether they want to apply for a mining permit. 

From the time a prospecting permit is applied for, the draining of community resources 
begins. The stress, physical health effects, financial strain and uncertainty for the future 
takes a heavy toll on the community. This is unnecessary when there lacks sufficient 
evidence that gold mining is globally, nationally or locally beneficial or that it is 
environmentally safe. Energy and resources in the community could instead be directed into other 
projects of community benefit. 

Section 37.4.1 fails to provide any rules for Underground Mining activities in affected Zones 
outside the access Zone. It is obvious that Underground Mining will have effects in all Zones 
it occurs in, and provision must be made for these. 

We support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion, 
and to allow the continuation of Quarrying activities in the District without unnecessary 
litigation. Quarrying differs from mining in many ways including that the resources are used 
locally and the activity has direct benefit to the local community. 

3.2.2 Relief sought 

We require Sections 14 and 37 be amended to prohibit mining, or other such relief that has 
the same effect, for the plan to remain consistent with the Natural Character and 
Community Values of the District. 

Amend Section 14 as follows: 

14,1 

The District has a long history of mMining for gold and other minerals historically occurred 
in the District between 1867 and 1930 on a much smaller scale than modern mining 
operations. Since then mining activities have been limited to extensive prospective activity 
and the opening of a hobby-scale mine. There is a long history of strong, active community 
opposition to the resumption of mining on the Coromandel Peninsula. 

Some minerals are in areas that have high landscape, natural character or biodiversity 
values. Industrialisation from mining activities poses a significant threat to the value of 
these areas. Deciding whether, where and how to extract protect these areas from adverse 
effects from mining activities minerals is an important and significant resource management 
issue for the District. 

The Plan separates mining activities into separate components that reflect the potential 
effect these activities have on the environment. These activities are: prospecting, 
exploration, underground mining, surface mining, mineral processing, and waste 
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rock/taitgs storage and quarrying. These activities are all connected and should not be 
considered separately when assessing impacts of an activity, for example prospecting is 
likely to lead to exploration/mining or underground or surface mining will inevitably require 
mineral processing plants and tailings storage facilities. 

While mining can have economic benefits to the District, mMining operations a-tse have the 
potential to adversely affect the natural and boHt environment, -unless -eaef4)-ia-n-age4. 
These impacts depend on the sensitivity and importance of the area, the scale of the 
operation, and how well the operation is managed. 

14.2.2 

Delete section 14.2.2. 

14.3 

Amend 14.3 as follows: 

Objective la 

art s . o a  •d(j not cc rondaa o eirtvt.i.t.te t1• ivorseir nOoct dentitiod iandrr000, nato:o rhoocter 

it the flktrtct. 

Objective lb 

inHta act idiot orcirie economic, tacit, and coo ronmentrd bandits to the D t r i r t a n d a v  air r-ea-est-miteat.e.-im 

on the environment, economy and communrt/. 

Potty di 

a c t o s  shti avoid adverse itfects on the Outstanding Landscape Overlay, Natural Character Overlay, and 

trans of significant indigenous vegetation and s.dn tant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

Policy lb 

Mining a:tri ties roth ce---edy, r tompcncatc avoid adverse effects on existing natural values within the 

Coastal Environment. 

Policy ic 

Existing mining extraction activities shall: 

a) Remedy, ar--rr e and avoid further land modification and adverse effects on the ecological, landscape, 

heritage, natur, aracter, soils, water quality, cultural and amenity values of surrounding areas and on the 
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amenity values of settlements; and 

b) Avoid natural hazard and instability risk; and 

c) Avoid or remedy adverse effects on water supply catchments; and 

d) Avoid mobilisation of heavy metal and sulphide concentrates outside the excavation and fill area; and 

e) Limit heavy vehicle movements to a scale that does not compromise the safety of road users and the amenity 

values of the neighbourhood. 

n e c i  o4v4sion, o:e 

Subdivision, use and devclopmcnt shall he located and use appropriate buffers to safeguard the efficient operation of 

and access to existing aggregate extraction and mining operations. 

Objective; 2 

S - 

Policy P 2a 

The I ntific: on, assessm i t  and management of the potential effects of mining activities shall ensure that these 

activities avoid contamination of people, property and the environment. 

Pcfoy2b 

r: ining activities shall be located so that any residual risks to people, property and the environment, particularly soil and 

water contamination, are minimised avoided. 

Objective 43 
c L J l t C C i  er See vslues of orchseoloeicol sites s ,dMsori cuoorS CR05 ore toroteerea from ieoopropriete 

0 5 0 0 f f  ocosmes. 

Policy 43a 

v i i o g  activities that are likely to destroy or damage or adversely affect the historic and cultural values of historic sites, 

archaeological sites and Maori cultural sites shall be avoided. 

Amend Section 37 as follows: 

37.1 
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RProspecting 

Prospecting is a peFFAitted prohibited activity. 

RULE 2 Exploration 

Exploration is a a e 4 t t e 4  prohibited activ Rb', provided: 

a- It is in the Industrial Arcs, the Rural Area or the Conservation Zone; and 

b} No more than 50 m2 of indigenous vegetation is cleared; and 

E4 Prior to commencing exploration a rehabilitation plan is provided to the Council detailing the steps that will be 

undertaken to rehabilitate the site upon completion of exploration. 

2 Exploration that -is not activi 

3 The Council restricts its discretion to all the matters in Table 3 at the end of Section 37. 

4 ploration that is not permitted under Rule 24 a) is a discretionary activity. 

37,4 

RULE 3 Mineral processing 

uarr;ng 

Surface mining 

Underground mining 

Waste rock/tailings storage 

1. The activity status of an activity listed in Rule 3 is shown in Table 1. 

Table 1 Activity Status of Mineral Processing, Quarrying, Surface mining, Underground mining and Waste rock/tailings 
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storage 

Zone 
Waste rock/tailings 

Mineral processing ssac-ryLeg Surface mining Underground mining 
storage 

Rural Non Restricted Diseretonaey fset€-s-°' 

Prohibited discretionary Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Rural Lifestyle Non complying Restricted O4seFetienon Discretionary Non complying 

Prohibited discretionary Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Discretionary e44ete4 Discretionary Non complying 
Industrial Prohibited 

Prohibited d4seeeNene-sy Prohibited Prohibited 

NoeFeNenoF' Restricted Prohibited Discretionary 
Light industrial Prohibited 

Prohibited discretionary Prohibited 

Marine Service Non complying Prohibited OeeeeNono' Prohibited 
Non complying 

Prohibited Prohibited 

Airfield Non complying Non complying Discretionary 
Nooeanp4yng Prohibited 

Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Road Non complying Non complying Non complying Discretionary Prohibited 

Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Commercial Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Getaway Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Pedestrian Core Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Conservation Mon complying Non complying OoeFet4oRafy 
Discretionary Prohibited 

Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Open Space Ne-n-eenep14ng Prohibited 
Prohibited Non complying Prohibited 

Prohibited 

Recreation Active Prohibited Nen-eem-p14ng Prohibited Non complying Prohibited 

Prohibited 

Recreation Passive Prohibited Non complying Prohibited Nen-ee-p44ng Prohibited 

Prohibited 

Coastal Living Non complyingDiseFetienary 

Prohibited Non complying Prohibited Prohibited 
Prohibited 
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Extra Density Prohibited NOR GemplyiRg Prohibited 
Prohibited Peeh/4sited 

Residential Prohibited 

Low Density Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Non complying Pro' J 

Residential Prohibited 

Residential Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Non complying Prohibited 

Prohibited 

Village Non complying 
Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited 

Prohibited 

Waterfront Prohibited 4eh4b4te4 Prohibited Non complying Prohibited 

Prohibited 

NO 

1. The underground mining rule &Pdy applies to the zone where the activity is at the ground surface and to all zones than 

are affected by the activity. The ru/c does not apply to other zones where activity is underground. 

3.3 Submission Point 1 a: Enhanced controls for any mining activities in 
Special Purpose Provisions 

Coromandel Watchdog seeks that mining activities (of any description excluding quarrying) 
be prohibited in all zones and in relation to all overlays, except where it is included as a site 
specific activity and/or in a site development plan and/or in a structure plan identified in 
Special Purpose Provisions. Further details as to the Special Purpose Provisions will be 
provided at the hearing. However, any mining activity should be the subject of firm controls 
and measures to avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects, including: 

(a) Enhanced public notification requirements in respect of any 

(b) Enhanced amenity compensation requirements; 

(c) Limits on the hours of operation; 

(d) Limits and restrictions on the number of vehicle movements 

(e) Restrictions on tailing storage; 

(f) The requirement for rehabilitation plans to be submitted outlining applications relating 
to mining activities; associated with mining activity; proposed mitigation, timing for closure 
of mining activities, enhanced bond obligations and related matters; 
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(g) The requirement for independent monitoring, particularly in relation to blasting, 
vibration, water-related issues that impact on land settlement/amenity effects, noise and air 
quality. In the event of breach, enforcement mechanisms that incentivise the consent 
holder to comply or that require payments to be made to an independently administered 
social wellbeing fund or similar for use by the community; 

(h) The requirement for any consent holder to fund independent 

(i) The requirement for any consent holder to fund an independent 

(j) The requirement that any consent holder must fund a dispute social research in relation 
to community health and wellbeing prior, during and after mining activities; Community 
Liaison officer, complaints handling and resolution processes. All reports should be provided 
on a website managed by the Council that includes live updates on GIS maps of activities in 
order to achieve transparency; resolution process that enables affected residents to access 
authorised representatives of the consent holder to address concerns and complaints in a 
timely manner, with the involvement of an independent mediator or facilitator; 

3.4 Submission Point 2: Section 32 - Landscape and Natural Character Overlay 
Rules 

We oppose Section 32 in its current form, specifically: 

32.3, 32.5, 32.7 

3.4.1 Reasons 

For the multitude of reasons outlined in the background of this submission and in 6.2.1, we 
require the Plan to Prohibit all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscapes, Natural 
Character and Amenity Landscape Overlays in the Section 32 rules. 

3.4.2 Relief Sought 

32.3 

Amend 32,3 as follows: 

RULE Above-ground electricity or telecommunication line 

7 Afforestation 

All subdivision activities 

Electricity or telecommunication facility 

Telecommunication mast, tower, dish and associated antenna and equipment 
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Two or more  dwellings per lot 

1. An activity listed in Rule 7 is a non-complying activity. 

RULE Mineral prospecting 

8 Mineral exploration 

Mineral processing 

Quarrying 

Underground mining 

Surface mining 

Waste rock/tailings storage 

1. An activity listed in Rule 8 is a prohibited activity. 

2. The underground mining rule applies t o  t he  zone where  the  activity is at  the  ground 

surface and to  all zones than are affected by the  activity. 

32.5 

Amend Section 32.5 as follows: 

RULE Quarrying 

13 

1. An activity listed in Rule 13 is a discretionary activity. 

RULE Mineral prospecting 

14 Mineral exploration 

Underground mining 
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Surface mining 

Waste rock/tailings storage 

Mineral processing 

1. An activity listed in Rule 14 is a prohibited activity. 

2. The underground mining rule applies to the zone where the activity is at the ground 

surface and to all zones than are affected by the activity. 

32.7 
Amend Section 32.7 as follows: 

RULE 1Quarrying 

1. An activity listed in Rule 17 is a non-complying activity. 

RULE M i n e r a l  prospecting 

18 neral exploration 

Surface mining 

Underground mining 

Mineral processing 

Waste rock/tailings storage 

1. An activity listed in Rule 18 is a prohibited activity. 

2. The underground mining rule applies to the zone where the activity is at the ground 

surface and to all zones than are affected by the activity. 

3.5 Submission Point 3: Section 10 - Natural Hazards 

We support Section 10 in part, specifically: 

10.1, 10.3 - Objective 1, all Policies relating to  this objective, specifically Policy if 
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We seek the retention of this objective and all policies relating to it, specifically policy if, to 
avoid inappropriate mining development that increases the risk levels of natural hazards in 
the District. 

3.5.1 Reasons 

It is pleasing that the geological instability of the District is acknowledged in this Section. 
Geological instability coupled with inappropriate development poses significant adverse 
affects to the safety of the District and must be avoided. 

Geological instability is the reason for the landslide occurring underneath the Golden Cross 
Mine's Waitekauri Tailings Dam near Waihi, and at the Council's landfill in Whitianga, not to 
mention the slips on roads after heavy rainfall. A precautionary approach outlined by i f  is 
appropriate in this District given the nature of natural hazards. 

3.5.2 Decision sought 

10.1 

Retain 10.1 

10.3 

Retain Objective 1 and all policies relating to it. 

3.6 Submission Point 4: Section 7 - Coastal Environment 

We support Section 7 in part, specifically: 

7.3 

We seek the retention of Objective 1 and we seek additional policy to ensure Mining 
Activities are avoided by classifying them as Prohibited activities. 

3.6.1 Reasons 

We 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. 

The Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act protects the entire Gulf from pollution, such as will 
inevitably occur from any Mining Activity; Mining Activities in Coastal areas multiply this risk 
and must be avoided. 

Special provisions are required where resources to be extracted are sufficiently rare, and 
the extraction activity may be of a scale that affects the environment, so these effects need 
to be managed by limiting the locations where that activity may occur at any one time. 
Mining Activities are a case where this applies. 
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The importance of Coastal Amenity is crucial to the economic and community viability of the 
District; therefore all Mining Activities must be Prohibited in this area. 

3.6.2 Decision sought 

7.3 

Retain Objective 1. 

Additional Policy 

Add a section to Part 6 to allow for rules for the Coastal Environment. Add a rule as follows: 

RULE Mineral prospecting 

X M i n e r a l  exploration 

S u r f a c e  mining 

Underground mining 

M i n e r a l  processing 

W a s t e  r o c k / t a i l i n g s  storage 

1. An activity listed in Rule X is a prohibited activity. 

2. The underground mining rule applies to the zone where the activity is at the ground 

surface and to all zones than are affected by the activity. 

3.7 Submission Point 5: Section 12 - Contaminated Land and Hazardous 
Substances 

We oppose Section 12 in part, specifically: 

12.1.1, 12.2 

We seek amendment to this section to reflect the contribution of mining activities to 
contaminated land. 

3.7.1 Reasons 

Historical mining activities have been a significant cause of contaminated land in the 
District, including the effects of acid mine drainage and irresponsible tailings disposal. 

3.7.2 Relief sought 

Amend sections 12.1.1 and 12.2 to identify mining activities as a cause of contamination in 
the District. 
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3.8 Submission Point 6: Sections 6 & 29 - Biodiversity 

We support Sections 6 and 29 in part. 

We seek additional policy to strengthen the sections and protect biodiversity from 
significant adverse effects from mining activities. 

3.8,1 Reasons 

Protection of biodiversity is essential for the ecosystem services which maintain and 
improve our environment. Ecological health is the key to the economic future of the 
Coromandel. Mining activities have major negative impacts on the integrity of native 
habitats and the species which rely on them. 

Vibration caused by underground mining would have major adverse effects on surface flora 
and fauna. 

We require the Plan to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6, and 
acknoedge the difference between 'sustainable management' and 'sustainable 
development'. 

The Objectives and Policies in Sections 6 and 29 must be strengthened to reflect community 
and biodiversity values upheld by the Waikato Regional Policy Statement, the Resource 
Management Act, and the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act. 

3.8.2 Decision sought 

Additional Rule 

Add a rule to Section 29 as follows: 

RULE Mineral prospecting 

X Mineral exploration 

Surface mining 

Underground mining 

Mineral processing 

Waste rock/tailings storage 

1. An activity listed in Rule X is a prohibited activity. 

2. The underground mining rule applies to the zone where the activity is at the ground 

surface and to all zones than are affected by the activity. 

Submission 912

Page 4177



3,9 Submission Point 7: Sections 8 & 3 1 -  Historic Heritage: Archaeology; 
Mäori Cultural Sites; Heritage Items and Heritage Areas 

We support Sections 8 and 31 in part. 

We seek additional policy to strengthen the sections and protect our heritage from 
significant adverse effects from mining activities. 

3.9.1 Reasons 

Protection of these areas is critical to the unique heritage of our District. Mining activities 
have major impacts on the integrity of historical sites, particularly archaeological areas and 
Maori Cultural Sites. 

Vibration caused by underground mining would have major adverse effects on historic 
heritage. Lack of protection of historic sites from mining activities displays a cultural 
insensitivity and disrespect to the spiritual and cultural value that these sites hold. 

3,9.2 Relief Sought 

Add a rule to Section 31 as follows: 

RULE Mineral prospecting 

:al exploration 

Suface mining 

Underground mining 

Mineral processing 

Waste rock/tailings storage 

An activity listed in Rule X is a prohibited activity. 

2. The underground mining rule applies to the zone where the activity is at the ground 

surface and to all zones than are affected by the activity. 
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4. Alternative Submission 

This alternative submission is made without prejudice to Coromandel Watchdog's primary 
submission that mining (of any description) be prohibited in all zones and all overlays 
(except by way of provision in the Special Purpose Provisions by way of Plan Change). 

If and only to the extent that the Commissioners are minded not to accept Coromandel 
Watchdog's primary submission, Coromandel Watchdog makes the following alternative 
submissions: 

1. Coromandel Watchdog submits that mining activities (of all description 
including prospecting and exploration) be classified as non-complying in all zones, 
except: 

a. In respect of the zones where the Plan proposes that mining activities be 
prohibited (at rule 3 of section 37); 

b. In relation to the Conservation, Rural, Rural Lifestyle, Coastal Living, Extra 
Density Residential, Low Density Residential and Residential Zones, where 
mining activities should be prohibited. 

2. For the avoidance of doubt, Coromandel Watchdog's alternative 
submission does not affect its position that mining activities be prohibited in all 
overlays and areas of high value, including the following: 

a. Outstanding landscape overlay; 
b. Amenity landscape overlay; 
c. Natural character overlay; 
d. Significant ecological areas; 
e. Significant geological areas; 
f. Coastal environment. 
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8. Conclusions and Recommendations 

Mining has severe and long lasting detrimental impacts on the environment, communities, 
economies and biodiversity. Historical mining operations have left a toxic legacy throughout 
the district and community opposition to further mining activities in the District has been 
and continues to be widespread and successful. 

In the District, mining would have adverse effects on values identified as needing protection 
in legal framework identified in this submission. Mining is not a sustainable industry, due 
specifically to acid mine drainage and tailings, but also due to the unstable nature of 
employment, the revenue of the industry and the finite nature of gold. Mining activities are 
inconsistent with the RMA, HGMPA, Schedule 4 of the CMA, the New Zealand Coastal Policy 
Statement 2010, the Waikato Regional Council Regional Policy Statement, as well as the 
Coromandel Blueprint and the Waikato Conservation Management Strategy. 

A plan change would be much more appropriate for mining activities than allowing any 
activities to proceed directly to the resource consent stage. There is legal premise to 
prohibit mining in identified zones and overlays. 

To remain consistent with requirements of superior legislative framework including 
international and national planning instruments the Plan must give effect to relief sought in 
this submission. 

We recommend: 

- that mining activities be prohibited in all zones and overlays; or other such relief that 
has a similar effect; 

- that any mining activity goes through a Plan Change Process rather than directly to 
resource consent; 

- that language in the plan is amended to reflect history and remain consistent with 
community values and council direction. 

Coromandel Watchdog thanks the Council for the opportunity to make this submission. 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: I 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 withn 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. 

• lwant 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 Han 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: 

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: 

'P 
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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 POP. 

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 PD? 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 IL 

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: 
7) 
vi 

'I 

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

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: TT 'T-Address: 

2 
Phone: I Email: i(ouSc&-Sr 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit o f  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 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 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 (P MA) 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 ;nto 
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 POP. 

I oppose 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 POP 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 wHi 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 communHJes. 

• 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. H. 

z 

...,.... .,, 

• 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: 
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Dear Mayor Leach and TCDC Councillors, 

My name is Sally Evers and I own a holiday house in Opoutere 

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. 

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

While I have some sympathy for ratepayers having to fund extensions to public 

utilities due to the influx of summer visitors, I do not believe that accommodation 
available for rental through such sites as Book a Bach (which I use) are mostly 
responsible for that influx.  Such agencies have standards which do not permit over 

crowding.  Visitor numbers per dwelling are appropriate to the size of the dwelling. 

The more casual camping on the lawn or section of owner-occupied dwellings is 
rather more of a problem.  Typically they make no contribution through rental fees 
to the costs of new wastewater treatment plants and the like funded through rates 

(and taxes) of the bach owner.    

 

I look forward to your response. 

 

Name:  Sally Evers  

Address; 14 Emerson St, Berhampore, Wellington 6023. 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by / 

Name: - 

Address: 

Phone: 
I 

/ 

Email: j 

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 
Pr&-:~)it Mining t i v ' s  under people's homes. 

- i eTCDChasrec  the vie at:. . - 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 o p p o s e  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. 

• 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: 
/ 
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PROPOSED THAMES COROMANDEL DISTRICT PLAN 

Sheena Beaton 
8874 State Highway 26 
RD1 Puriri 
THAMES 

10 March 2014 

My family and I are  residents of the Thames area for the past  7 years and before 
moving here, I visited the  peninsula often and always left feeling revived from 
the natural beauty this place. 

Before returning to New Zealand and settling here  I traveled the world for nearly 
10 years. I visited many countries tha t  have been negatively affected by mining, 
particularly gold mining. It would be  utterly crazy for the District Plan to 
potentially allow the  Coromandel to be opened up to overseas mining companies 
who have no investment in our  country other  than profiting from our  resources. 
To risk destroying our  sustainable industries for short  te rm minimum profits 
would be very short  sighted. 
The incredible landscape and beauty of our  home is truly special and I implore 
tha t  stronger planning regulations be pu t  in place in order  to protect  this special 
place and its unique ecology from mining activities. 

The Coromandel has a unique Natural Character on which our  international and 
local tourism industry relies on. I therefore ask  the  council under  sect ion 9 
and 32  t o  maintain the  Natural Character o f  the  Coromandel and Prohibit 
mining in the  Outstanding Natural landscape, Natural Character and 
Amenity Overlays in the section 32 rules. 
Also I require the  plan to  protect Schedule 4 land o n  the  peninsula from all 
mining activities by including all identified Schedule 4 land within the 
Conservation Zone and classifying mining activities as  Prohibited activities. 

The Coastal zone has been removed without  giving adequate protection to 
coastal biodiversity from the potentially disastrous effects of mining. I w a n t  the 
Coastal Environment Overlay to  include a rule Prohibiting all mining 
activities 

Land contamination due to mining activities is a major problem and no matter 
wha t  type of mining is undertaken toxic waste  is always produced. Our thriving 
aquaculture industries could suffer terribly from heavy metal pollution from 
mining and therefore I a s k  that the  council upholds the  Hauraki Gulf Marine 
Park Act to  protect  the Gulf from potential  pollution 

Toxic tailings have already been a huge problem in our  area and Taxpayers have 
paid $17 million to clean up  the Tui mine in Te Aroha. The legacy of the 
mammoth tailings damn in Waihi is just  plain scary. Newmont can wipe their 
hands clean of any responsibility for the damn just  10 years after they leave and 
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it will be up to us to maintain it and deal with any problems for ever after. No 
mining activities can be undertaken without producing tailings and our 
peninsula roads are totally unsuitable for transporting tailings around. Please 
consider this when amending section 12 to protect our land from 
Contamination and Hazardous Substances. 

I am also really concerned about the situation of mining under people's homes in 
Waihi. I would hate to see the same problems happing in our communities so I 
want the plan toProhibi t  mining under people's homes. 

To finish, I want to express how stongly I oppose any part of the Proposed 
District Plan which allows any mining activites, including underground 
mining in the district especially in conservation, coastal, rural and 
residential zones. I want the plan to be amended so that all mining 
activities are prohibited in all zones and overlays. 

PLEASE make your children and grandchildren proud!! 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit on this plan. 

Yours sincerely 

Sheena Beaton 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes  and eco logy  o f  the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit o f  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 (POP) which allows Mining 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I require 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 TCOC 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 confide e TCDC has reco 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

ePDP 

• 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 POP 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 th Ian uaeamended  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. 

• 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: 
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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 
Prohib Mining Ar4vities under people's homes. 

at the TCDC has r , - €  the views c 

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: 

• 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: (JI Date: Io)i 
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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 C o n f i : .  TCDC has r e c s  the views of tangata v mining in the POP. 

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. 

• 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, 

S g nature: Date: L 

H 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: Ema: 

V 

a LC, a 
j\ L 

Given the outstanding landscapes  and eco logy  o f  the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit o f  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: 

Loppose 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 Minin: Activtfes under people's homes. 

l need t o t E  : 3 t e 1 1  srec of tangata whenua 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. 

• 1  want the TCDC to remove the sentence: "The District has a long history of mining for go'd 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 detn mental 
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. 

• 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: Ii 
" l  ( 
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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. 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 requfted 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. 

• at the TCDC has recognised the views vhenua on intl 

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. 

Submission 924

Page 4205



oppose Section 14 - Mmmci 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: 

• 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: 
ol 

Date: o7JoT4lt 
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APPENDIX 1 – SUBMISSION 

 

Section 10 and Section 34 – Natural Hazards 

1. This submission concerns the provisions of the PDP directed at coastal erosion and in 
particular the Future Coastal Protection Line (“FCPL”) and Current Coastal Erosion Line 
(“CCEL”). 
 

2. Whangapoua Beach Community is a long established residential settlement, with 
houses established the full length of the beachfront.  Property owners are aware of the 
potential for coastal erosion and in recent years have experience in employing beach 
restoration measures to reinstate and rehabilitate principally the public dune systems in 
front of their properties.   

 
3. The provision for one dwelling per lot in the Coastal Living Zone is supported.  Similarly 

the FCPL is accepted, to the extent that it enables and facilitates development of houses 
and associated buildings as a permitted activity in the Coastal Living Zone in the area 
between the FCPL and CCEL, in accordance with the existing Coastal Living Zone 
Rules.   

 
4. Section 34.11 Rule 9 refers to buildings and extensions to buildings, “in the Current 

Coastal Erosion Area overlay” and treats them as a non-complying activity.  It is 
assumed that the reference to the Current Coastal Erosion Area is to the area seaward 
of the CCEL shown on the Overlay Map 12A.  On that basis the Rule is opposed to the 
extent that it limits development within existing residential property boundaries.  Such 
development should be provided for on a permitted activity basis in accordance with the 
Coastal Living Zone Rules.  

 
5. The position of the CCEL is incorrect, inappropriate and does not reflect the knowledge 

and experience of property owners at Whangapoua Beach.  It is therefore sought that 
the CCEL be: 

 
(i) Deleted; or 

 
(ii) Relocated to coincide with the Beachfront Yard/existing seaward title 

boundaries of the beachfront properties at Whangapoua. 
  
6. Section 34.13 Rule 15 is assumed to apply to those activities occurring between the 

FCPL and CCEL. 
 

7. It is further assumed that Rule 15 does not intend to require resource consent for a 
single dwelling on a site at Whangapoua Beach in the Future Coastal Protection Area; 
and that existing houses, extensions or alterations to existing houses, and new houses 
within this area remain a permitted activity in the Coastal Living zone. 
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8. To the extent that it does not affect the permitted activity status of such activities, Rule 

15 is supported.  Otherwise it is opposed and should be amended to confirm that it does 
not affect the permitted activity status of activities in the Coastal Living zone. 

 
9. Rule 15 introduces new assessment matters and criteria in Table 4, “for all activities that 

are a restricted discretionary activity in the underlying zone and district-wide rules”. 
 

Table 4 matters include requirements to consider whether a proposal can adapt to sea 
level rise over the next 100 years; and “site-specific assessment of underlying beach 
geology, beach contour, elevation or other factor (that) indicates that coastal erosion risk 
is unlikely in 100 years’ time at that site”. 
 

10. In the Coastal Living zone, one dwelling per lot is a permitted activity provided it meets 
the standards in Table 5 (being yard, height, boundary controls etc).  A dwelling that 
infringes any of the Table 5 controls is a restricted discretionary activity.  As a restricted 
discretionary activity, consent would be required under Section 34.13 Rule 15 and Table 
4 above, even where the extent of the particular infringement was minor.  That is unduly 
onerous and serves no practical purpose, particularly given that many of the 
development controls applying in the Coastal Living zone have no or little bearing on the 
issues of sea level rise, or coastal erosion. 
 

11. Rule 15 is opposed and should be amended to read: 
 

“For all activities that are restricted discretionary activities in the underlying 
zone and district-wide rules, expect for single dwellings in the Coastal Living 
zone, the Council extends its discretion to include all the matters in Table 4.” 

 
Section 41 – Coastal Living Zone – Visitor Accommodation 

 
12. This submission opposes the provision for visitor accommodation contained at Section 

41.4 Rule 2.  In particular it is not appropriate to impose a limit of “6 tariff paid visitors 
staying on-site at any one time”.  
 

13. There are very many homes at Whangapoua Beach and elsewhere on the Peninsula 
that are able to accommodate more than six people (paying or otherwise) comfortably, 
without any adverse environmental effects.  The Rule does not find support in the Zone 
Purpose, or any relevant objectives and policies for the zone. 

 
14. Rather it appears to have been introduced for the unlawful purpose of protecting 

commercial interests of one section of the community, to the disadvantage of residential 
property owners.  Accordingly Section 41.4 Rule 2 should be deleted in its entirety. 
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Protection of the Coastal Environment, Including New Chums / Wainuiototo Bay and 
Whangapoua Harbour 

 
15. New Chums/Wainuiototo Bay and Whangapoua Harbour environs, are areas with high 

landscape, natural character and and biodiversity values, which require protection under 
Section 6(a) and (c) of the Resource Management Act and Policies 11, 13 and 15 of the 
New Zealand Coastal Policies Statement.   The Rural zoning of the farm behind New 
Chums Beach is supported, as is the Recreation Passive Zoning of the Headland and 
section of the beach.  Also supported is the Natural Character and Outstanding 
Landscape overlay areas, and the position of the Coastal Environment Line.   
 

16. The following subdivision and development provisions of the PDP are opposed and 
specified amendments sought. 

 
Section 16 and Section 38 – Subdivision in the Coastal Environment 

 
17. Rules 8 and 9 providing for subdivision in the Rural Production Zone are opposed to the 

extent that they provide for subdivision in the Coastal Environment.  In order to give 
effect to Part 2 RMA the NZCPS, subdivision within the Coastal Environment should be 
avoided. That is particularly the case in respect of the rural zoned land behind New 
Chums/Wainuiototo Bay.   
 

18. Avoiding subdivision would also be consistent with the Council’s Coromandel Peninsula 
Blueprint adopted by the Council in December 2009.  The Blueprint concentrates 
development within the three main urban hubs of Thames, Whitianga and Whangamata, 
while recognising the special character of small coastal settlements and the rural 
environment, and seeks protection of highly valued natural resources including areas 
such as New Chums/Wainuiototo Bay. 
 

19. It is important to prevent settlement development or growth outside of the urban areas, 
particularly in the Coastal Environment Areas of the Rural zone, as well as in outstanding 
natural landscapes, amenity landscapes and natural character areas. 

 
20. The provisions of the PDP provide for inappropriate subdivision in these areas.  The 

subdivision standards for the Rural zone within the Coastal Environment Area, including 
at New Chums/Wainuiototo Bay and around Whangapoua Harbour, are opposed.  The 
following amendments are sought: 
 
Section 16 
 
(a) Background – amend the reference in the fourth paragraph to subdivision in 

undeveloped areas of the Coastal Environment to require that subdivision outside 
of existing urban zones be avoided, rather than “carefully managed” to protect its 
special character and values. 
 

(b) Issue 16.2.1 – delete the words “poorly planned” so that the sentence reads 
“Subdivision can adversely affect the Districts special values …”; 
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(c) Objective 1 and associated policies – amend the objectives to make clear that 
subdivision is enabled in existing settlements, urban zones and the Rural Lifestyle 
zone but discouraged elsewhere in the district and avoided in the Coastal 
Environment Area. 

 
(d) Objective 5 and associated policies – amend to require avoidance of subdivision 

on headlands and ridgelines. 
 

(e) Policy 5b –the views from private places can be as significant as those from public 
places.  Accordingly delete the reference at the end of this policy to public places. 

 
Section 38 

 
(f) Rule 8 Conservation Lots in the Rural zone – use of the defined term “the site” in 

this rule is ambiguous.  Does it, for example mean that part only of the site need 
have been the subject of a previous subdivision application?  Does it mean that the 
site to be subdivided must be wholly within an area identified on Figure 1? 
 

(g) The creation of Conservation Lots within the Coastal Environment Area should be 
avoided.  Amend Rule 8.1 as follows in order to remove the provision of 
Conservation Lots within the Coastal Environment Area: 

 
“Subdivision creating one or more Conservation Lots in the Rural zone, 
excluding those parts of the Rural zone within the Coastal Environment Area, 
is a restricted discretionary activity provided … “ 

 
(h) Rule 9 subdivision creating one or more additional lots – again this is not 

appropriate in the Coastal Environment Area.  Accordingly amend Rule 9.1 to read:  
 

“Subdivision creating one or more additional lots within the Open Space Zone 
or Rural Area, excluding land within the Coastal Environment Area, is a 
discretionary activity provided …” 

 
(i) Amend Rule 9.2 so that the activity status is prohibited. 

 
Development in the Coastal Environment 
 
The proposals for development in the Rural Area between the Coastal Environment 
Line and the coast and harbours is opposed.  The following amendments are sought: 
 
Section 24 – Rural Area: 
 
(a) Amend Issue 4 by adding the following sentence to the end of the issue: 

 
“Subdivision and development in the Coastal Environment is to be 
avoided.” 
 

(b) Amend Issue 4(d) so that it reads: 
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“Development spreading outside of its naturally contained area in 
existing settlements leading to ribbon development and adverse effects 
on natural character is to be avoided.” 

(c) Amend Policy 1c so that it reads: 
 

“Subdivision in the Rural Zone, outside of the Coastal Environment 
Area, shall be provided for, …” 

 
(d) Amend policy 1d to delete references to subdivision and development in the 

Coastal Environment parts of the Rural Area. 
 

(e) Amend Policy 3a under Objective 3 to read: 
 

“Residential activities may occur in the rural zone outside of the Coastal 
Environment where reverse sensitivity effects can be demonstrably 
minimised.” 

 
(f) Objective 5 and related policies – delete the references to subdivision and 

development in the Coastal Environment so that in respect of the objective and 
each policy they refer to “use of the Coastal Environment (excluding subdivision 
and development)”. 
 

(g) Objective 6, policy 6a and 6b – delete the provision for new buildings in the 
Coastal Environment.   

 
(h) Objective 6, policy 6c – delete references to subdivision and development in 

the Coastal Environment. 
 
(i) Objective 7 – amend to read: 
 

“The open, unspoilt character of the Districts Coast is maintained.” 
 
(j) Objective 7 policy 7a – this provides that residential development in the Coastal 

Environment should be directed to existing coastal settlements and is 
supported. 

 
(k) Objective 7 policy 7b – this provides for development in the Rural Lifestyle zone 

in the Coastal Environment and is supported. 
 
Section 56 – Rural Zone 
 
Section 56.4 – Permitted Activities 
 
(l) Amend Rule 3 Visitor Accommodation sub rule 4 to read: 

“Visitor accommodation that is not a permitted activity under Rule 3.1(b) 
is a discretionary activity, except in the coastal environment where it is 
a non-complying activity”. 
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(m) Rule 12.1 – amend the Rule to read: 

 
“An activity listed in Rule 12 is a permitted activity provided: 

(a) …. 
(b) … 
(c) Any new dwelling or minor unit is not allowed in the Coastal 

Environment.” 
 
(n) Amend Rule 12 by adding after the words “minor unit” and “one dwelling per 

lot”, the words “except in the Coastal Environment Area” 
 

(o) Rule 25 – amend to exclude the development of the listed facilities/activities in 
the Coastal Environment. 

 
(p) Rule 26 – add a new subrule 2: 

“Development in the Coastal Protection Area outside of the existing 
settlements.” 

 
 

Forestry – Section 56  

21. Rural Zone provides for Afforestation as a permitted activity in the specified 
circumstances.  The rule is supported to the extent that afforestation is not a permitted 
activity in the Coastal Environment.   
 

22. Further, it is not considered appropriate that afforestation be a permitted activity in the 
catchments of harbours within the district including and in particular Whangapoua 
Harbour.  Forestry activities have contributed substantially to the degradation of the 
quality of Whangapoua Harbour and require closer regulation to avoid adversely 
affecting waterways and harbours.  The requirement for a forest plan to qualify as a 
permitted activity is not sufficient.   

 
23. Accordingly Rule 11 is opposed.  Further, Table 8 assessment criteria for  afforestation 

as a restricted discretionary activity is too general and does not particularise the 
outcomes sought. 

 
24. The following amendments are sought: 

 
(a) Change the activity status for Afforestation outside of the Coastal Environment in 

Rule 11 to discretionary; 
 
(b) Re-write the assessment criteria in Table 8 to specify the particular outcomes 

sought, ensuring that they avoid adverse effects on waterways and harbours; 
 
(c) Amend the activity status in Rule 11.2 to read “non complying activity”. 
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Rural Zone Land bounded by the Punga Punga River, Coastal Living Zone on McMahon 
Avenue, Te Punga Road and the Denise Driveway at Whangapoua 

25. This submission refers to the Rural zoned land at the above location at Whangapoua.  
The land is zoned rural and farmed.  It is highly susceptible to flooding and on several 
occasions in recent years the Punga Punga River has breached its banks causing the 
area to be swept with floodwaters to a significant depth. 
 

26. This area, in addition to being farmland, provides habitat for many species of birds 
including endangered species.  

 
27. It is also within the Coastal Environment Area, outside of the existing coastal settlement.   

 
28. The land should not be filled, subdivided or developed.  Its low lying flood prone nature 

ensures that it acts as a reservoir, protecting upstream residential developments within 
the developed Coastal Living zone, during times of flood. 

 
29. The land also provides a wildlife habitat that is substantially protected from predators. 

 
30. The PDP should include express recognition of the following factors: 

 
(a) The flood prone nature of the land; 

 
(b) Its natural function as a reservoir providing essential protection for existing 

residential development within the settlement of Whangapoua (Anarake and 
Opera subdivisions); and 

 
(c) Its value as a bird habitat, including endangered species such as the brown teal 

duck/pateke.  
 

31. The following amendments are sought: 
 
(a) Section 56.7 – amend to read as follows: 

“56.7 Non-complying activities and prohibited activities” 

(b) Add a new sub-rule 26.2 as follows: 
 

“Subdivision and development (including earthworks and filling) is a prohibited 
activity on the rural zoned land bounded by the Punga Punga River, Coastal 
Living Zone on McMahon Avenue, Te Punga Road and the Denise Driveway at 
Whangapoua” 
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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 TCDC has recognised ws of tangata v in the PDP, 

I oppose 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. 

• I support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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I o p p o s e  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 ørohibitied 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. 

C :  :.s: 

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: 

0 - 

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 TCD h gnised the views of tang2' - 

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 o p p o s e  Section 14 - Mining Activities. 

• I want the language of in Section 14.1 (Mining Activities) to clearly state how future mining activities vvill have 
a major adverse impact on the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel. \Ve 
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. 

I would like to speak to my submission. 
1 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, 
.. 

S i g n a t u -  - Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 
/c_ 

I 
Address: 

P h o n e : 5 7  / / ' /  Email: c - 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of  the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit o f  communities and future generations, we need much stronger planning 

regulations to protect our  environment from Mining Activities. The POP does not articulate 
the special Qualities, Values and Natural Character o f  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 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 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: 

• 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: /4: 2 
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N ie: 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

Given t h e  ou t s t and ing  l a n d s c a p e s  a n d  eco logy  o f  t h e  Coromande l  P e r  .isu 
benefi t  o f  commun i t i e s  a n d  future  genera t ions ,  w e  n e e d  much 

regula t ions  t o  p ro tec t  o u r  env i ronmen t  f rom Mining Activities. T h e  PUP L o e s  no t  articulate 
t h e  spec ia l  Qualities, Values  a n d  Natural Charac te r  o f  t h e  Coromande l  Peninsula ,  therefore: 

o p p o s e  a n y  r r t  o f  t h e  P r o p o s e d  District P a r  (PDP) V L c h  flov !jfl9 
Activities, i n c f t d r g  u n d r c u n d  mining, in V D i s t r i c ,  - -Jj 
CONSERVATION. COAST tURAL a n d  RESIDENTIAL ; L 

• I require 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 Sta tement  (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 h a s  been 
removed without giving adequa te  protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse  impacts of mining. I require 
the Coastal Environment Overlay to include a rule prohibiting all mining activities. 

ID The TCDC h a s  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 a s  prohibited activities. 

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

o I need  to be confident that the  TCOC h a s  recognised the views of tangata whenua  on mining in the PDP. 

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

o Section 37.4 Note 1 fails to provide any  rules for Underground Mining Activities in affected Zones  outside the 
a c c e s s  zone. 

o I want the TCDC to a m e n d  Section 37.4 Table 1 of the  PDP to s ta te  that  all Mining Activities are Prohibited 
in all Zones ,  including prospecting and  exploration, or other such  relief that h a s  the s a m e  effect. 

• I support Quarrying activities to b e  separa ted  from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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Jes. 
I viant 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 cknowledge 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 specia l  na tu re  o f  the Coromandel warrants robust protection especia l ly  a s  there is so 
m u c h  e c o n o m i c  revenue and employment dependent  on  our reputa t ion  a s  a clean green 

holiday destination. It is  vital w e  d o  not  allow mining into the Peninsula, a s  this is contrary 
to  the existing Natural Cha acter o f  the Thames-Coromandel District. 

y jrther comments: 

j 

/ 

I 
.. 

- 
/ 

- 
'-V 

1/ 

• I would like to speak to my submission. 

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

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

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: 
. . 

Date: 
. . 1 .  : .  .. .. 
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Proposed Thames-Coromandel

District Plan

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) 

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.

Full Name(s)

or Organisation (if relevant)

Email Address

Postal Address

Phone no.             (           ) 
include area code               Mobile no.

Submitter Details

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.

Submission 930

Page 4223

hannahw
Typewritten Text
mcadam@ihug.co.nz

hannahw
Typewritten Text
Pukemapu Road, Oropi, Tauranga

hannahw
Typewritten Text
021-716-955

hannahw
Typewritten Text
Jan and Peter McAdam

hannahw
Typewritten Text

hannahw
Typewritten Text



Page 2 of 2         www.tcdc.govt.nz/dpr                 V01-201211   District Plan Submission Form 5

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)

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	 n 	 oppose 	n 	 the above plan provision.

Reasons for my views:

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

Retained	 n 	 Deleted 	n 	 Amended 	n  as follows:

Proposed District Plan Hearing

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

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

Signature of submitter_________________________________________________Date________________________________

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

Thames-Coromandel District Council
Private Bag, 515 Mackay Street, Thames 3540
phone: 07 868 0200   |   fax: 07 868 0234
customer.services@tcdc.govt.nz   |   www.tcdc.govt.nz

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

Your Submission

Please note that if you are a 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 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

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

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

I  am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that –

a)	 adversely affects the environment; and

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

Trade Competition
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' -ion by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

ou t s t and ing  l a n d s c a p e s  a n d  eco logy  o f  t h e  Coromande l  Penin  
- 

rthe 
:enef i t  o f  commun i t i e s  a n d  future  genera t ions ,  w e  n e e d  m u c h  stror 

regu la t ions  t o  p ro tec t  o u r  env i ronmen t  f rom Mining Activities, T h e  PDP do  s 
t h e  spec ia l  Qualities, Values  a n d  Natural Charac te r  o f  t h e  Coromande l  Peninsula ,  ti re re: 

II o p p o s e  a n y  part  o f  t h e  P r o p o s e d  District Plan (PDP) which  allows Mining 
ActMt ies ,  ncluding unde rg round  mining, in t h e  D s t 1 ' t ,  e s c i a H y  in 
CCHSE TON,  COASTAL, RURAL a n d  RESIDENT , 

• 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. 

o 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. 

o 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. 

o 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 1 fails to provide any rules for Underground Mining Activities in affected Zones outside the 

access zone. 

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

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

Submission 931

Page 4225



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: 
\' 

• ,1O 

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 POP. 

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: Date: 11 (oI 19 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: / I 
Phone: 6"- - j / Email: 

Given t h e  o u t s t a n d i n g  l a n d s c a p e s  a n d  eco logy  of  t h e  Coromande l  Pen insu la  a n d  for  the 
benefi t  o f  commun i t i e s  a n d  future  genera t ions ,  w e  n e e d  m u c h  s t r o n g e r  planning 

regula t ions  t o  p ro tec t  o u r  env i ronmen t  from Mining Activities, The  PDP d o e s  n o t  articulate 
t h e  spec ia l  Qualities,  Values  a n d  Natural Charac te r  of  t h e  Coromande l  Peninsula ,  therefore: 

I o p p o s e  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 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 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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Lnpose 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 f u y  translated 
into the Plan and sustainable and development and biodiversity growth are not prioritised. I sup p o .  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 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  d o  not allow mining into the Peninsula, a s  this is contrary 
to the existing Natural Character o f  the Thames-Coromandel District. 

My further comments: 

•••. 
.,' 

.• •.•. .. •.• 
....: 

.,. 

-. . ..... 
,... ..; 

.: 

• I bmsson. 
• 1  w u u  U f : : , p f  sefLng a joint c s e w t h  ther wh have dasLlaisubmission. 

• I voutd hk t thank the Con ncl for this opportunity to submit on the PDP. 

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name:c  - - 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

... 

Given the outstanding landscapes  and eco logy  o f  the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit o f  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. 

• 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 
. : CDC has rc in tF: 

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 c o m m e nts: 'vtc. ' e d /  a1 J -  c/i 
doctS as S, a 7  k z  6 

4 

S CS 

// 
74 /W7/  a4o7"_ / 
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' '  i w V  h c 7 1  S & '1 
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7 1  c i  
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./1-woutd like topek- tomiy 3ubmiooton 
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, 

S i g n a t u r e 1  Date: 
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SUBMISSION 
TELEPHONE 0800 327 646 I WEBSITE WWW.FEDFARM.ORG.NZ
___________________________________________________________________________ 

To: Thames Coromandel District Council 

From: Federated Farmers of New Zealand

On the: Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan

Date: 14 March 2014

Contact: Sally Millar 
Regional Policy Advisor

Federated Farmers of New Zealand 
P O Box 447 
Hamilton 3240 

P: 07 838 2589  
F:   07 838 2960 
E: smillar@fedfarm.org.nz 

Kevin Robinson 
President  

Hauraki Coromandel Federated Farmers 
22A Ngati Maru Highway 
R D 1 
Thames 3578 

P: 027 286 1636 
E: pguntakr@gmail.com 

Federated Farmers wishes to be heard in support of this submission 
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Sally Millar 

REGIONAL POLICY ADVISOR 

 
Federated Farmers of New Zealand 
P O Box 447 Hamilton 
P    07 858 2589 

F    07 838 2960 

SUBMISSION TO THAMES COROMANDAL DISTRICT COUNCIL ON:  
PROPOSED THAMES COROMANDEL DISTRICT PLAN 

 
1. INTRODUCTION 
 
 
Federated Farmers is a not-for-profit primary sector policy and advocacy organisation that 
represents the majority of farming businesses in New Zealand.  Federated Farmers has a 
long and proud history of representing the interests of New Zealand’s farmers.  

The Federation aims to add value to its members’ farming business. Our key strategic 
outcomes include the need for New Zealand to provide an economic and social environment 
within which: 

 Our members may operate their business in a fair and flexible commercial 
environment; 

 Our members' families and their staff have access to services essential to the 
needs of the rural community; and 

 Our members adopt responsible management and environmental practices. 
 
This submission is representative of member views and reflect the fact that resource 
management and government decisions impact on our member’s daily lives as farmers and 
members of local communities. 
 
Farming has a significant presence and contribution to the Thames Coromandel District. 
Federated Farmers seeks to uphold and enhance the value of farming. Federated Farmers of 
NZ therefore thanks the Thames Coromandel Council for this opportunity to provide a 
submission on the Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan. We look forward to being 
involved in the process moving forward.   

We are supportive of many of the issues, objectives and policies identified. However there 
are some aspects of the plan which we have concerns.  

This submission is representative of member views and experiences with the management of 
resources within the Thames Coromandel district. It reflects the fact that resource 
management and District Council policies and plans impact on our member’s daily lives as 
farmers, members of the local community, landowners and ratepayers.  

This submission has been formulated after consultation with members, policy staff and 
industry groups.  It is important that it is not viewed as a single submission, but rather as a 
collective one that represents the opinions and views of our members. 

The following attached section covers specific comments on definitions, issues, objectives, 
policies, and rules in the Proposed Plan (Plan). In all cases where submissions have been 
made Federated Farmers will consider alternative amendments where it will give effect to our 
submission.  

 

Submission 935

Page 4234



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

1
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n

N
u

m
b

er
in

g 
an

d
 P

la
n

 

fo
rm

at


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

si
m

p
lif

ie
d

 la
yo

u
t 

o
f 

th
e 

P
la

n
 

in
cl

u
d

in
g 

th
e 

ta
b

b
ed

 s
ec

ti
o

n
s,

 w
e 

h
o

w
ev

er
 h

av
e 

fo
u

n
d

 t
h

e 

n
u

m
b

er
in

g 
fo

rm
at

 s
o

m
ew

h
at

 c
o

n
fu

si
n

g 
an

d
 d

if
fi

cu
lt

 t
o

 r
ep

lic
at

e 
in

 

a 
su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 f
o

rm
at

2
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

u
se

 o
f 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

s 
th

at
 h

av
e 

al
re

ad
y 

b
ee

n
 a

d
o

p
te

d
 in

 t
h

e 
W

ai
ka

to
 R

eg
io

n
al

 P
o

lic
y 

St
at

em
en

t 
o

r 

P
la

n
. W

e 
co

n
si

d
er

 t
h

at
 t

h
is

 p
ro

vi
d

es
 c

la
ri

ty
 a

n
d

 c
er

ta
in

ty
. S

im
ila

rl
y 

w
e 

al
so

 s
u

p
p

o
rt

 t
h

e 
u

se
 o

f 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
s 

fr
o

m
 o

th
er

 le
gi

sl
at

io
n

 s
u

ch
 a

s 

th
e 

Lo
ca

l G
o

ve
rn

m
en

t 
A

ct
 a

n
d

 H
is

to
ri

c 
P

la
ce

s 
A

ct
 w

h
er

e 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e.
 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

Th
am

es

C
o

ro
m

an
d

el
P

ro
p

o
se

d
D

is
tr

ic
t

P
la

n
("

P
D

P
")

u
se

s

w
h

er
e

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e
d

ef
in

it
io

n
s

th
at

h
av

e
al

re
ad

y
b

ee
n

ad
o

p
te

d
. 

3
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3

A
cc

es
so

ry
 B

u
ild

in
g



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 f
o

r 
cl

ar
it

y 
th

e
 d

ef
in

it
io

n
 c

le
ar

ly
 

p
ro

vi
d

es
 t

h
at

 f
ar

m
 b

u
ild

in
g 

ar
e 

n
o

t 
co

n
si

d
er

ed
 a

cc
es

so
ry

 b
u

ild
in

gs

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

ac
ce

ss
o

ry
b

u
ild

in
g

is
am

en
d

ed
to

;
"…

…
.A

d
w

el
lin

g
,

m
in

o
r

u
n

it
o

r
fa

rm
b

u
ild

in
g

is
n

o
t

a
n

a
cc

es
so

ry

b
u

ild
in

g
"

4
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3

B
u

ild
in

g


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 a
rt

if
ic

ia
l s

h
el

te
r 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

sp
ec

if
ic

al
ly

 e
xc

lu
d

ed
 f

ro
m

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
b

u
ild

in
g 

as
 w

o
u

ld
 b

e 

in
cl

u
d

ed
 in

 t
h

e 
cu

rr
en

t 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

B
u

ild
in

g
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

sp
ec

if
ic

al
ly

ex
cl

u
d

e
ar

ti
fi

ci
al

sh
el

te
r

5
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3

Ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s


Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 in
 p

ar
t.

 H
o

w
ev

er
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 f
o

r 
cl

ar
it

y 
th

at
 c

u
lt

iv
at

io
n

 is
 s

p
ec

if
ic

al
ly

 e
xc

lu
d

ed
 

fr
o

m
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

Ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s
is

am
en

d
ed

to
sp

ec
if

ic
al

ly
ex

cl
u

d
e

cu
lt

iv
at

io
n

6
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3

Fa
rm

in
g



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

fa
rm

in
g 

b
u

t 
se

ek
s 

am
en

d
m

en
t 

to
 in

cl
u

d
e 

th
e 

b
u

yi
n

g 
in

 o
f 

fe
e

d
 a

n
d

 f
er

ti
lis

er
 a

s 
p

ar
t 

o
f 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

fa
rm

in
g 

(s
e

e 
su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 o
n

 in
te

n
si

ve
 f

ar
m

in
g)

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 f

ar
m

er
s 

fu
rt

h
er

 c
o

n
si

d
er

s 
th

at
 r

o
u

ti
n

e 
e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

n
ec

es
sa

ry
 a

s 
p

ar
t 

o
f 

th
e 

fa
rm

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 s
h

o
u

ld
 a

ls
o

 b
e 

in
cl

u
d

ed
 in

 

th
is

 d
ef

in
it

io
n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

fa
rm

in
g

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
in

cl
u

d
e

th
e

b
u

yi
n

g
in

o
f

fe
e

d

an
d

fe
rt

ili
se

r
an

d
ro

u
ti

n
e

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s
n

ec
es

sa
ry

as

p
ar

t 
o

f 
th

e 
fa

rm
in

g 
o

p
er

at
io

n
 

7
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3

Fe
n

ce


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 a
rt

if
ic

ia
l s

h
el

te
r 

as
 p

ar
t 

o
f 

cr
o

p
 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 b
e 

sp
ec

if
ic

al
ly

 in
cl

u
d

ed
 in

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
fe

n
ce

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

fe
n

ce
 is

 a
m

en
d

ed
 t

o
 in

cl
u

d
e 

ar
ti

fi
ci

al
 s

h
el

te
r 

8
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3

Fo
re

st
ry



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 s
m

al
l w

o
o

d
lo

t 
fo

re
st

ry
 t

h
at

 is
 

p
ri

m
ar

ily
 u

n
d

er
ta

ke
n

 f
o

r 
so

il 
co

n
se

rv
at

io
n

 p
u

rp
o

se
s 

o
r 

st
o

ck
 

sh
el

te
r 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

ca
p

tu
re

d
 b

y 
P

la
n

 r
u

le
s 

p
ri

m
ar

ily
 a

im
ed

 a
t 

ex
te

n
si

ve
 a

re
as

 o
f 

fo
re

st
ry

 p
la

n
ta

ti
o

n
s 

an
d

 t
h

er
ef

o
re

 c
o

n
si

d
er

 t
h

at
 

th
ey

 s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e 
ex

cl
u

d
ed

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 a
n

d
/o

r 
th

e 
ru

le
 r

eg
im

e 

in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
. F

u
rt

h
er

 F
e

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
d

o
e

s 
n

o
t 

co
n

si
d

er
 li

n
ea

r 

p
la

n
ti

n
g 

so
le

ly
 f

o
r 

sh
el

te
r 

p
u

rp
o

se
s 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

co
n

si
d

er
ed

 f
o

re
st

ry
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

Fo
re

st
ry

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
ex

cl
u

d
e

sm
al

lw
o

o
d

lo
t

fo
re

st

u
p

to
4

h
ec

ta
re

s
an

d
tr

ee
s

p
la

n
te

d
so

le
ly

fo
r

sh
el

te
rb

el
t 

p
u

rp
o

se
s.

 

9
P

ar
t 

I I
n

tr
o

d
u

ct
io

n
D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

s
3

H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 
Fa

ci
lit

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 
Fa

ci
lit

y 

su
b

je
ct

 t
o

 o
u

r 
p

ro
p

o
se

d
 a

m
en

d
m

en
ts

 t
o

 t
h

e 
h

az
ar

d
o

u
s 

su
b

st
an

ce
s 

p
o

lic
ie

s 
an

d
 r

u
le

s 
b

ei
n

g 
ad

o
p

te
d

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

h
az

ar
d

o
u

s
fa

ci
lit

y
b

e
re

ta
in

ed
su

b
je

ct
to

o
u

r
p

ro
p

o
se

d

am
en

d
m

en
ts

to
th

e
h

az
ar

d
o

u
s

su
b

st
an

ce
s

p
o

lic
ie

s

an
d

 r
u

le
s 

b
ei

n
g 

ad
o

p
te

d

1
0

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3

H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 

Su
b

st
an

ce


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 
Su

b
st

an
ce

  

su
b

je
ct

 t
o

 o
u

r 
p

ro
p

o
se

d
 a

m
en

d
m

en
ts

 t
o

 t
h

e 
h

az
ar

d
o

u
s 

su
b

st
an

ce
s 

p
o

lic
ie

s 
an

d
 r

u
le

s 
b

ei
n

g 
ad

o
p

te
d

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

H
az

ar
d

o
u

s
Su

b
st

an
ce

b
e

re
ta

in
ed

su
b

je
ct

to
o

u
r

p
ro

p
o

se
d

am
en

d
m

en
ts

to
th

e
h

az
ar

d
o

u
s

su
b

st
an

ce
s

p
o

lic
ie

s 
an

d
 r

u
le

s 
b

ei
n

g 
ad

o
p

te
d

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

Submission 935

Page 4235



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
2

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
1

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e 

C
u

rt
ila

ge


Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
th

at
it

is
th

e
va

lu
es

o
f

th
e

it
em

th
at

n
ee

d
to

b
e

p
ro

te
ct

e
d

an
d

an
u

n
d

er
st

an
d

in
g

o
f

th
e

va
lu

es
o

f
a

p
ar

ti
cu

la
r

si
te

w
ill

 b
et

te
r 

in
fo

rm
 w

h
at

 a
n

d
 h

o
w

 b
es

t 
to

 p
ro

te
ct

 t
h

e 
id

en
ti

fi
ed

 it
em

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

H
is

to
ri

c
H

e
ri

ta
ge

C
u

rt
ila

ge
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

:
"m

ea
n

s 

la
n

d
su

rr
o

u
n

d
in

g
a

n
d

in
te

g
ra

l
to

th
e

va
lu

es
o

f
a

 

h
is

to
ri

c
h

er
it

a
g

e
it

em
…

."
an

d
an

y
co

n
se

q
u

en
ti

al

am
en

d
m

en
ts

 t
o

 g
iv

e
 e

ff
e

ct
 t

o
 t

h
is

 s
u

b
m

is
si

o
n

1
2

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3
H

o
m

e 
B

u
si

n
es

s


Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

fo
r

cl
ar

if
ic

at
io

n
th

at
fa

rm

co
n

tr
ac

ti
n

g
b

u
si

n
es

se
s

an
d

th
e

lik
e

th
at

ar
e

u
n

d
er

ta
ke

n
as

an
ci

lla
ry

to
 t

h
e 

fa
rm

in
g 

en
te

rp
ri

se
 is

 in
cl

u
d

ed
 in

 t
h

is
 d

ef
in

it
io

n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

h
o

m
e

b
u

si
n

es
s

is
am

en
d

ed
to

in
cl

u
d

e
th

at
fa

rm

b
u

si
n

es
se

s
an

d
se

rv
ic

es
th

at
ar

e
an

ci
lla

ry
to

th
e

fa
rm

in
g

en
te

rp
ri

se
ar

e
in

cl
u

d
ed

w
it

h
in

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f 

H
o

m
e 

B
u

si
n

es
s

1
3

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3
In

te
n

si
ve

 F
ar

m
in

g


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 f
o

r 
ce

rt
ai

n
ty

 t
h

er
e 

n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 

m
o

re
 e

xp
lic

it
 c

la
ri

fi
ca

ti
o

n
 s

o
 t

h
at

 p
as

to
ra

l f
ar

m
in

g 
w

h
er

e 
fe

ed
 s

u
ch

 

as
 h

ay
, s

ila
ge

 o
r 

co
n

ce
n

tr
at

e,
 o

r 
fe

rt
ili

se
r 

su
ch

 a
s 

n
it

ro
ge

n
 is

 

b
ro

u
gh

t 
o

n
to

 t
h

e 
fa

rm
 d

o
es

 n
o

t 
tr

ig
ge

r 
th

e 
in

te
n

si
ve

 f
ar

m
in

g 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

. F
ed

er
at

e
d

 F
ar

m
er

s 
se

e
ks

 t
h

at
 s

u
ch

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

ar
e 

ex
p

lic
it

ly
 e

xc
lu

d
ed

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

in
te

n
si

ve
 f

ar
m

in
g 

o
r 

ex
p

lic
it

ly
 in

cl
u

d
ed

 in
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

fa
rm

in
g.

 F
u

rt
h

er
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 

Fa
rm

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
er

e 
sh

o
u

ld
 b

e 
a 

d
o

m
es

ti
c 

sc
al

e 
e

xc
lu

si
o

n
 f

o
r 

p
o

u
lt

ry

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
b

m
it

s 
th

at
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

in
te

n
si

ve
 f

ar
m

in
g 

is
 a

m
en

d
ed

 t
o

 s
p

ec
if

ic
al

ly
 e

xc
lu

d
e 

p
as

to
ra

l f
ar

m
in

g 
w

h
er

e 
fe

ed
 a

n
d

 o
r 

fe
rt

ili
se

r 
is

 

b
ro

u
gh

t 
in

 t
o

 s
u

p
p

le
m

en
t 

th
e

 g
ra

zi
n

g 
o

f 
p

as
tu

re
 o

r 
in

 

th
e 

al
te

rn
at

iv
e 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

fa
rm

in
g 

is
 a

m
en

d
ed

 

to
 s

p
ec

if
ic

al
ly

 in
cl

u
d

e 
su

ch
 a

ct
iv

it
y.

 F
e

d
er

at
ed

 

Fa
rm

er
s 

fu
rt

h
er

 s
u

b
m

it
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
th

ir
d

 b
u

lle
t 

p
o

in
t 

p
o

u
lt

ry
 is

 a
m

en
d

ed
 t

o
 "

P
o

u
lt

ry
 o

f 
m

o
re

 t
h

a
n

 2
5

 

h
ea

d
"

1
4

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3
La

n
d

 D
is

tu
rb

an
ce



Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
th

e
ac

t
o

f
su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

in
it

se
lf

d
o

e
s

n
o

t
ca

u
se

la
n

d
d

is
tu

rb
an

ce
b

u
t

th
e

su
b

se
q

u
en

t
la

n
d

u
se

th
at

m
ay

 b
e 

at
 is

su
e

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
b

m
it

s 
th

at
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

La
n

d
 

D
is

tu
rb

an
ce

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
"…

.S
u

b
d

iv
is

io
n

a
n

d

u
r

b
a

n
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t…
…

"

1
5

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3
M

in
in

g 
Te

rm
s



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

se
e

ks
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
q

u
ar

ry
 s

p
ec

if
ic

al
ly

 

ex
cl

u
d

es
 q

u
ar

ri
es

 f
o

r 
o

n
 f

ar
m

 u
se

. T
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
fa

rm
in

g 

p
ro

vi
d

es
 t

h
at

 "
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 a
cc

es
so

ry
 t

o
 f

ar
m

in
g 

th
at

 a
re

 n
o

t 

o
th

er
w

is
e 

re
fe

re
n

ce
d

 in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 a

re
 in

cl
u

d
ed

 in
 t

h
is

 d
ef

in
it

io
n

. A
s 

q
u

ar
ry

in
g 

is
 r

ef
e

re
n

ce
d

 t
o

 it
 is

 n
o

t 
in

cl
u

d
ed

 in
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

fa
rm

in
g.

 F
ed

er
at

ed
 f

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

sm
al

l q
u

ar
ri

es
 f

o
r 

o
n

 f
ar

m
 

u
se

 a
n

d
 m

in
o

r 
ad

ve
rs

e
 e

ff
e

ct
s 

sh
o

u
ld

 n
o

t 
b

e 
su

b
je

ct
 t

o
 t

h
e 

sa
m

e 

re
st

ri
ct

io
n

s 
as

 c
o

m
m

er
ci

al
 q

u
ar

ri
es

 a
n

d
 t

h
er

ef
o

re
 b

e 
e

xe
m

p
t 

fr
o

m
 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

q
u

ar
ry

in
g

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

fo
r

q
u

ar
ry

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
ex

cl
u

d
e

sm
al

l
q

u
ar

ri
es

fo
r

o
n

fa
rm

 u
se

. 

1
6

P
ar

t 
1

 In
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3
R

ev
er

se
 S

en
si

ti
vi

ty


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

in
te

n
t 

o
f 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 b
u

t 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
w

o
rd

in
g 

b
e 

am
en

d
ed

 f
o

r 
cl

ar
it

y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

fo
r

re
ve

rs
e

se
n

si
ti

vi
ty

is
am

en
d

ed
to

;
"i

s
th

e

vu
ln

er
a

b
ili

ty
o

f
a

la
w

fu
lly

es
ta

b
lis

h
ed

a
ct

iv
it

y
to

a

n
ew

a
ct

iv
it

y
o

r
la

n
d

u
se

.
It

a
ri

se
s

w
h

en
a

la
w

fu
lly

es
ta

b
lis

h
ed

a
ct

iv
it

y
ca

u
se

s
p

o
te

n
ti

a
l,

a
ct

u
a

l
o

r

p
er

ce
iv

ed
a

d
ve

rs
e

en
vi

ro
n

m
en

ta
l

ef
fe

ct
s

o
n

th
e

n
ew

a
ct

iv
it

y,
to

a
p

o
in

t
w

h
er

e
th

e
n

ew
a

ct
iv

it
y

m
a

y
se

ek

to
re

st
ri

ct
th

e
o

p
er

a
ti

o
n

o
r

re
q

u
ir

e
m

it
ig

a
ti

o
n

o
f

th
e

ef
fe

ct
s 

o
f 

th
e 

es
ta

b
lis

h
ed

 a
ct

iv
it

y"
  

Submission 935

Page 4236



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
3

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
7

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3
Su

st
ai

n
ab

le
 U

se


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 a
 S

u
st

ai
n

ab
le

 M
an

ag
em

en
t 

P
la

n
 

o
r 

P
er

m
it

 s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e 
ex

cl
u

d
ed

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

su
st

ai
n

ab
le

 u
se

 

to
 a

vo
id

 c
o

n
fu

si
o

n
 in

 r
e

ga
rd

s 
to

 r
u

le
 2

9
.3

.3
.1

(c
 )

 a
n

d
 2

9
.4

.4
.1

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

su
st

ai
n

ab
le

u
se

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
;"

…
…

.in
d

ig
en

o
u

s

ec
o

sy
st

em
o

n
th

e
si

te
o

ve
r

a
lo

n
g

te
rm

(e
.g

.
M

in
is

tr
y 

o
f

P
ri

m
a

ry
In

d
u

st
ri

es
h

a
rv

es
ti

n
g

p
er

m
it

,
te

a
tr

ee

o
il,

…
…

."

1
8

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

D
e

fi
n

it
io

n
s

3

N
e

w
 D

e
fi

n
it

io
n

 -
 

R
id

ge
lin

e


La
n

d
sc

ap
es

 a
n

d
 N

at
u

ra
l C

h
ar

ac
te

r 
ch

ap
te

rs
 r

e
fe

rs
 t

o
 t

h
e 

te
rm

 

ri
d

ge
lin

e.
 F

ed
e

ra
te

d
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

it
 is

 a
p

p
ro

p
ri

at
e 

fo
r 

cl
ar

it
y 

an
d

 c
er

ta
in

ty
 t

h
at

 a
 d

ef
in

it
io

n
 is

 in
cl

u
d

ed
 f

o
r 

th
e 

te
rm

. F
ed

e
ra

te
d

 

fa
rm

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 c
o

n
tr

o
ls

 in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 r

id
ge

lin
es

 b
e 

lim
it

ed
 

to
 r

id
ge

lin
es

 w
h

er
e 

th
e 

b
ac

kd
ro

p
 is

 e
it

h
er

 t
h

e 
se

a 
o

r 
sk

y.
 It

 is
 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 f

ar
m

er
s 

u
n

d
er

st
an

d
in

g 
th

at
 t

h
is

 is
 t

h
e 

co
m

m
o

n
ly

 

ac
ce

p
te

d
 p

ar
am

et
e

rs
 f

o
r 

ri
d

ge
lin

e 
in

 t
h

e 
La

n
d

sc
ap

e 
p

ro
fe

ss
io

n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

te
rm

R
id

ge
lin

e

b
e

d
ef

in
ed

as
;

"a
ri

d
g

el
in

e
fo

r
th

e
p

u
rp

o
se

s
o

f
th

is

p
la

n
is

w
h

er
e

it
h

a
s

a
se

a
o

r
sk

y
b

a
ck

d
ro

p
"

o
r

w
o

rd

th
at

 w
ill

 g
iv

e 
ef

fe
ct

 t
o

 o
u

r 
su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 

1
9

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

P
ro

ce
ss

5
.3

.1
1

H
au

ra
ki

 G
u

lf


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 n

ee
d

s 
to

 b
e 

re
w

o
rd

e
d

 t
o

 a
ls

o
 r

ef
le

ct
 t

h
e 

im
p

o
rt

an
ce

 o
f 

th
e 

H
au

ra
ki

 G
u

lf
 t

o
 t

h
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
.3

.1
1

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
al

so
re

fl
ec

t
th

at
th

e
H

au
ra

ki
G

u
lf

's
im

p
o

rt
an

ce
to

th
e

D
is

tr
ic

t,
n

o
t

ju
st

th
at

th
e

la
n

d
u

se
in

th
e

D
is

tr
ic

t

ca
u

se
s

an
ad

ve
rs

e
ef

fe
ct

o
n

th
e

H
au

ra
ki

G
u

lf

en
vi

ro
n

m
en

t

2
0

P
ar

t 
I I

n
tr

o
d

u
ct

io
n

C
ro

ss
 B

o
u

n
d

ar
y 

M
at

te
rs

 
5

.4

M
et

h
o

d
s 

an
d

 

A
p

p
ro

ac
h

es


Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
e 

cl
ea

r 
st

at
em

en
t 

o
f 

re
sp

o
n

si
b

ili
ti

es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

is

re
ta

in
ed

 a
s 

w
ri

tt
en

2
1

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.1

B
ac

kg
ro

u
n

d


Th
e

3
rd

p
ar

ag
ra

p
h

re
fe

rs
to

th
e

p
ro

ce
ss

fo
r

id
en

ti
fy

in
g

SN
A

's

th
ro

u
gh

th
e

W
ai

ka
to

R
eg

io
n

al
C

o
u

n
ci

l(
W

R
C

)
B

io
d

iv
e

rs
it

y

p
ro

gr
am

m
e

as
re

fl
ec

te
d

in
th

e
R

eg
io

n
al

P
o

lic
y

St
at

em
en

t(
R

P
S)

.

H
o

w
ev

er
th

is
st

at
em

en
t

n
ee

d
s

to
fu

rt
h

er
re

fl
ec

t
th

e
R

P
S

th
at

n
o

te
s

th
e

W
R

C
id

en
ti

fi
ca

ti
o

n
w

as
p

ri
m

ar
ily

in
th

e
fo

rm
o

f
a

d
es

k
to

p

ex
er

ci
se

an
d

th
at

fu
rt

h
er

as
se

ss
m

en
t

in
th

e
fo

rm
o

f
gr

o
u

n
d

tr
u

th
in

g

is
 r

e
q

u
ir

e
d

 t
o

 c
o

n
fi

rm
 w

h
et

h
er

 o
r 

n
o

t 
it

 is
 a

n
 S

N
A

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.1

is
am

en
d

ed
to

re
fl

ec
t

th
at

th
e

id
en

ti
fi

ca
ti

o
n

o
f

SN
A

's
b

y
W

R
C

w
as

a

p
ri

m
ar

ily
a

d
es

kt
o

p
ex

er
ci

se
an

d
th

at
gr

o
u

n
d

tr
u

th
in

g

is
re

q
u

ir
e

d
to

co
n

fi
rm

w
h

et
h

er
o

r
n

o
t

th
e

si
te

is
a

SN
A

, a
s 

d
es

cr
ib

ed
 in

 t
h

e 
R

P
S

2
2

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.1

B
ac

kg
ro

u
n

d


Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
th

er
e

n
ee

d
s

to
b

e
a

cl
ea

re
r

st
at

em
en

t
o

f
w

h
at

is
th

e
cu

rr
e

n
t

st
at

e
o

f
b

io
d

iv
e

rs
it

y
in

th
e

D
is

tr
ic

t

an
d

th
e

tr
en

d
s

o
ve

r
th

e
lif

e
o

f
th

e
O

p
er

at
iv

e
P

la
n

in
re

ga
rd

s
to

lo
ss

es
o

r
ga

in
s

an
d

w
h

er
e

in
th

e
D

is
tr

ic
t

h
av

e
th

e
o

cc
u

rr
ed

.

W
it

h
o

u
t

th
is

th
er

e
is

n
o

fo
u

n
d

at
io

n
fr

o
m

w
h

ic
h

to
id

en
ti

fy
is

su
es

an
d

d
et

e
rm

in
e

o
b

je
ct

iv
e

s
p

o
lic

es
o

r
m

et
h

o
d

s
in

re
ga

rd
s

to

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

in
cl

u
d

ed
in

6
.1

is
a

st
at

em
en

t
o

f
th

e
cu

rr
e

n
t

st
at

e
o

f
B

io
d

iv
e

rs
it

y
in

th
e

D
is

tr
ic

t
an

d
th

e
id

en
ti

fi
ed

tr
en

d
s

o
f

lo
ss

es
an

d
ga

in
s

th
at

 h
av

e 
o

cc
u

rr
ed

 d
u

ri
n

g 
th

e 
O

p
er

at
iv

e
 P

la
n

2
3

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.2

.1
Is

su
es



Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
it

n
ee

d
s

to
b

e
re

co
gn

is
ed

th
at

it

is
o

n
ly

in
ap

p
ro

p
ri

at
e

o
r

p
o

o
rl

y
m

an
ag

ed
su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

u
se

an
d

d
ev

e
lo

p
m

en
t

th
at

w
ill

co
n

tr
ib

u
te

to
th

e
lo

ss
an

d
re

d
u

ct
io

n
o

f
th

e

D
is

tr
ic

ts
 b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.2

.1
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

:

"
In

a
p

p
ro

p
ri

a
te

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
,

u
se

a
n

d

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t…

..
",

o
r

in
th

e
al

te
rn

at
iv

e
"S

u
b

d
iv

is
io

n
 

u
se

 a
n

d
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
ca

n
 c

o
n

tr
ib

u
te

…
..

"

2
4

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.2

.2
Is

su
es



Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
n

o
t

al
l

p
o

o
r

la
n

d
m

an
ag

em
en

t

p
ra

ct
ic

es
co

n
tr

ib
u

te
to

th
e

lo
ss

o
f

im
p

o
rt

an
t

b
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
,

ra
th

er

o
n

ly
 t

h
o

se
 p

ra
ct

ic
es

 t
h

at
 h

av
e 

b
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
 im

p
ac

ts

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.2

.2
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

;

"P
o

o
r

la
n

d
m

a
n

a
g

em
en

t
p

ra
ct

ic
es

m
a

y
co

n
tr

ib
u

te

…
.."

Submission 935

Page 4237



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
4

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

2
5

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.2

.3
Is

su
es



Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

e
st

at
em

en
t

cl
u

m
sy

an
d

sh
o

u
ld

b
e

re
w

ri
tt

en
 f

o
r 

cl
ar

it
y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.2

.3
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

;

"I
f

th
e

re
m

a
in

in
g

b
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
a

re
a

s
a

re
to

m
a

in
ta

in

th
ei

r
b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

va
lu

es
th

ro
u

g
h

th
ei

r
h

ea
lt

h
a

n
d

ec
o

lo
g

ic
a

l
fu

n
ct

io
n

in
g

w
ill

re
q

u
ir

e
re

st
o

ra
ti

o
n

,

en
h

a
n

ce
m

en
t

a
n

d
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
,

in
cl

u
d

in
g

th
e

cr
ea

ti
o

n

o
f 

co
n

n
ec

ti
o

n
s 

a
n

d
 c

o
rr

id
o

rs
."

 

2
6

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.3

.1
O

b
je

ct
iv

e 
1



Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
th

is
o

b
je

ct
iv

e
is

u
n

at
ta

in
ab

le

re
q

u
ir

in
g

th
at

al
l

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s
b

io
d

iv
e

rs
it

y
is

m
ai

n
ta

in
ed

re
st

o
re

d
o

r

en
h

an
ce

d
w

h
en

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
,u

se
o

r
d

ev
e

lo
p

m
en

t
o

cc
u

rs
.F

e
d

er
at

ed

fa
rm

er
s

co
n

si
d

er
s

th
at

th
is

o
b

je
ct

iv
e

sh
o

u
ld

b
e

lim
it

ed
to

si
gn

if
ic

an
t

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.1
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

;

"
Si

g
n

if
ic

a
n

t
 in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

b
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
 is

…
."

2
7

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.3

.1
(a

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
th

e
m

at
te

rs
ra

is
ed

in
p

o
lic

y
1

(a
)

n
ee

d
s

to
re

co
gn

is
e

th
at

th
e

o
n

ly
n

ee
d

to
b

e
ap

p
lie

d
w

h
er

e
it

is

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e
to

m
ai

n
ta

in
th

e
va

lu
es

o
f

th
e

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y

th
at

w
o

u
ld

o
th

er
w

is
e

b
e

af
fe

ct
e

d
.

A
ls

o
as

P
o

lic
y

1
(b

)
re

co
gn

is
es

th
at

th
er

e

n
ee

d
s

at
ti

m
es

to
b

e
cl

ea
ra

n
ce

al
lo

w
ed

,
1

(a
)

sh
o

u
ld

re
fl

ec
t

a

h
ie

ra
rc

h
y

an
d

b
e

lim
it

ed
to

th
o

se
ar

ea
s

th
at

ar
e

co
n

si
d

er
s

si
gn

if
ic

an
t.

W
e

al
so

h
av

e
co

n
ce

rn
s

in
re

la
ti

o
n

to
1

(a
)(

d
)

an
d

th
e

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
t

fo
r

b
u

ff
er

s.
A

s
th

e
p

o
lic

y
is

w
ri

tt
en

it
in

fe
rs

th
at

b
u

ff
er

s
w

ill
b

e
m

an
d

at
o

ry
fo

r
al

ls
u

b
d

iv
is

io
n

,u
se

s
an

d
d

ev
e

lo
p

m
en

t

w
h

et
h

er
w

ar
ra

n
te

d
o

r
n

o
t.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at

1
(a

)(
d

)
is

n
o

t
re

q
u

ir
e

d
as

it
is

a
m

it
ig

at
io

n
m

ea
su

re
th

at
w

ill
b

e

d
et

e
rm

in
ed

 in
 r

e
ga

rd
s 

to
 a

 r
e

so
u

rc
e 

co
n

se
n

t 
ap

p
lic

at
io

n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.1
(a

)
b

e
am

en
d

ed

to
;

"
Fo

r
a

re
a

s
o

f
si

g
n

if
ic

a
n

t
b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n

u
se

a
n

d
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t
sh

a
ll

w
h

er
e

a
p

p
ro

p
ri

a
te

…
."

o
r

am
en

d
m

en
ts

th
at

w
ill

gi
ve

ef
fe

ct
to

o
u

r
su

b
m

is
si

o
n

.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
fu

rt
h

er
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.1
(a

)(
d

)
b

e

d
el

et
e

d
. 

2
8

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.3

.1
(b

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
6

.3
.1

(b
)

sh
o

u
ld

b
e

lim
it

ed
to

th
e

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y

va
lu

es
th

at
n

ee
d

to
b

e
m

ai
n

ta
in

ed
ra

th
er

th
an

th
e

si
te

p
er

se
.

Fu
rt

h
er

w
e

co
n

si
d

er
th

at
6

.3
.1

(b
)(

d
)

sh
o

u
ld

b
e

d
el

et
e

d
an

d

co
n

si
d

er
ed

 in
 t

h
e 

n
at

u
ra

l h
az

ar
d

 s
ec

ti
o

n
 o

f 
th

e 
P

la
n

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.1
(b

)
b

e
am

en
d

ed

to
"…

…
..c

le
a

ra
n

ce
sh

o
u

ld
b

e
u

n
d

er
ta

ke
n

in
a

w
a

y

th
a

t
m

a
in

ta
in

s
th

e
va

lu
es

b
y

…
…

"
Fe

d
er

at
ed

 

Fa
rm

er
s 

fu
rt

h
er

 s
u

b
m

it
s 

th
at

 6
.3

.1
(b

)(
d

) 
is

 d
el

et
e

d
. 

2
9

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.3

.1
.(

c)
 

P
o

lic
y



Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

p
p

o
rt

s
th

is
p

o
lic

y
th

at
u

se
s

th
e

in
ce

n
ti

ve
o

f
a

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
ri

gh
t

to
en

co
u

ra
ge

th
e

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

o
f

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
w

o
rk

in
g

w
it

h
th

e

la
n

d
o

w
n

er
s

th
at

re
co

gn
is

es
th

e
co

st
s

o
f

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

fo
r

th
e

w
id

er
co

m
m

u
n

it
y

is
lik

el
y

to
ge

t
b

et
te

r
an

d
m

o
re

su
st

ai
n

ab
le

o
u

tc
o

m
es

in
th

e
lo

n
g

te
rm

.
H

o
w

ev
er

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s

th
at

it
n

ee
d

s
to

ad
d

th
e

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
fo

r
ar

ea
s

th
at

h
av

e
b

ee
n

m
et

th
e

cr
it

er
ia

fo
r

si
gn

if
ic

an
ce

fo
r

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
in

th
e

R
eg

io
n

al
P

o
lic

y

St
at

e
m

en
t

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.1
(

c)
is

am
en

d
ed

b
y

ad
d

in
g;

"j
)

m
ee

ts
th

e
R

eg
io

n
a

l
P

o
lic

y
St

a
te

m
en

t

1
1

A
C

ri
te

ri
a

fo
r

d
et

er
m

in
in

g
si

g
n

if
ic

a
n

ce
o

f

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 
b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

"

3
0

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.3

.1
(d

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
co

n
si

d
er

s
th

at
th

is
p

o
lic

y
sh

o
u

ld
fo

cu
s

o
n

m
ai

n
ta

in
in

g 
th

e 
va

lu
es

 r
at

h
er

 t
h

an
 t

h
e 

si
te

 p
er

 s
e.

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.1
(d

)
is

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"…
p

ri
va

te
la

n
d

w
h

er
e

th
e

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s
b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

va
lu

es
 a

re
 i

s
 m

a
in

ta
in

ed
 o

r 
en

h
a

n
ce

d
 …

…
" 

Submission 935

Page 4238



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
5

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

3
1

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.3

.1
.(

e
) 

P
o

lic
y



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
m

at
te

rs
 r

ai
se

d
 in

 p
o

lic
y 

1
(e

) 

n
ee

d
s 

to
 r

ec
o

gn
is

e 
th

at
 t

h
e 

o
n

ly
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 b
e 

ap
p

lie
d

 w
h

er
e 

it
 is

 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
to

 m
ai

n
ta

in
 t

h
e 

va
lu

es
 o

f 
th

e 
b

io
d

iv
e

rs
it

y 
th

at
 w

o
u

ld
 

o
th

er
w

is
e 

b
e 

af
fe

ct
e

d
.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.1
(

e
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"S
u

b
d

iv
is

io
n

,
u

se
a

n
d

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t

in
th

e
C

o
a

st
a

l

En
vi

ro
n

m
en

t
sh

a
ll,

w
h

er
e

a
p

p
ro

p
ri

a
te

,
a

vo
id

a
d

ve
rs

e

ef
fe

ct
s 

o
n

: …
."

3
2

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
B

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

6
.3

.2
O

b
je

ct
iv

e 
2



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 o

p
p

o
se

d
 t

o
 t

h
is

 o
b

je
ct

iv
e 

an
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

 t
h

at
 

th
e 

sp
ec

if
ic

 is
su

es
 o

f 
cl

ea
ra

n
ce

 o
f 

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 
b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

 c
an

 b
e 

ad
eq

u
at

el
y 

d
ea

lt
 w

it
h

 in
 P

o
lic

y 
6

.3
.1

(b
)

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

m
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

6
.3

.2
an

d
su

b
se

q
u

en
t

p
o

lic
ie

s 
b

e 
d

el
et

e
d

3
3

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
C

o
as

ta
l E

n
vi

ro
n

m
en

t
7



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

d
it

io
n

al
ly

 s
u

p
p

o
rt

s 
Se

ct
io

n
 7

 s
u

b
je

ct
 t

o
 t

h
e 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
p

o
lic

es
 a

n
d

 m
et

h
o

d
s 

th
at

 a
llo

w
 n

o
rm

al
 f

ar
m

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 t

o
 c

o
n

ti
n

u
e 

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

it
p

ro
vi

d
es

co
n

d
it

io
n

al
su

p
p

o
rt

su
b

je
ct

to
ap

p
ro

p
ri

at
e

p
o

lic
ie

s

an
d

m
et

h
o

d
s

b
e

u
se

d
in

th
e

P
la

n
d

o
e

s
n

o
t

re
st

ri
ct

n
o

rm
al

 f
ar

m
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 in
 t

h
e 

C
o

as
ta

l E
n

vi
ro

n
m

en
t

3
4

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e
8



Th
e 

p
la

n
 m

ak
es

 r
ef

e
re

n
ce

 t
o

 t
h

e 
N

ew
 Z

e
al

an
d

 A
rc

h
ae

o
lo

gi
ca

l 

A
ss

o
ci

at
io

n
. F

ed
er

at
e

d
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 is

 a
n

 in
co

rr
ec

t 

re
fe

re
n

ce
 a

n
d

 it
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

th
e 

N
ew

 Z
ea

la
n

d
 H

is
to

ri
c 

P
la

ce
s 

Tr
u

st
 a

s 

th
e 

st
at

u
to

ry
 b

o
d

y 
ad

m
in

is
te

ri
n

g 
th

e 
H

is
to

ri
c 

P
la

ce
s 

A
ct

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

al
l

re
fe

re
n

ce
to

th
e

N
e

w
Ze

al
an

d
A

rc
h

ae
o

lo
gi

ca
lA

ss
o

ci
at

e
b

e
d

el
et

e
d

an
d

su
b

st
it

u
te

d
 w

it
h

 N
e

w
 Z

ea
la

n
d

 H
is

to
ri

c 
P

la
ce

 T
ru

st

3
5

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e

8
.3

.2
.2

(a
) 

&
 

(b
)

P
o

lic
y



W
h

ile
 F

ed
er

at
ed

 F
am

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
e 

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

8
.3

.2
 a

s 
a 

go
al

, w
e 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
P

o
lic

ie
s 

n
ee

d
 t

o
 r

ef
le

ct
 a

 d
eg

re
e 

o
f 

fl
ex

ib
ili

ty
. T

h
e 

R
M

A
 is

 n
o

t 
ab

so
lu

te
 a

n
d

 d
ec

is
io

n
s 

n
ee

d
 t

o
 b

e 
m

ad
e 

o
n

 b
al

an
ci

n
g 

al
l f

ac
to

rs
. T

h
er

ef
o

re
 t

h
ei

r 
m

ay
 b

e 
o

cc
as

io
n

s 
th

at
 t

h
e 

P
o

lic
ie

s 

ca
n

n
o

t 
b

e 
ac

h
ie

ve
d

 t
h

at
 t

h
is

 n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 
re

co
gn

is
ed

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

8
.3

.2
.2

(a
)

an
d

(b
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

b
y

d
el

et
in

g
th

e
w

o
rk

"s
h

a
ll"

in
ea

ch
P

o
lic

y

an
d

 r
e

p
la

ci
n

g 
w

it
h

 t
h

e 
w

o
rd

 "
sh

o
u

ld
"

3
6

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e
8

.3


Th
e 

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

s 
an

d
 P

o
lic

es
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 b
et

te
r 

re
co

gn
is

e 
th

at
 H

is
to

ri
c 

H
e

ri
ta

ge
 w

ill
 o

n
ly

 b
e 

m
ai

n
ta

in
ed

 o
r 

en
h

an
ce

d
 f

o
r 

fu
tu

re
 

ge
n

er
at

io
n

s 
w

it
h

 t
h

e 
o

n
go

in
g 

go
o

d
w

ill
 o

f 
th

e 
la

n
d

o
w

n
er

. 

R
eg

u
la

ti
o

n
 c

an
 o

n
ly

 p
re

ve
n

t 
an

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
fr

o
m

 o
cc

u
rr

in
g.

 L
ac

k 
o

f 

o
n

go
in

g 
m

ai
n

te
n

an
ce

 w
ill

 o
n

ly
 c

au
se

 t
h

e 
si

te
 o

r 
it

em
 t

o
 d

ec
ay

. I
f 

th
e 

Th
am

es
 C

o
ro

m
an

d
el

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

w
an

t 
th

es
e

 it
em

s 
an

d
 s

it
es

 

m
ai

n
ta

in
ed

 a
n

d
 e

ve
n

 e
n

h
an

ce
d

 t
h

ey
 s

h
o

u
ld

 c
o

n
tr

ib
u

te
. F

ed
er

at
ed

 

Fa
rm

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
P

la
n

 in
d

ic
at

es
 t

h
is

 s
u

p
p

o
rt

 b
y 

h
av

e
 

o
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 p

o
lic

es
 f

o
r 

th
e 

in
ce

n
ti

vi
sa

ti
o

n
 o

f 
th

e 
m

ai
n

te
n

an
ce

 o
f 

th
es

e
 s

it
es

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
er

e
is

a
n

ew

o
b

je
ct

iv
e

an
d

p
o

lic
ie

s
th

at
re

co
gn

is
es

th
at

m
an

y
o

f

th
e

h
is

to
ri

c
h

er
it

ag
e

it
em

s
re

q
u

ir
e

o
n

go
in

g

m
ai

n
te

n
an

ce
to

en
su

re
th

ey
re

m
ai

n
fo

r
fu

tu
re

ge
n

er
at

io
n

s
an

d
th

at
th

e
b

u
rd

e
n

o
f

lo
o

ki
n

g
af

te
r

th
es

e
it

em
s

sh
o

u
ld

b
e

a
re

sp
o

n
si

b
ili

ty
o

f
th

e
w

id
er

TC
D

C
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y 
n

o
t 

ju
st

 t
h

e 
p

ro
p

er
ty

 o
w

n
er

3
7

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e
8

.3
.1

.1
(b

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
is

 P
o

lic
y 

d
o

e
s 

n
o

t 
m

ak
e 

se
n

se
, a

s 
if

 

it
 is

 u
n

kn
o

w
n

 o
r 

u
n

id
en

ti
fi

ed
 h

o
w

 c
an

 it
 b

e 
m

an
ag

ed
? 

Fe
d

er
at

e
d

 

Fa
rm

er
s 

p
re

su
m

es
 t

h
at

 it
 is

 in
te

n
d

ed
 t

o
 c

o
ve

r 
ac

ci
d

en
ta

l d
is

co
ve

ry
 

o
f 

a 
si

te
 a

n
d

 c
o

n
si

d
er

s 
it

 e
it

h
er

 n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 
re

w
o

rd
e

d
 t

o
 r

ef
le

ct
 

th
at

 o
r 

d
el

et
e

d
.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

8
.3

.1
.1

(b
)

is
ei

th
er

d
el

et
e

d
o

r
re

w
o

rd
e

d
to

b
et

te
r

re
fl

ec
t

th
at

it
is

re
la

te
d

to
 a

cc
id

en
ta

l d
is

co
ve

ry
 o

f 
a 

si
te

. 

Submission 935

Page 4239



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
6

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

3
8

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e
8

.3
.3

.3
(a

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
fo

cu
s 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

o
n

 r
e

ta
in

in
g 

th
e 

va
lu

es
 o

f 
th

e 
si

te
/i

te
m

. D
o

in
g 

so
 w

ill
 p

ro
ve

 a
  c

le
ar

e
r 

d
ir

e
ct

io
n

 

o
n

 w
h

at
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s 
ca

n
/c

an
't

 b
e 

u
n

d
er

ta
ke

n
 a

n
d

 w
h

at
 p

h
ys

ic
al

 

at
tr

ib
u

te
s 

n
ee

d
 t

o
 b

e 
re

ta
in

ed
 t

o
 m

ai
n

ta
in

 t
h

o
se

 v
al

u
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

8
.3

.3
.3

(a
)

is

am
en

d
ed

th
at

it
is

th
e

sp
ec

if
ic

va
lu

es
o

f
th

e
si

te
o

r

it
em

 t
h

at
 it

 is
 t

o
 b

e 
re

ta
in

ed
. 

3
9

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e
8

.3
.3

.3
 (

c 
) 

P
o

lic
y



su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
e 

u
se

 o
f 

an
 it

em
 t

o
 f

ac
ili

ta
te

 it
s 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

. I
f 

th
er

e
 is

 a
n

 

ec
o

n
o

m
ic

 u
se

 o
f 

a 
h

er
it

ag
e 

it
em

 it
 is

 m
o

re
 li

ke
ly

 t
h

at
 t

h
e 

it
em

 w
ill

 

b
e 

m
ai

n
ta

in
ed

 a
n

d
 it

s 
h

er
it

ag
e 

va
lu

es
 p

ro
te

ct
e

d
, p

ro
vi

d
in

g 
a 

w
in

 -
 

w
in

 f
o

r 
th

e 
la

n
d

o
w

n
er

 a
n

d
 t

h
e 

w
id

er
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y 
Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

b
m

it
s 

th
at

 8
.3

.(
c 

) 
is

 r
et

ai
n

ed

4
0

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e

8
.3

.3
(d

),
 (

e
 

),
 (

f)
 &

 (
g)

P
o

lic
y



W
h

er
e 

th
e 

it
em

 o
r 

st
ru

ct
u

re
 is

 in
 p

ri
va

te
 o

w
n

er
sh

ip
 It

 n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 

n
o

te
d

 t
h

at
 t

h
es

e 
p

o
lic

ie
s 

sh
o

u
ld

 t
o

 b
e 

b
al

an
ce

d
 w

it
h

 t
h

e 
n

ee
d

s 
o

f 

th
e 

o
w

n
er

 w
h

ic
h

 m
ay

 b
e 

as
 a

 p
ri

va
te

 r
es

id
en

ce
 o

r 
a 

b
u

si
n

es
s 

re
q

u
ir

in
g 

an
 e

co
n

o
m

ic
 r

et
u

rn
 f

ro
m

 t
h

e 
p

ro
p

er
ty

 o
r 

th
e 

la
n

d
 t

h
at

 

th
e 

it
em

 is
 s

it
ed

. W
h

er
e 

th
is

 is
 t

h
e 

ca
se

 d
en

yi
n

g 
th

e 
la

n
d

o
w

n
er

 t
h

e 

ab
ili

ty
 t

o
 m

ak
e 

b
es

t 
u

se
 o

f 
th

e 
it

em
 o

r 
th

e 
la

n
d

 c
o

u
ld

 m
ea

n
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 

it
em

 a
s 

a 
re

su
lt

 is
 n

o
t 

u
se

d
 o

r 
m

ai
n

ta
in

ed
 t

h
e 

va
lu

es
 o

f 
th

e 
it

em
 a

re
 

lo
st

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

o
w

n
er

o
f

su
ch

an

it
em

sh
o

u
ld

n
o

t
b

e
re

st
ri

ct
ed

fr
o

m
m

ak
in

g
a

fu
n

ct
io

n
al

u
se

o
f

an
it

em
as

th
is

is
m

o
re

lik
el

y
en

su
re

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

ra
th

er
th

an
n

o
n

u
se

an
d

th
is

n
ee

d
s

to
b

e

cl
ea

rl
y 

p
ro

vi
d

ed
 f

o
r 

in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n

4
1

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e
8

.3
.4



W
h

er
e 

th
e 

it
em

 o
r 

st
ru

ct
u

re
 is

 in
 p

ri
va

te
 o

w
n

er
sh

ip
 It

 n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 

n
o

te
d

 t
h

at
 t

h
es

e 
p

o
lic

ie
s 

sh
o

u
ld

 t
o

 b
e 

b
al

an
ce

d
 w

it
h

 t
h

e 
n

ee
d

s 
o

f 

th
e 

o
w

n
er

 w
h

ic
h

 m
ay

 b
e 

as
 a

 p
ri

va
te

 r
es

id
en

ce
 o

r 
a 

b
u

si
n

es
s 

re
q

u
ir

in
g 

an
 e

co
n

o
m

ic
 r

et
u

rn
 f

ro
m

 t
h

e 
p

ro
p

er
ty

 o
r 

th
e 

la
n

d
 t

h
at

 

th
e 

it
em

 is
 s

it
ed

. W
h

er
e 

th
is

 is
 t

h
e 

ca
se

 d
en

yi
n

g 
th

e 
la

n
d

o
w

n
er

 t
h

e 

ab
ili

ty
 t

o
 m

ak
e 

b
es

t 
u

se
 o

f 
th

e 
it

em
 o

r 
th

e 
la

n
d

 c
o

u
ld

 m
ea

n
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 

it
em

 a
s 

a 
re

su
lt

 is
 n

o
t 

u
se

d
 o

r 
m

ai
n

ta
in

ed
 t

h
e 

va
lu

es
 o

f 
th

e 
it

em
 a

re
 

lo
st

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

o
w

n
er

o
f

su
ch

an

it
em

sh
o

u
ld

n
o

t
b

e
re

st
ri

ct
ed

fr
o

m
m

ak
in

g
a

fu
n

ct
io

n
al

u
se

o
f

an
it

em
as

th
is

is
m

o
re

lik
el

y
en

su
re

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

ra
th

er
th

an
n

o
n

u
se

an
d

th
is

n
ee

d
s

to
b

e

cl
ea

rl
y 

p
ro

vi
d

ed
 f

o
r 

in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n

4
2

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
H

is
to

ri
c 

H
er

it
ag

e
8

.4

N
o

n
 R

e
gu

la
to

ry
 

M
et

h
o

d
s



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

u
se

 o
f 

n
o

n
 r

eg
u

la
to

ry
 m

et
h

o
d

s 
to

 

ac
h

ie
ve

 t
h

e 
o

b
je

ct
iv

e
s.

 H
o

w
ev

er
 w

e 
co

n
si

d
er

 t
h

at
 o

th
er

 m
et

h
o

d
s 

sh
o

u
ld

 a
ls

o
 b

e 
in

cl
u

d
ed

 s
u

ch
 a

s 
fu

n
d

in
g 

as
si

st
an

ce
 t

h
at

 m
ay

 b
e 

av
ai

la
b

le
. F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

ac
ce

p
ts

 t
h

at
 t

h
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t 
P

la
n

 c
an

n
o

t 

d
ir

e
ct

 t
h

e 
Lo

n
g 

Te
rm

 P
la

n
 (

LT
P

) 
p

ro
ce

ss
, h

o
w

ev
er

 it
 c

an
 f

la
g 

th
at

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

8
.4

b
e

am
en

d
ed

b
y

ad
d

in
g

8
.4

.3
"T

h
e

C
o

u
n

ci
l

w
ill

co
n

si
d

er
th

e
u

se
o

f
th

e

LT
P

p
ro

ce
ss

to
d

ev
el

o
p

fu
n

d
in

g
p

o
lic

ie
s

to
en

a
b

le

a
ss

is
ta

n
ce

to
b

e
p

ro
vi

d
ed

w
h

er
e

a
p

p
ro

p
ri

a
te

fo
r

th
e

id
en

ti
fi

ca
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 
h

is
to

ri
c 

h
er

it
a

g
e 

4
3

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.1

.1

D
is

tr
ic

t 
La

n
d

sc
ap

e 

A
ss

es
sm

en
t



9
.1

.1
 w

h
ic

h
 p

ro
vi

d
es

 f
o

r 
h

o
w

 t
h

e 
D

is
tr

ic
ts

 la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 w
er

e 

as
se

ss
ed

 o
m

it
s 

to
 m

ak
e 

an
y 

re
fe

re
n

ce
 t

o
 t

h
e 

R
eg

io
n

al
 P

o
lic

y 

St
at

e
m

en
t 

as
se

ss
m

en
t 

cr
it

er
ia

 a
s 

th
e 

b
as

is
 f

o
r 

u
n

d
er

ta
ki

n
g 

th
is

 

as
se

ss
m

en
t.

 W
h

ile
 t

h
e 

R
P

S 
p

ro
vi

d
es

 t
h

at
 t

h
e 

C
ri

te
ri

a 
"s

h
o

u
ld

" 
b

e 

u
se

d
 in

 d
et

er
m

in
in

g 
"o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 
n

at
u

ra
l f

ea
tu

re
s 

an
d

 la
n

d
sc

ap
es

" 

o
f 

lo
ca

l s
ig

n
if

ic
an

ce
 it

 is
 F

ed
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
o

p
in

io
n

 t
h

at
 a

s 
C

o
u

n
ci

l 

is
 r

e
q

u
ir

e
d

 t
o

 g
iv

e 
ef

fe
ct

 t
o

 t
h

e 
R

P
S 

th
e 

P
la

n
 s

h
o

u
ld

 in
d

ic
at

e 
th

at
 it

 

h
as

 u
se

d
 t

h
e 

cr
it

er
ia

 a
n

d
/o

r 
w

h
y 

it
 h

as
 d

ev
ia

te
d

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

cr
it

er
ia

. 

Fu
rt

h
er

 p
ro

vi
d

in
g 

fo
r 

th
e 

as
se

ss
m

en
t 

cr
it

er
ia

 in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 g

iv
e

s 
a 

d
ef

ac
to

 d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

w
h

at
 is

 a
n

 o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
e 

in
 t

h
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t.
 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.1

.1
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

p
ro

vi
d

e
w

h
at

cr
it

er
ia

h
as

b
ee

n
u

se
d

as
th

e

as
se

ss
m

en
t

to
o

l
fo

r
th

e
id

en
ti

fi
ca

ti
o

n
o

f
la

n
d

sc
ap

es

an
d

n
at

u
ra

l
fe

at
u

re
s

in
th

e
D

is
tr

ic
t.

Fe
d

er
at

ed

Fa
rm

er
s

su
b

m
it

s
th

at
if

th
e

cr
it

er
ia

o
f

th
e

R
P

S
h

as
n

o
t

b
ee

n
u

se
d

th
at

it
p

ro
vi

d
es

th
e

re
as

o
n

s
w

h
y

as
w

el
la

s

h
o

w
ef

fe
ct

is
b

ei
n

g
gi

ve
n

to
th

e
R

P
S.

Fe
d

er
at

ed

Fa
rm

er
s

fu
rt

h
er

su
b

m
it

s
th

at
th

e
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
o

f
cl

ea
r

id
en

ti
fi

ed
cr

it
er

ia
p

ro
vi

d
es

fo
r

a
d

ef
in

it
io

n
o

f
w

h
at

is

an
 o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 
la

n
d

sc
ap

e 
o

r 
fe

at
u

re
 in

 t
h

e 
D

is
tr

ic
t.

 

Submission 935

Page 4240



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
7

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

4
4

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.1

.2

O
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

La
n

d
sc

ap
es



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 r
ef

er
en

ce
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

m
ad

e 
to

  t
h

e 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 o
f 

R
eg

io
n

al
 S

ig
n

if
ic

an
ce

 in
 t

h
e 

D
is

tr
ic

t 
as

 

id
en

ti
fi

ed
 in

 t
h

e 
R

P
S 

an
d

 t
h

en
 w

h
et

h
er

 f
u

rt
h

er
 o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 h
av

e 
b

ee
n

 id
en

ti
fi

ed
 a

n
d

 t
h

e 
p

ro
ce

ss
 f

o
r 

d
o

in
g 

so
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 a

ls
o

 c
o

n
ce

rn
ed

 w
it

h
 t

h
e 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 a
n

d
 o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 
n

at
u

ra
l f

ea
tu

re
s 

b
ei

n
g 

gr
o

u
p

ed
 

to
ge

th
er

 a
s 

it
 is

 o
u

r 
u

n
d

er
st

an
d

in
g 

th
ey

 h
av

e 
a 

d
if

fe
re

n
t 

id
en

ti
fi

ca
ti

o
n

 p
ro

ce
ss

. A
ls

o
 o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 
n

at
u

ra
l f

ea
tu

re
s 

ar
e 

d
is

cr
e

te
 la

n
d

fo
rm

s 
as

 o
p

p
o

se
d

 t
o

 t
h

e 
b

ro
ad

er
 o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 a
n

d
 t

h
er

ef
o

re
 d

if
fe

re
n

t 
va

lu
es

 a
n

d
 p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 

m
ec

h
an

is
m

s 
re

q
u

ir
e

d
. T

h
is

 is
 p

ar
ti

cu
la

rl
y 

w
h

er
e 

fa
rm

la
n

d
 h

as
 b

ee
n

 

id
en

ti
fi

ed
 a

s 
an

 o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 t
h

er
e 

is
 a

ls
o

 a
n

 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

n
at

u
ra

l f
ea

tu
re

 o
n

 o
r 

b
o

rd
er

in
g 

th
e 

p
ro

p
er

ty
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 f

ar
m

er
s 

w
o

u
ld

 e
xp

ec
t 

th
e 

ru
le

s 
fo

r 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 
th

e 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 t
o

 r
ef

le
ct

  t
h

at
 t

h
e 

fa
rm

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 h

av
e

 

cr
e

at
ed

 t
h

at
 la

n
d

sc
ap

e 
an

d
 t

h
er

ef
o

re
 p

ar
t 

o
f 

th
e 

va
lu

es
 o

f 
th

e 

la
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 b
e 

ab
le

 t
o

 c
o

n
ti

n
u

e 
w

it
h

 li
m

it
ed

 r
es

tr
ic

ti
o

n
s,

 

w
h

er
ea

s 
it

 w
o

u
ld

 b
e 

an
ti

ci
p

at
ed

 t
h

at
 t

h
er

e 
w

o
u

ld
 b

e 
d

if
fe

re
n

t 

co
n

tr
o

ls
 r

e
q

u
ir

e
d

 f
o

r 
th

e 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 
th

e 
n

at
u

ra
l f

ea
tu

re
 v

al
u

es
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.1

.2
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

sh
o

w
re

co
gn

is
e

th
at

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g

La
n

d
sc

ap
es

an
d

N
at

u
ra

l
fe

at
u

re
s

o
f

re
gi

o
n

al
si

gn
if

ic
an

ce
h

av
e

b
ee

n

id
en

ti
fi

ed
in

th
e

R
eg

io
n

al
P

o
lic

y
St

at
em

en
t.

Fe
d

er
at

ed

Fa
rm

er
s

fu
rt

h
er

su
b

m
it

s
th

at
O

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g
la

n
d

sc
ap

es

sh
o

u
ld

n
o

t
b

e
tr

ea
te

d
th

e
sa

m
e

as
o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g

N
at

u
ra

l
Fe

at
u

re
s

an
d

th
er

ef
o

re
n

ee
d

to
b

e
id

en
ti

fi
ed

se
p

ar
at

el
y

in
th

e
P

la
n

.
Fe

d
er

at
ed

Fa
rm

er
s

se
e

ks
th

at

an
y

co
n

se
q

u
en

ti
al

am
en

d
m

en
ts

ar
e

m
ad

e
to

gi
ve

ef
fe

ct
 t

o
 t

h
is

 s
u

b
m

is
si

o
n

 

4
5

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.1

.3

A
m

en
it

y 

La
n

d
sc

ap
es



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

in
 p

ar
t 

th
e 

in
te

rp
re

ta
ti

o
n

 o
f 

am
en

it
y 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

, s
p

ec
if

ic
al

ly
 p

ar
ag

ra
p

h
 2

 w
h

ic
h

 p
ro

vi
d

es
 t

h
at

 a
ll 

zo
n

es
 

h
av

e 
an

 a
m

en
it

y 
w

h
et

h
er

 u
rb

an
, r

u
ra

l o
r 

co
as

ta
l. 

Th
er

ef
o

re
 w

e 
ar

e
 

o
p

p
o

se
d

 t
o

 t
h

e 
o

ve
rl

ay
 m

ap
p

in
g 

o
f 

sp
ec

if
ic

 a
re

as
 t

o
 b

ei
n

g 
an

 

am
en

it
y 

la
n

d
sc

ap
e.

 T
h

es
e 

ar
e

 p
re

d
o

m
in

an
tl

y 
ru

ra
l, 

w
o

rk
in

g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 t
h

at
 w

er
e 

cr
ea

te
d

 b
y 

fa
rm

in
g 

p
ra

ct
ic

es
 o

ve
r 

ti
m

e,
 T

h
es

e 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 n
ee

d
 t

o
 c

o
n

ti
n

u
e 

to
 c

h
an

ge
  a

s 
fa

rm
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 

p
ra

ct
ic

es
 e

vo
lv

e
 d

ri
ve

n
 b

y 
ec

o
n

o
m

ic
s 

an
d

 e
n

vi
ro

n
m

en
ta

l 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

am
en

it
y

o
ve

rl
ay

is
d

el
et

e
d

an
d

al
l

co
n

se
q

u
en

ti
al

re
fe

re
n

ce
s

to
it

.
In

th
e

al
te

rn
at

iv
e

th
e

am
en

it
y

o
ve

rl
ay

is
re

m
o

ve
d

fr
o

m

al
lp

ro
d

u
ct

iv
e

w
o

rk
in

g
la

n
d

sc
ap

es
.F

e
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s

su
b

m
it

s
th

e
is

su
e

o
f

am
en

it
y

ar
e

ad
eq

u
at

el
y

ad
d

re
ss

ed
 t

h
ro

u
gh

 t
h

e 
sp

ec
if

ic
 Z

o
n

es

Submission 935

Page 4241



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
8

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

4
6

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.1

.4
N

at
u

ra
l C

h
ar

ac
te

r


Se
ct

io
n

 6
(a

) 
o

f 
th

e 
R

M
A

 p
ro

vi
d

es
 f

o
r 

"t
h

e 
p

re
se

rv
a

ti
o

n
 o

f 
th

e 

n
a

tu
ra

l c
h

a
ra

ct
er

 o
f 

th
e 

co
a

st
a

l e
n

vi
ro

n
m

en
t(

in
cl

u
d

in
g

 t
h

e 
co

a
st

a
l 

m
a

ri
n

e 
a

re
a

),
 w

et
la

n
d

s 
a

n
d

 la
ke

s 
a

n
d

 r
iv

er
s 

a
n

d
 t

h
ei

r 
m

a
rg

in
s 

a
n

d
 

th
e 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 o
f 

th
em

 f
ro

m
 in

a
p

p
ro

p
ri

a
te

 s
u

b
d

iv
is

io
n

 u
se

 a
n

d
 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t"

.  
H

o
w

ev
er

 t
h

e 
ar

e
a 

id
en

ti
fi

ed
 in

 t
h

e 
m

ap
s 

o
f 

th
e 

P
la

n
 a

s 
th

e 
N

at
u

ra
l C

h
ar

ac
te

r 
O

ve
rl

ay
 b

ea
rs

 li
tt

le
 o

r 
n

o
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
sh

ip
 

to
 t

h
at

 a
s 

d
es

cr
ib

ed
 a

s 
ar

e
as

 f
o

r 
n

at
u

ra
l c

h
ar

ac
te

r 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 in

 t
h

e 

R
M

A
. T

h
e 

ar
e

a 
d

es
cr

ib
ed

 a
s 

th
e 

n
at

u
ra

l c
h

ar
ac

te
r 

o
ve

rl
ay

 in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 is

 e
ff

e
ct

iv
el

y 
an

 a
m

al
ga

m
at

io
n

 o
f 

th
e 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

an
d

 a
m

en
it

y 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 w
h

ic
h

 F
ed

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

is
 in

co
rr

e
ct

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
N

at
u

ra
l C

h
ar

ac
te

r 
o

ve
rl

ay
 

an
d

 a
ll 

o
b

je
ct

iv
e

s 
p

o
lic

ie
s 

an
d

 m
et

h
o

d
s 

in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 n

at
u

ra
l 

ch
ar

ac
te

r 
sh

o
u

ld
 b

e 
w

it
h

d
ra

w
n

 a
n

d
 a

 n
ew

 c
o

rr
ec

t 
as

se
ss

m
en

t 
is

 

u
n

d
er

ta
ke

n
 o

f 
w

h
at

 is
 t

o
 b

e 
p

ro
te

ct
e

d
 u

n
d

er
 s

6
(a

) 
o

f 
th

e 
R

M
A

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

N
at

u
ra

l

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

O
ve

rl
ay

an
d

al
l

as
so

ci
at

ed
o

b
je

ct
iv

es
,

p
o

lic
es

an
d

m
et

h
o

d
s

is
w

it
h

d
ra

w
n

fr
o

m
th

e
P

la
n

an
d

a 
re

as
se

ss
m

en
t 

d
o

n
e 

as
 p

er
 s

6
(a

) 
o

f 
th

e 
R

M
A

4
7

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.2

.1
Is

su
es


D

e
le

te
 r

ef
e

re
n

ce
 t

o
 a

m
en

it
y 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.2

.1
b

e
am

en
d

ed
b

y

"…
.D

is
tr

ic
t'

s
o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g
a

n
d

a
m

en
it

y
la

n
d

sc
a

p
es

b
y:

…
."

4
8

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.3

.1
O

b
je

ct
iv

es


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 9
.3

.1
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 b
e 

re
w

ri
tt

en
 f

o
r 

cl
ar

it
y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.3

.1
is

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"E
n

su
re

O
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g

La
n

d
sc

a
p

es
re

ta
in

th
e

va
lu

es

a
n

d
 c

h
a

ra
ct

er
is

ti
cs

 b
y 

p
ro

te
ct

in
g

 f
ro

m
…

."

4
9

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.3

.1
.1

(a
)

P
o

lic
y



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 9
.3

.1
.1

(a
) 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

re
w

ri
tt

en
 f

o
r 

cl
ar

it
y 

an
d

 b
e 

u
p

fr
o

n
t 

it
 is

 t
h

e 
va

lu
es

 a
n

d
 c

h
ar

ac
te

ri
st

ic
s 

th
at

 a
re

 t
o

 

b
e 

p
ro

te
ct

e
d

 n
o

t 
th

e 
si

te
 p

er
 s

e 
an

d
 t

h
at

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

ar
e

 o
n

ly
 

co
n

st
ra

in
ed

 t
o

 t
h

e 
e

xt
en

t 
th

at
 t

h
ey

 im
p

in
ge

 o
n

 t
h

o
se

 v
al

u
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.3

.1
.1

(a
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"M
a

in
ta

in
th

e
va

lu
es

a
n

d
ch

a
ra

ct
er

is
ti

cs

o
f

O
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g

La
n

d
sc

a
p

es
b

y
a

vo
id

in
g

si
g

n
if

ic
a

n
t 

a
d

ve
rs

e
ef

fe
ct

s
o

f
su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

,
u

se
a

n
d

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t

b
y;

 …
."

5
0

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.3

.1
.1

(b
)

P
o

lic
y



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 it
 n

ee
d

s 
to

 b
e 

cl
ea

re
r 

it
 is

 t
h

e 

va
lu

es
 a

n
d

 c
h

ar
ac

te
ri

st
ic

s 
th

at
 a

re
 t

o
 b

e 
p

ro
te

ct
e

d
 n

o
t 

th
e 

si
te

 p
er

 

se
 a

n
d

 t
h

at
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s 
ar

e
 o

n
ly

 c
o

n
st

ra
in

ed
 t

o
 t

h
e 

e
xt

en
t 

th
at

 t
h

ey
 

im
p

in
ge

 o
n

 t
h

o
se

 v
al

u
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.3

.1
.1

(b
)

is

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"P
er

m
a

n
en

t
b

u
ild

in
g

s
a

n
d

o
th

er

st
ru

ct
u

re
s

in
O

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g
La

n
d

sc
a

p
es

sh
a

ll
b

e

d
es

ig
n

ed
a

n
d

lo
ca

te
d

so
th

ey
d

o
n

o
t

im
p

in
g

e
o

n
th

e

va
lu

es
 a

n
d

 c
h

a
ra

ct
er

is
ti

cs
 in

cl
u

d
in

g
 b

y;
 a

)…
.."

Submission 935

Page 4242



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
9

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

5
1

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.3

.1
(d

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

o
lic

y 
is

 n
o

t 
ad

d
in

g 
an

yt
h

in
g 

th
at

 is
 n

o
t 

al
re

ad
y 

co
ve

re
d

 in
 t

h
e 

o
th

er
 p

o
lic

es
 a

n
d

 s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e 

d
el

et
e

d
Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

b
m

it
s 

th
at

 9
.3

.1
.1

(d
) 

is
 d

el
et

ed

5
2

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.3

.2
O

b
je

ct
iv

es


A
s 

p
er

 F
ed

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 o

n
 9

.1
.3

, w
e 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 

am
en

it
y 

is
su

es
 a

re
 a

d
eq

u
at

el
y 

co
ve

re
d

 w
it

h
in

 t
h

e 
Zo

n
e 

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

 a
n

d
 a

ll 
o

th
er

 r
ef

e
re

n
ce

 t
o

 a
m

en
it

y 
va

lu
es

 s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e 

d
el

et
e

d

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.3

.2
an

d
su

b
se

q
u

en
t

p
o

lic
es

 b
e 

d
el

et
e

d

5
3

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.3

.3
O

b
je

ct
iv

es


W
it

h
 d

ra
w

 f
ro

m
 p

la
n

 a
s 

p
er

 s
u

b
m

is
si

o
n

 t
o

 9
.1

.4

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.3

.3
is

w
it

h
d

ra
w

n

fr
o

m
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 a

s 
p

er
 o

u
r 

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 t

o
 9

.1
.4

5
4

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

9
.3

.4
O

b
je

ct
iv

es


W
it

h
 d

ra
w

 f
ro

m
 p

la
n

 a
s 

p
er

 s
u

b
m

is
si

o
n

 t
o

 9
.1

.4

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

9
.3

.4
is

w
it

h
d

ra
w

n

fr
o

m
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 a

s 
p

er
 o

u
r 

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 t

o
 9

.1
.5

5
5

P
ar

t 
II

 O
ve

rl
ay

 

Is
su

es
, O

b
je

ct
iv

es
 

an
d

 P
o

lic
ie

s
N

at
u

ra
l H

az
ar

d
s

1
0



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

in
 p

ri
n

ci
p

le
 t

h
e 

N
at

u
ra

l H
az

ar
d

s 
Is

su
es

 

o
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 p

o
lic

ie
s 

su
b

je
ct

 t
o

 s
u

b
m

is
si

o
n

s 
b

el
o

w

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

Se
ct

io
n

1
0

is

re
ta

in
ed

su
b

je
ct

to
o

th
er

p
o

in
ts

ra
is

ed
in

th
is

su
b

m
is

si
o

n

5
6

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

C
o

n
ta

m
in

at
ed

 L
an

d
 

an
d

 H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 

Su
b

st
an

ce
s

1
2

.3
.1

O
b

je
ct

iv
es



Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
fo

cu
s 

o
f 

th
e 

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

an
d

 s
u

b
se

q
u

en
t 

p
o

lic
ie

s 
ar

e
 

lim
it

ed
 t

o
 t

h
e 

ch
an

ge
 o

f 
la

n
d

 u
se

 a
s 

d
ir

e
ct

ed
 b

y 
th

e 
N

ES

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
2

.3
.1

b
e

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

5
7

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

C
o

n
ta

m
in

at
ed

 L
an

d
 

an
d

 H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 

Su
b

st
an

ce
s

1
2

.3
.2

O
b

je
ct

iv
es



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

in
te

n
t 

o
f 

th
is

 O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

an
d

 

su
b

se
q

u
en

t 
p

o
lic

ie
s,

 h
o

w
ev

er
 t

h
is

 is
 s

u
b

je
ct

 t
o

 a
m

en
d

m
en

ts
 t

o
 t

h
e 

m
et

h
o

d
s 

in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 t

h
e 

o
n

 f
ar

m
 s

to
ra

ge
 a

n
d

 u
se

 o
f 

ag
ri

ch
em

ic
al

s,
 f

er
ti

lis
er

 a
n

d
 f

u
el

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
2

.3
.2

b
e

re
ta

in
ed

su
b

je
ct

to
o

u
r

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
s

in
re

la
ti

o
n

o
n

th
e

m
et

h
o

d
s

in
 S

ec
ti

o
n

 3
6

 b
ei

n
g 

ad
o

p
te

d

5
8

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

C
o

n
ta

m
in

at
ed

 L
an

d
 

an
d

 H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 

Su
b

st
an

ce
s

1
2

.3
.4

O
b

je
ct

iv
e



Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
fo

cu
s 

is
 o

n
 t

h
e 

se
n

si
ti

ve
 a

ct
iv

it
y 

n
o

t 
lo

ca
ti

n
g 

n
ea

r 

h
az

ar
d

o
u

s 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 t
o

 m
an

ag
e 

re
ve

rs
e

 s
en

si
ti

vi
ty

 e
ff

ec
ts

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
2

.3
.4

b
e

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

5
9

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

M
in

in
g 

A
ct

iv
it

ie
s

1
4



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

se
e

ks
 t

h
at

 q
u

ar
ry

in
g 

fo
r 

o
n

 f
ar

m
 u

se
 is

 

ex
em

p
te

d
 f

ro
m

 S
ec

ti
o

n
 1

4
 M

in
in

g 
A

ct
iv

it
ie

s.
 W

e 
co

n
si

d
er

 t
h

es
e

 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 h

av
e 

m
in

o
r 

ef
fe

ct
s 

an
d

 s
h

o
u

ld
 e

xp
lic

it
ly

 p
ro

vi
d

ed
 f

o
r 

as
 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 u
n

d
er

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
fa

rm
in

g

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

q
u

ar
ry

in
g

fo
r

o
n

fa
rm

u
se

is
ex

p
lic

it
ly

ex
em

p
t

fr
o

m
Se

ct
io

n
1

4
M

in
in

g

A
ct

iv
it

ie
s

6
0

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.1
.1

(a
)



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 it
 s

h
o

u
ld

 o
n

ly
 b

e 
id

en
ti

fi
ed

 

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e 

A
re

as
 a

n
d

 H
is

to
ri

c 
H

e
ri

ta
ge

 It
em

s 
th

at
 c

an
 b

e 

p
ro

te
ct

e
d

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

ef
fe

ct
s 

o
f 

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
6

.3
.1

.1
(a

)
b

e

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"…
.a

n
d

n
a

tu
ra

l
en

vi
ro

n
m

en
t

(i
n

cl
u

d
in

g

id
en

ti
fi

ed
H

is
to

ri
c

H
er

it
a

g
e

A
re

a
s

a
n

d
si

te
s

w
it

h
a

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

a
g

e 
It

em
)"

6
1

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.1
.1

(c
)



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
P

o
lic

y 
sh

o
u

ld
 b

e 
am

en
d

ed
 t

o
 

en
co

u
ra

ge
 a

n
d

 p
ro

m
o

te
 r

at
h

er
 t

h
an

 r
eq

u
ir

e
 a

n
 o

u
tc

o
m

e

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
6

.3
.1

.1
(c

)
b

e

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"S
u

b
d

iv
is

io
n

in
th

e
R

u
ra

l
Li

fe
st

yl
e

Zo
n

e

sh
a

ll
sh

o
u

ld
p

ro
te

ct
th

e
sp

ec
ia

l
va

lu
es

o
f

th
e

R
u

ra
l

A
re

a
a

n
d

a
ch

ie
ve

p
ro

m
o

te
si

g
n

if
ic

a
n

t
b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

g
a

in
s"

Submission 935

Page 4243



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

0

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

6
2

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.2
O

b
je

ct
iv

e


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

o
b

je
ct

iv
e

, h
o

w
ev

er
 t

h
er

e 
ar

e
 

o
th

er
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s 
th

at
 c

an
 b

e 
im

p
ac

te
d

 b
y 

re
ve

rs
e

 s
en

si
ti

vi
ty

 e
ff

ec
ts

 

o
th

er
 t

h
an

 m
in

in
g 

an
d

 s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e 
re

co
gn

is
ed

 in
 t

h
e 

p
o

lic
ie

s.
 F

o
r 

ex
am

p
le

 li
fe

st
yl

e 
b

lo
ck

s 
co

n
st

ra
in

in
g 

n
o

rm
al

 f
ar

m
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

fu
rt

h
er

p
o

lic
ie

s
ar

e

ad
d

ed
to

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

1
6

.3
.2

to
re

fl
ec

t
th

at
it

is
n

o
t

o
n

ly

m
in

in
g

th
at

ca
n

b
e

af
fe

ct
e

d
b

y
re

ve
rs

e
se

n
si

ti
vi

ty

ef
fe

ct
s.

 

6
3

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.3

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

an
d

 

P
o

lic
ie

s 
3

(a
) 

to
 3

(c
 )



Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
p

o
lic

es
 t

o
 t

h
is

 o
b

je
ct

iv
e

 in
 t

h
at

 r
e

se
rv

e
s 

an
d

 o
th

er
 

o
p

en
 s

p
ac

es
 w

ill
 o

n
ly

 b
e 

cr
ea

te
d

 a
s 

a 
re

su
lt

 o
f 

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
 w

h
e

n
 

th
er

e 
is

 a
 d

em
o

n
st

ra
b

le
 n

ee
d

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
6

.3
.3

an
d

su
b

se
q

u
en

t 
p

o
lic

es
 b

e 
re

ta
in

ed
 a

s 
w

ri
tt

e
n

6
4

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.6
 (

a)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 n

o
te

s 
th

er
e 

is
 a

 t
yp

o
gr

ap
h

ic
al

 e
rr

o
r 

an
d

 1
6

.3
.6

(a
) 

sh
o

u
ld

 

re
fe

r 
to

 1
( 

c)
 o

f 
Se

ct
io

n
 6

 B
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
6

.3
.6

(a
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

b
y

re
p

la
ci

n
g

th
e

w
o

rd
s

-
"P

o
lic

y
1

(d
)"

w
it

h

"P
o

lic
y 

1
(c

 )
"

6
5

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.7

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

7
 a

n
d

 

P
o

lic
ie

s 


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
b

m
it

s 
th

at
 w

at
er

 q
u

al
it

y 
m

at
te

rs
 a

re
 a

 

fu
n

ct
io

n
 o

f 
re

gi
o

n
al

 c
o

u
n

ci
ls

 n
o

t 
te

rr
it

o
ri

al
 a

u
th

o
ri

ti
es

. F
u

rt
h

er
 w

e 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
d

u
p

lic
at

io
n

 o
f 

fu
n

ct
io

n
s 

an
d

 c
o

n
tr

o
ls

 is
 a

 w
as

te
 o

f 

re
so

u
rc

e 
an

d
 c

re
at

es
 u

n
ce

rt
ai

n
ty

 f
o

r 
re

so
u

rc
e 

u
se

rs
. F

ed
er

at
ed

 

fa
rm

er
s 

al
so

 c
o

n
si

d
er

s 
th

at
 t

h
e 

ac
t 

o
f 

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
 d

o
e

s 
n

o
t 

ca
u

se
 a

n
 

im
p

ac
t 

o
n

 t
h

e 
en

vi
ro

n
m

en
t,

 r
at

h
er

 it
 is

 t
h

e 
su

b
se

q
u

en
t 

la
n

d
 u

se
 

th
at

 c
an

 c
au

se
 a

d
ve

rs
e

 e
ff

e
ct

s.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

7
an

d

P
o

lic
ie

s 
7

a,
7

b
 a

n
d

 7
c 

ar
e

 d
el

et
ed

   

6
6

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.8
P

o
lic

y 
8

(d
)



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

in
te

n
ti

o
n

 o
f 

co
u

n
ci

l t
o

 w
ai

ve
 t

h
e 

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

 f
o

r 
es

p
la

n
ad

e 
re

se
rv

es
 in

 c
er

ta
in

 c
ir

cu
m

st
an

ce
s.

  

Fl
ex

ib
ili

ty
 is

 im
p

o
rt

an
t 

b
ec

au
se

 t
ak

in
g 

es
p

la
n

ad
e 

st
ri

p
s 

o
r 

re
se

rv
es

 

is
 n

o
t 

al
w

ay
s 

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e,
 in

cl
u

d
in

g 
w

h
en

 p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 o
f 

th
e 

ri
p

ar
ia

n
 

ar
ea

 is
 m

o
re

 a
p

p
ro

p
ri

at
el

y 
ac

h
ie

ve
d

 b
y 

an
 a

lt
er

n
at

e 
m

ec
h

an
is

m
 o

r 

in
vo

lv
es

 o
n

ly
 a

 m
in

o
r 

b
o

u
n

d
ar

y 
ad

ju
st

m
en

t.
 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
re

as
o

n
to

w
ai

ve
r

ta
ki

n
g

an
es

p
la

n
ad

e
re

se
rv

e
is

ad
d

ed
in

to

P
o

lic
y

9
d

-
(e

)
th

e
su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

in
vo

lv
es

o
n

ly
a

m
in

o
r

b
o

u
n

d
a

ry
a

d
ju

st
m

en
t

a
n

d
n

o
a

d
d

it
io

n
a

l
b

u
ild

in
g

si
te

s 
w

ill
 b

e 
cr

ea
te

d
  

6
7

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
1

6
.3

.1
1

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

an
d

 

P
o

lic
ie

s 
1

1
(a

) 
an

d
 

1
1

(b
)



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

o
b

je
ct

iv
e

 a
n

d
 p

o
lic

ie
s 

th
at

 

re
co

gn
is

es
 t

h
e

 r
u

ra
l a

re
a 

is
 p

ri
m

ar
ily

 f
o

r 
p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

an
d

 

th
e 

u
se

 o
f 

th
e 

la
n

d
 f

o
r 

th
o

se
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s.
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

fu
rt

h
er

 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

1
1

(b
) 

th
at

 r
e

co
gn

is
es

 t
h

at
 s

u
b

d
iv

is
io

n
 c

an
 f

ac
ili

ta
te

 t
h

e 

b
es

t 
u

se
 o

f 
th

e 
la

n
d

 a
n

d
 in

cr
ea

se
d

 e
co

n
o

m
ic

 g
ro

w
th

 a
n

d
 

p
ro

d
u

ct
iv

it
y.

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
6

.3
.1

1
an

d
P

o
lic

ie
s

ar
e 

re
ta

in
ed

 a
s 

w
ri

tt
e

n

6
8

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

U
ti

lit
ie

s
1

9
.3

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

1
 a

n
d

 

P
o

lic
y 

1
b



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

in
te

n
t 

o
f 

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

1
.  

Th
e 

d
ev

e
lo

p
m

en
t,

 o
p

er
at

io
n

 a
n

d
 m

ai
n

te
n

an
ce

 o
f 

n
et

w
o

rk
 u

ti
lit

y 

in
fr

as
tr

u
ct

u
re

 c
an

 c
re

at
e 

ad
ve

rs
e

 e
ff

e
ct

s 
o

n
 a

m
en

it
y,

 n
at

u
ra

l 

ch
ar

ac
te

r 
an

d
 p

u
b

lic
 h

ea
th

 a
n

d
 s

af
et

y.
 T

h
er

e
 is

 a
ls

o
 t

h
e 

ab
ili

ty
 t

o
 

ad
ve

rs
e

ly
 e

ff
e

ct
 t

h
e 

e
ff

ic
ie

n
t 

u
se

 o
f 

la
n

d
 f

o
r 

p
ri

m
ar

y 
p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

 

p
u

rp
o

se
s 

an
d

 t
h

is
 n

ee
d

s 
to

 b
e 

ac
kn

o
w

le
d

ge
d

 w
it

h
in

 t
h

e 
p

o
lic

y 
al

so
.  

   Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

1
9

.3
.1

is

re
ta

in
ed

as
w

ri
tt

en
.

Th
at

P
o

lic
y

1
b

is
am

en
d

ed
to

 

in
cl

u
d

e
th

e
re

q
u

ir
em

en
t

to
a

vo
id

a
d

ve
rs

e
ef

fe
ct

s
o

n

ex
is

ti
n

g
 la

n
d

 u
se

s 
a

s 
w

el
l

Submission 935

Page 4244



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

1

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

6
9

P
ar

t 
II

I D
is

tr
ic

t 

W
id

e 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

U
ti

lit
ie

s
1

9
.3

.2
.2

(a
)

P
o

lic
y



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

w
h

en
 p

ro
te

ct
in

g 
fu

tu
re

 e
le

ct
ri

ci
ty

 

tr
an

sm
is

si
o

n
 c

o
rr

id
o

rs
 it

 s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e 
lim

it
ed

 t
o

 t
h

o
se

 t
h

at
 a

re
 a

t 
le

as
t 

in
 t

h
e 

p
la

n
n

ed
 h

o
ri

zo
n

 a
n

d
 n

o
t 

en
co

m
p

as
s 

a 
p

o
ss

ib
le

 w
is

h
 li

st
 o

f 

th
e 

u
ti

lit
y 

o
p

er
at

o
r,

 b
ec

au
se

 u
n

ce
rt

ai
n

ty
 c

an
 h

av
e 

si
gn

if
ic

an
t 

ec
o

n
o

m
ic

 im
p

lic
at

io
n

 f
o

r 
af

fe
ct

e
d

 r
e

so
u

rc
e 

u
se

rs

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

1
9

.3
.2

.2
(a

)
is

am
en

d
ed

to
;

"E
xi

st
in

g
a

n
d

fu
tu

re
p

la
n

n
ed

 

el
ec

tr
ic

it
y…

…
"

7
0

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.2
.1

Is
su

es


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 s
u

b
d

iv
is

io
n

 u
se

 a
n

d
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 

ca
n

 a
ls

o
  h

av
e 

p
o

si
ti

ve
 e

ff
ec

ts
 o

n
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a,

 t
h

e 
is

su
e 

sh
o

u
ld

 

id
en

ti
fy

 t
h

at
 it

 is
 in

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 t
h

at
 h

av
e 

th
e 

n
eg

at
iv

e 

ef
fe

ct
s 

lis
te

d
. F

u
rt

h
er

 F
e

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
d

o
e

s 
n

o
t 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

" 

(b
) 

d
et

er
io

ra
te

 r
u

ra
l a

m
en

it
y 

an
d

 c
h

ar
ac

te
r"

 r
ea

d
s 

w
e

ll 
an

d
 s

h
o

u
ld

 

b
e 

am
en

d
ed

 t
o

" 
(b

) 
ad

ve
rs

e
ly

 e
ff

e
ct

 r
u

ra
l a

m
en

it
y 

an
d

 c
h

ar
ac

te
r"

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
th

at
2

4
.2

.1
b

e
am

en
d

ed

to
;

"
In

a
p

p
ro

p
ri

a
te

su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
,

u
se

a
n

d
…

..(
b

)

A
d

ve
rs

el
y 

ef
fe

ct
 D

et
er

io
ra

te
 r

u
ra

l…
."

7
1

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.2
.2

Is
su

es


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

re
co

gn
is

es
 t

h
at

 r
e

ve
rs

e
 s

en
si

ti
vi

ty
 c

an
 b

e 
an

 

is
su

e 
if

 n
o

t 
p

ro
p

er
ly

 m
an

ag
ed

. H
o

w
ev

er
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

h
as

 

co
n

ce
rn

s 
th

e 
w

ay
 2

4
.2

.2
 is

 w
ri

tt
e

n
 a

s 
it

 in
fe

rs
 t

h
at

 it
 is

 t
h

e 
ru

ra
l 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 t

h
at

 n
ee

d
 t

o
 b

e 
m

an
ag

ed
 t

o
 c

o
n

tr
o

l t
h

e 
is

su
e 

o
f 

re
ve

rs
e

 

se
n

si
ti

vi
ty

 r
at

h
er

 t
h

an
 t

h
e 

re
si

d
en

ti
al

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
in

 t
h

e 
ru

ra
l a

re
a.

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
e 

is
su

e 
n

e
ed

 t
o

 c
le

ar
ly

 f
ra

m
e 

th
at

 it
 

is
 t

h
e 

re
si

d
en

ti
al

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
th

at
 is

 c
re

at
in

g 
th

e 
re

ve
rs

e 
se

n
si

ti
vi

ty
 

ef
fe

ct
 a

n
d

 t
h

er
e

fo
re

 n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 
m

an
ag

ed
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
th

at
2

4
.2

.2
b

e
am

en
d

ed
to

"R
es

id
en

ti
a

l
a

ct
iv

it
ie

s
in

th
e

R
u

ra
l

a
re

a
ca

n
cr

ea
te

re
ve

rs
e

se
n

si
ti

vi
ty

ef
fe

ct
s

th
a

t
n

ee
d

to
b

e
m

a
n

a
g

ed
to

p
ro

te
ct

th
e

p
ro

d
u

ct
iv

e
p

o
te

n
ti

a
l

o
f

th
e

la
n

d
a

n
d

th
e

vi
a

b
ili

ty
 o

f 
a

ct
iv

it
ie

s 
th

a
t 

re
ly

 o
n

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l a
re

a
"

7
2

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.3
.1

O
b

je
ct

iv
es


Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

p
p

o
rt

s 
th

e 
o

b
je

ct
iv

e

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

2
4

.3
.1

is

re
ta

in
ed

 a
s 

w
ri

tt
en

7
3

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.3
.1

(a
)

P
o

lic
y



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
fo

cu
s 

o
f 

th
is

 p
o

lic
y 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

o
n

 s
ig

n
if

ic
an

t 
ad

ve
rs

e
 e

ff
e

ct
s

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
4

.3
.1

(a
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

b
y

"…
.R

u
ra

l
Zo

n
e

sh
o

u
ld

o
cc

u
r

w
h

er
e

si
g

n
if

ic
a

n
t

 a
d

ve
rs

e 
ef

fe
ct

s…
."

7
4

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a 

2
4

.3
.1

(d
)

P
o

lic
y 



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 a
s 

th
e 

P
la

n
 r

e
co

gn
is

es
 t

h
er

e
 m

ay
 

b
e 

in
st

an
ce

s 
w

h
er

e 
ac

ce
ss

 c
an

n
o

t 
b

e 
ac

h
ie

ve
d

 b
ec

au
se

 o
f 

to
p

o
gr

ap
h

y,
  t

h
e 

ar
e

a 
is

 e
co

lo
gi

ca
lly

 s
en

si
ti

ve
, o

r 
th

er
e 

ar
e

 h
ea

lt
h

 

an
d

 s
af

et
y 

is
su

es
 it

 is
 t

h
er

e
fo

re
 in

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
to

 r
eq

u
ir

e
 p

u
b

lic
 

ac
ce

ss
 t

o
 t

h
e 

co
as

t 
in

 a
ll 

ca
se

s.
 F

u
rt

h
er

 a
s 

th
e 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

 "
al

te
rn

at
iv

e 

ac
ce

ss
" 

m
ay

 n
o

t 
b

e 
in

 t
h

e 
o

w
n

er
sh

ip
 o

f 
th

e 
la

n
d

o
w

n
er

 u
n

d
er

ta
ki

n
g 

th
e 

u
se

 o
r 

d
ev

e
lo

p
m

en
t 

th
e 

P
la

n
 c

an
n

o
t 

d
ir

e
ct

 t
h

em
 t

o
 m

ak
e 

th
e 

al
te

rn
at

iv
e 

ac
ce

ss

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
4

.3
.1

(d
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
"…

o
f

th
e

R
u

ra
l

A
re

a
sh

al
l

sh
o

u
ld

p
ro

vi
d

e

p
u

b
lic

…
..

al
te

rn
at

iv
e

ro
u

te
s

to
th

e
co

as
t

w
h

er
e

th
ey

ar
e 

in
 t

h
e 

sa
m

e 
o

w
n

er
sh

ip
 w

h
er

e 
ac

ce
ss

 m
ay

 n
ee

d
…

."

7
5

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.3
.2

O
b

je
ct

iv
e


Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

p
p

o
rt

s 
th

e 
o

b
je

ct
iv

e

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

2
4

.3
.2

is

re
ta

in
ed

 a
s 

w
ri

tt
en

Submission 935

Page 4245



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

2

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

7
6

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.3
.2

(a
)

P
o

lic
y



W
h

ile
 F

ed
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

p
p

o
rt

s 
th

e 
P

o
lic

y 
w

e 
d

o
 n

o
t 

co
n

si
d

er
 

th
at

 it
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

lim
it

ed
 t

o
 h

ig
h

 c
la

ss
 s

o
ils

 r
at

h
er

 t
h

e 
ve

rs
at

ili
ty

 o
f 

th
e 

to
ta

l s
o

il 
re

so
u

rc
e 

re
co

gn
is

in
g 

th
at

 c
ro

p
s 

h
av

e 
d

if
fe

ri
n

g 

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
4

.3
.2

(a
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
"…

..
a

n
d

ve
rs

a
ti

lit
y

o
f

h
ig

h
cl

a
s

s
so

ils
fo

r

p
ri

m
a

ry
 p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

"

7
7

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.3
.3

.(
a)

P
o

lic
y



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

o
lic

y 
n

ee
d

s 
to

 b
e 

m
o

re
 

cl
ea

rl
y 

fr
am

ed
 t

o
 s

ta
te

 t
h

at
 it

 is
 t

h
e 

re
si

d
en

ti
al

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

th
at

 n
ee

d
 

to
 b

e 
m

an
ag

ed
 t

o
 c

o
n

tr
o

l r
ev

er
se

 s
e

n
si

ti
vi

ty
 e

ff
ec

ts
 n

o
t 

fa
rm

in
g 

an
d

 o
th

er
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s 
th

at
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 lo
ca

te
 in

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l Z
o

n
e

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

P
o

lic
y

2
4

.3
.3

(a
)

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
"R

es
id

en
ti

a
l

a
ct

iv
it

ie
s

m
a

y
o

cc
u

r
in

th
e

R
u

ra
l

Zo
n

es
w

h
er

e
it

th
e

d
o

es
n

o
t

cr
ea

te
re

ve
rs

e

se
n

si
ti

vi
ty

 e
ff

ec
ts

 c
a

n
 b

e 
d

em
o

n
st

ra
b

ly
 m

in
im

is
ed

"

7
8

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.3
.3

(b
)

P
o

lic
y


Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

p
p

o
rt

s 
th

e 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 a

s 
w

ri
tt

en

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

P
o

lic
y

2
4

.3
.3

(b
)

is

re
ta

in
ed

 a
s 

w
ri

tt
en

7
9

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

, 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
es

R
u

ra
l A

re
a

2
4

.3
.4

 &
 

P
o

lic
ie

s

O
b

je
ct

iv
e 

an
d

 

P
o

lic
ie

s


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

 a
n

d
 P

o
lic

ie
s 

o
f 

2
4

.3
.4

. 

H
o

w
ev

er
 a

s 
n

o
te

d
 in

 t
h

e 
b

ac
kg

ro
u

n
d

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l Z
o

n
e 

is
 w

h
er

e 

tr
ad

it
io

n
al

 r
u

ra
l a

ct
iv

it
ie

s 
(p

re
d

o
m

in
an

tl
y 

fa
rm

in
g 

an
d

 f
o

re
st

ry
) 

o
cc

u
r.

 F
ar

m
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

 e
vo

lv
e 

o
ve

r 
ti

m
e 

d
ri

ve
n

 n
o

t 
o

n
ly

 b
e 

ec
o

n
o

m
ic

s 
b

u
t 

al
so

 t
o

 a
ch

ie
ve

 b
e

tt
e

r 
en

vi
ro

n
m

en
ta

l p
ra

ct
ic

es
, f

o
r 

ex
am

p
le

 d
ai

ry
 s

h
ed

 e
ff

lu
en

t 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
an

d
 s

ta
n

d
 o

ff
 p

ad
s.

 

Th
es

e
 c

h
an

ge
s 

n
ee

d
 t

o
 b

e 
re

fl
ec

te
d

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e 
an

d
 n

o
te

 t
h

at
 

th
e 

am
en

it
y 

va
lu

es
 a

re
 n

o
t 

st
at

ic
 a

n
d

 n
ee

d
 t

o
 b

e 
re

fl
ec

te
d

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

th
er

ef
o

re
 c

o
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 2
4

.3
.4

 a
n

d
 p

o
lic

es
 

sh
o

u
ld

 r
ef

le
ct

 t
h

e 
n

o
n

 s
ta

ti
c 

n
at

u
re

 o
f 

am
en

it
y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
4

.3
.4

an
d

it
s

su
b

se
q

u
en

t
p

o
lic

es
is

am
en

d
ed

to
re

fl
ec

t
th

at
fa

rm
in

g

p
ra

ct
ic

es
w

ill
ch

an
ge

d
ep

en
d

in
g

o
n

ec
o

n
o

m
ic

an
d

m
an

ag
em

en
t

d
ri

ve
rs

an
d

ch
an

ge
s

to
en

vi
ro

n
m

en
ta

l

p
ra

ct
ic

e 
an

d
 p

er
fo

rm
an

ce
.  

8
0

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
ie

s
R

u
ra

l A
re

a
2

4
.3

.5
(a

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
b

m
it

s 
th

at
 w

at
er

 q
u

al
it

y 
an

d
 t

h
e 

d
is

ch
ar

ge
 o

f 

co
n

ta
m

in
an

ts
 t

o
 w

at
er

 is
 a

 f
u

n
ct

io
n

 o
f 

re
gi

o
n

al
 c

o
u

n
ci

ls
 n

o
t 

te
rr

it
o

ri
al

 a
u

th
o

ri
ti

es
. F

u
rt

h
er

 w
e 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
d

u
p

lic
at

io
n

 o
f 

fu
n

ct
io

n
s 

an
d

 c
o

n
tr

o
ls

 is
 a

 w
as

te
 o

f 
re

so
u

rc
e 

an
d

 c
re

at
es

 

u
n

ce
rt

ai
n

ty
 f

o
r 

re
so

u
rc

e 
u

se
rs

. F
ed

er
at

ed
 f

ar
m

er
s 

al
so

 c
o

n
si

d
er

s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
ac

t 
o

f 
su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

 d
o

e
s 

n
o

t 
ca

u
se

 a
n

 im
p

ac
t 

o
n

 t
h

e 

en
vi

ro
n

m
en

t 
o

r 
ca

u
se

 t
h

e 
d

is
ch

ar
ge

 o
f 

co
n

ta
m

in
an

ts
, r

at
h

er
 it

 is
 

th
e 

su
b

se
q

u
en

t 
la

n
d

 u
se

 t
h

at
 c

an
 c

au
se

 a
d

ve
rs

e
 e

ff
e

ct
s.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
b

m
it

s 
th

at
 2

4
.3

.5
(a

) 
b

e 
d

el
et

e
d

8
1

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
ie

s
R

u
ra

l A
re

a 
2

4
.3

.5
(b

)
P

o
lic

y 


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
sp

ec
if

ic
 c

o
st

al
 e

co
sy

st
em

s 

ar
e 

p
ro

vi
d

ed
 f

o
r 

in
 2

4
.3

.5
(c

 )
 a

n
d

 d
o

es
 n

o
t 

co
n

si
d

er
 f

u
rt

h
er

 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 o
f 

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 
ve

ge
ta

ti
o

n
 in

 t
h

e 
co

as
ta

l a
re

a 
is

 r
eq

u
ir

e
d

 

o
ve

r 
an

d
 a

b
o

ve
 t

h
e 

m
et

h
o

d
s 

d
es

cr
ib

ed
 in

 t
h

e 
B

io
d

iv
e

rs
it

y 
Se

ct
io

n
s 

o
f 

th
e 

P
la

n
 a

n
d

 is
 in

 f
ac

t 
d

u
p

lic
at

io
n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
b

m
it

s 
th

at
 2

4
.3

.5
(b

) 
is

 d
el

et
e

d

8
2

P
ar

t 
IV

 A
re

a 
Is

su
es

 

O
b

je
ct

iv
es

 a
n

d
 

P
o

lic
ie

s
R

u
ra

l A
re

a
2

4
.3

.6
(a

)
P

o
lic

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

o
lic

y 
is

 a
p

p
ro

p
ri

at
e 

if
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 f
o

r 
ri

d
ge

lin
es

 a
s 

p
ro

p
o

se
d

 a
b

o
ve

 is
 a

d
o

p
te

d
 a

n
d

 t
h

at
 

h
ill

to
p

s 
is

 d
el

et
ed

.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

it
su

p
p

o
rt

s
th

is
p

o
lic

y

b
ei

n
g

re
ta

in
ed

if
th

e
p

ro
p

o
se

d
d

ef
in

it
io

n
fo

r

ri
d

ge
lin

es
 is

 a
d

o
p

te
d

 a
n

d
 t

h
e 

te
rm

 h
ill

to
p

s 
is

 d
el

et
ed

Submission 935

Page 4246



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

3

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

8
3

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.1

B
ac

kg
ro

u
n

d


Th
e 

B
ac

kg
ro

u
n

d
 p

ro
vi

d
es

 t
h

at
 w

h
en

 a
 r

es
o

u
rc

e 
co

n
se

n
t 

is
 r

e
q

u
ir

e
d

 

an
d

 t
h

er
e

 is
 in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 p
re

se
n

t 
th

e 
ve

ge
ta

ti
o

n
 w

ill
 b

e 

as
se

ss
ed

 b
y 

a 
su

it
ab

ly
 q

u
al

if
ie

d
 e

co
lo

gi
st

 a
s 

p
er

 t
h

e 
W

ai
ka

to
 

R
eg

io
n

al
 P

o
lic

y 
St

at
em

en
t 

in
 r

eg
ar

d
s 

it
s 

p
o

te
n

ti
al

 s
ig

n
if

ic
an

ce
. 

H
o

w
ev

er
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 is

 u
n

cl
ea

r 
as

 t
o

 h
o

w
 t

h
e 

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 
ve

ge
ta

ti
o

n
 

w
ill

 b
e 

tr
ea

te
d

 if
 it

 is
 d

et
e

rm
in

ed
 t

o
 b

e 
si

gn
if

ic
an

t 
- 

o
r 

co
n

ve
rs

el
y 

if
 

it
 is

 d
et

e
rm

in
ed

 t
h

at
 t

h
e 

ar
ea

 is
 n

o
t 

si
gn

if
ic

an
t.

 If
 it

 is
 d

ee
m

ed
 

si
gn

if
ic

an
t 

d
o

e
s 

th
is

 m
ea

n
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
ar

ea
 is

 s
ch

ed
u

le
d

 in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
? 

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

ac
ce

p
ts

 t
h

e 
d

ir
ec

ti
o

n
 o

f 
s6

(c
 )

 o
f 

th
e 

R
M

A
, 

re
q

u
ir

in
g 

th
at

 a
re

as
 o

f 
si

gn
if

ic
an

t 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 

si
gn

if
ic

an
t 

h
ab

it
at

s 
o

f 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

fa
u

n
a 

ar
e 

p
ro

te
ct

e
d

, h
o

w
ev

er
 if

 

th
e 

p
la

n
 c

re
at

es
 u

n
ce

rt
ai

n
ty

 f
o

r 
th

e 
la

n
d

o
w

n
er

 t
h

at
 h

as
 in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 o
n

 t
h

ei
r 

p
ro

p
er

ty
 a

n
d

 h
o

w
 t

h
ey

 m
ay

 b
e 

af
fe

ct
ed

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

al
so

 c
o

n
si

d
er

s 
th

er
e 

is
 a

 la
ck

 o
f 

cl
ar

it
y 

as
 t

o
 w

h
o

 

b
ea

rs
 t

h
e 

co
st

 o
f 

th
e 

as
se

ss
m

en
t 

b
y 

a 
ec

o
lo

gi
st

. I
t 

is
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 

Fa
rm

er
s 

o
p

in
io

n
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
co

st
 o

f 
an

 a
ss

es
sm

en
t 

b
y 

an
 e

co
lo

gi
st

 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

ca
rr

ie
d

 b
y 

C
o

u
n

ci
l(

th
e 

co
m

m
u

n
it

y)
 a

s 
th

e 
in

fo
rm

at
io

n
 

th
e 

as
se

ss
m

en
t 

p
ro

vi
d

es
 a

n
d

 t
h

e 
su

b
se

q
u

en
t 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 o
f 

si
gn

if
ic

an
t 

ar
ea

s 
p

ri
m

ar
ily

 is
 o

f 
b

en
ef

it
 t

o
 t

h
e 

w
id

er
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y 
n

o
t 

th
e 

la
n

d
o

w
n

er
.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

P
la

n
p

ro
vi

d
es

gr
ea

te
r

cl
ar

it
y

o
n

h
o

w
ar

ea
s

th
at

ar
e

d
ee

m
ed

to
b

e
si

gn
if

ic
an

t

ar
e

to
b

e
m

an
ag

ed
an

d
fu

rt
h

er
h

o
w

la
n

d
o

w
n

er
s

th
at

h
av

e
si

gn
if

ic
an

t
ar

ea
s

o
n

th
ei

r
p

ro
p

er
ti

es
ar

e
go

in
g

to

b
e

as
si

st
ed

an
d

su
p

p
o

rt
ed

in
th

e
o

n
go

in
g

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

s

th
at

is
fo

r
th

e
b

en
ef

it
o

f
th

e
w

id
er

co
m

m
u

n
it

y.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
fu

rt
h

er
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

co
st

o
f

ge
tt

in
g

an
ec

o
lo

gi
ca

la
ss

es
sm

en
t

u
n

d
er

ta
ke

n
fo

r
a

si
te

is
 t

o
 b

e 
ca

rr
ie

d
 b

y 
th

e 
C

o
u

n
ci

l. 

8
4

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.3

.3
.1

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



O
th

er
 t

h
an

 o
u

r 
su

b
m

is
si

o
n

s 
b

el
o

w
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
iv

e 

o
f 

th
e 

re
co

gn
it

io
n

 o
f 

th
e 

P
la

n
 r

e
co

gn
is

in
g 

a 
ra

n
ge

 o
f 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 t

h
at

 h
av

e 
m

in
o

r 
o

r 
le

ss
 t

h
an

 m
in

o
r 

ef
fe

ct
s 

o
n

 t
h

e 
va

lu
es

 

o
f 

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 
ve

ge
ta

ti
o

n
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.3
.3

.1
is

re
ta

in
ed

su
b

je
ct

 t
o

 a
m

en
d

m
en

ts
 p

ro
p

o
se

d
 b

el
o

w

8
5

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.3

.3
..1

(e
 )

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
er

e 
is

 c
la

ri
fi

ca
ti

o
n

 o
f 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 

fo
r 

ce
rt

ai
n

ty

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.3
.3

.1
(e

)
is

am
en

d
ed

to
:

"…
..b

y
ex

o
ti

c
ve

ge
ta

ti
o

n
(e

.g
.

it
s

p
ri

m
ar

y

p
u

rp
o

se
 is

…
..)

8
6

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.3

.3
.1

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

se
e

ks
 t

h
at

 a
n

 a
d

d
it

io
n

al
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 is

 a
d

d
ed

 t
o

 

2
9

.3
.3

.1
 t

o
 a

llo
w

 f
o

r 
th

e 
h

ar
ve

st
in

g 
o

f 
m

an
u

ka
 o

r 
ka

n
u

ka
 f

o
r 

fi
re

w
o

o
d

 p
u

rp
o

se
s.

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.3
.3

.1
is

am
en

d
ed

b
y

ad
d

in
g

"
o

)
cl

ea
ri

n
g

u
p

to
1

0
m

3
o

f
m

a
n

u
ka

o
r

ka
n

u
ka

p
er

1
2

m
o

n
th

p
er

io
d

fo
r

fi
re

w
o

o
d

p
u

rp
o

se
s"

an
d

an
y

co
n

se
q

u
en

ti
al

am
en

d
m

en
ts

m
ad

e
in

cl
u

d
in

g

to
 2

9
.3

.3
.4

8
7

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.3

.3
.1

( 
c)

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
e 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 t
o

 e
n

ab
le

 t
h

e 
h

ar
ve

st
in

g 
o

f 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ti
m

b
er

 u
n

d
er

 a
 S

u
st

ai
n

ab
le

 M
an

ag
em

en
t 

P
la

n
 o

u
r 

P
er

m
it

(S
M

P
) 

as
 a

 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y.
 H

o
w

ev
er

 R
u

le
 2

9
.4

.4
.1

 s
ta

te
s 

th
at

 s
u

st
ai

n
ab

le
 

u
se

 is
 a

 c
o

n
tr

o
lle

d
 a

ct
iv

it
y 

an
d

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
su

st
ai

n
ab

le
 u

se
 

in
cl

u
d

es
 t

h
e 

h
ar

ve
st

in
g 

o
f 

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 
ti

m
b

er
 u

n
d

er
 a

 S
M

P
. F

o
r 

cl
ar

it
y 

an
d

 c
er

ta
in

ty
 e

it
h

er
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 f
o

r 
su

st
ai

n
ab

le
 u

se
 n

ee
d

 

to
 b

e 
am

en
d

ed
 o

r 
2

9
.4

.4
.1

 e
xe

m
p

t 
SM

P
 f

ro
m

 t
h

e 
R

u
le

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.3
.3

..1
(c

)
is

re
ta

in
ed

as
w

ri
tt

en
b

u
t

am
en

d
m

en
t

m
ad

e
to

ei
th

er

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

su
st

ai
n

ab
le

u
se

o
r

R
u

le
2

9
.4

.4
.1

to

ex
cl

u
d

e 
a 

SM
P

. 

Submission 935

Page 4247



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

4

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

8
8

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.3

.3
.3

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
at

 d
is

cr
e

ti
o

n
 is

 li
m

it
ed

 t
o

 m
at

te
rs

 

re
la

ti
n

g 
to

 t
h

e 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 
th

e 
va

lu
es

 o
f 

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 
b

io
d

iv
er

si
ty

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.3
.3

.3
is

re
ta

in
ed

as
 w

ri
tt

e
n

8
9

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.3

.3
.5

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 b
u

t 
fo

r 
cl

ar
it

y 
co

n
si

d
er

s 

th
e 

cl
o

se
 b

ra
ck

et
 n

ee
d

s 
to

 b
e 

sh
if

te
d

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.3
.3

.5
b

e
am

en
d

ed

to
;

"C
le

a
ri

n
g

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s
ve

g
et

a
ti

o
n

in
th

e
R

u
ra

l
A

re
a

(w
h

et
h

er
w

it
h

in
th

e
C

o
a

st
a

l
En

vi
ro

n
m

en
t

o
r

n
o

t
) 

th
a

t
is

n
o

t
a

p
er

m
it

te
d

u
n

d
er

R
u

le
3

.1
m

)
is

a
n

o
n

-

co
m

p
ly

in
g

 a
ct

iv
it

y"

9
0

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.3

.3
.6

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

lim
it

ed
 n

o
ti

fi
ca

ti
o

n
 o

f 
re

so
u

rc
e 

co
n

se
n

t 
ap

p
lic

at
io

n
s 

fo
r 

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.3
.3

.6
b

e
re

ta
in

ed

as
 w

ri
tt

e
n

9
1

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

B
io

d
iv

er
si

ty
2

9
.4

.4

C
le

ar
in

g 
in

d
ig

en
o

u
s 

ve
ge

ta
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 s
u

b
je

ct
 t

o
 c

la
ri

fi
ca

ti
o

n
 o

f 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

su
st

ai
n

ab
le

 u
se

 a
n

d
 t

h
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

o
f 

gr
o

u
n

d
 

tr
u

th
in

g/
id

en
ti

fi
ca

ti
o

n
 o

f 
SN

A
's

 t
h

at
 a

re
 c

o
ve

re
d

 in
 o

th
er

 

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 p

o
in

ts

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

2
9

.4
.4

is
re

ta
in

ed
as

w
ri

tt
en

su
b

je
ct

to
ap

p
ro

p
ri

at
e

am
en

d
m

en
ts

to
th

e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

su
st

ai
n

ab
le

u
se

an
d

th
e

m
an

ag
em

en
t

o
f

gr
o

u
n

d
 t

ru
th

in
g/

id
en

ti
fi

ca
ti

o
n

 o
f 

SN
A

's

9
2

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

El
ec

tr
ic

it
y 

Tr
an

sm
is

si
o

n
 L

in
e 

B
u

ff
er

 O
ve

rl
ay

3
0

.1
B

ac
kg

ro
u

n
d

Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
e 

B
ac

kg
ro

u
n

d
 s

ta
te

m
en

ts
 a

n
d

 t
h

e 
re

co
gn

it
io

n
 o

f 
th

e 

N
ZC

EP
's

 in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 w

o
rk

in
g 

ar
o

u
n

d
 t

ra
n

sm
is

si
o

n
 li

n
es

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
0

.1
is

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

9
3

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

El
ec

tr
ic

it
y 

Tr
an

sm
is

si
o

n
 L

in
e 

B
u

ff
er

 O
ve

rl
ay

3
0

.3
.1

Ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

s 
o

f 
3

0
.3

.1

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
0

.3
.1

is
re

ta
in

ed
as

w
ri

tt
en

9
4

El
ec

tr
ic

it
y 

Tr
an

sm
is

si
o

n
 L

in
e 

B
u

ff
er

 O
ve

rl
ay

3
0

.3
.2

St
ru

ct
u

re
 w

it
h

in
 

1
2

m
 o

f 

tr
an

sm
is

si
o

n
 li

n
e



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 o

p
p

o
se

d
 t

o
 t

h
e 

re
st

ri
ct

io
n

 o
n

 b
u

ild
in

gs
 t

h
at

 

ar
e 

fo
r 

n
o

n
 s

e
n

si
ti

ve
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s 
 s

u
ch

 a
s 

a 
fa

rm
 b

u
ild

in
g(

n
o

t 
b

ei
n

g 
a 

d
ai

ry
 s

h
ed

) 
an

d
 c

o
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 t
h

es
e 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

a 
p

er
m

it
te

d
 a

ct
iv

it
y,

 

su
b

je
ct

 t
o

 c
o

n
d

it
io

n
s.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
0

.3
.2

b
e

am
en

d
ed

to
in

cl
u

d
es

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
s;

b
e

an

u
n

in
h

ab
it

ab
le

fa
rm

b
u

ild
in

g
o

r
st

ru
ct

u
re

fo
r

fa
rm

in
g

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
(b

u
t

n
o

t
in

cl
u

d
in

g
a

m
ilk

in
g/

d
ai

ry
sh

ed
,

o
r

in
te

n
si

ve
fa

rm
in

g
b

u
ild

in
gs

(e
xc

lu
d

in
g

an
ci

lla
ry

st
ru

ct
u

re
s)

);
b

e
an

u
n

in
h

ab
it

ed
h

o
rt

ic
u

lt
u

ra
l

b
u

ild
in

g;

al
l

b
u

ild
in

gs
an

d
st

ru
ct

u
re

s
m

u
st

co
m

p
ly

w
it

h
o

n
e

o
f

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
co

n
d

it
io

n
s:

-
a

m
in

im
u

m
ve

rt
ic

al

cl
ea

ra
n

ce
o

f
1

0
m

b
el

o
w

th
e

lo
w

es
t

p
o

in
t

o
f

th
e

co
n

d
u

ct
o

r
as

so
ci

at
ed

w
it

h
N

at
io

n
al

G
ri

d
lin

e
o

r
-

d
em

o
n

st
ra

te
th

at
sa

fe
el

ec
tr

ic
al

cl
ea

ra
n

ce
d

is
ta

n
ce

s

ar
e

m
ai

n
ta

in
ed

u
n

d
er

al
l

N
at

io
n

al
G

ri
d

Li
n

e
o

p
er

at
in

g

co
n

d
it

io
n

s
an

d
-

b
e

at
le

as
t

1
2

m
fr

o
m

a
N

at
io

n
al

G
ri

d

su
p

p
o

rt
 s

tr
u

ct
u

re

9
5

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

El
ec

tr
ic

it
y 

Tr
an

sm
is

si
o

n
 L

in
e 

B
u

ff
er

 O
ve

rl
ay

3
0

.3
.3

St
ru

ct
u

re
 b

et
w

ee
n

 

1
2

m
 a

n
d

 3
2

 m


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 b
u

t 
su

b
je

ct
 t

o
 a

n
y 

co
n

se
q

u
en

ti
al

 a
m

en
d

m
en

ts
 a

s 
a 

re
su

lt
 o

f 
o

u
r 

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 o

n
 3

0
.3

.2

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
0

.3
.3

is
re

ta
in

ed

su
b

je
ct

to
an

y
co

n
se

q
u

en
ti

al
am

en
d

m
en

ts
m

ad
e

as
a

re
su

lt
 o

f 
o

u
r 

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 t

o
 3

0
.3

.2

Submission 935

Page 4248



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

5

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

9
6

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e

3
1

.4
.1

N
e

w
 Z

ea
la

n
d

 

H
is

to
ri

c 
P

la
ce

 T
ru

st


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

re
co

gn
it

io
n

 t
h

at
 t

h
e 

H
P

A
 is

 t
h

e 

p
ri

m
ar

y 
le

gi
sl

at
io

n
 a

n
d

 t
h

e 
N

ZH
P

T 
is

 t
h

e 
b

o
d

y 
th

at
 a

d
m

in
is

te
rs

 t
h

is
 

A
ct

 f
o

r 
th

e 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 
h

is
to

ri
c 

h
er

it
ag

e.
 H

o
w

ev
er

 t
h

is
 n

ee
d

s 
to

 

b
e 

re
fl

ec
te

d
 in

 t
h

e 
P

la
n

 b
y 

en
su

ri
n

g 
th

at
 t

h
er

e
 is

 n
o

 d
u

p
lic

at
io

n
 o

f 

co
n

tr
o

ls
 b

y 
C

o
u

n
ci

l w
h

ic
h

 w
ill

 o
n

ly
 c

re
at

e 
co

n
fu

si
o

n
 w

it
h

 t
h

e 

la
n

d
o

w
n

er
 a

s 
w

e
ll 

as
 a

d
d

in
g 

u
n

n
ec

es
sa

ry
 c

o
st

s 
to

 a
ll 

p
ar

ti
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
1

.4
.1

is
re

ta
in

ed
an

d

th
at

C
o

u
n

ci
l

u
n

d
er

ta
ke

s
to

en
su

re
th

at
th

e
P

la
n

d
o

e
s

n
o

t 
h

av
e

 a
 d

u
p

lic
at

io
n

 o
f 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

s 
o

f 
th

e 
H

P
A

9
7

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e

3
1

.4
.2

A
cc

id
en

ta
l 

D
is

co
ve

ry
 P

ro
to

co
l



W
h

ile
 F

ed
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
ac

ce
p

ts
 t

h
at

 t
h

es
e 

n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 
a 

p
ro

ce
ss

 

o
f 

ac
ci

d
en

ta
l d

is
co

ve
ry

 o
f 

ar
ch

ae
o

lo
gi

ca
l s

it
es

, i
t 

n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 

re
co

gn
is

ed
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
d

is
co

ve
ry

 is
 o

ft
en

 a
s 

a 
re

su
lt

 o
f 

w
o

rk
s 

b
ei

n
g 

u
n

d
er

ta
ke

n
 f

o
r 

b
u

si
n

es
s 

p
u

rp
o

se
s 

an
d

 u
n

n
ec

es
sa

ry
 d

el
ay

s 
b

y 
th

e 

re
le

va
n

t 
au

th
o

ri
ti

es
 c

an
 im

p
o

se
 c

o
st

s 
w

h
ic

h
 in

 t
h

e 
w

o
rs

t 
ca

se
 c

o
u

ld
 

p
la

ce
 t

h
e 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 o
r 

b
u

si
n

es
s 

in
 je

o
p

ar
d

y.
 T

h
er

ef
o

re
 t

h
e 

p
ro

ce
ss

 

n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 
b

al
an

ce
d

 w
it

h
 a

n
 u

n
d

er
ta

ki
n

g 
b

y 
C

o
u

n
ci

l a
n

d
 t

h
e 

N
ZH

P
T 

to
 e

xp
ed

it
io

u
sl

y 
co

m
p

le
te

 a
n

y 
as

se
ss

m
en

t 
to

 t
h

at
 t

h
e 

w
o

rk
s 

ca
n

 r
e

co
m

m
en

ce
. F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

al
so

 c
o

n
te

n
d

s 
th

at
 t

h
e 

co
st

 o
f 

an
 a

rc
h

ae
o

lo
gi

ca
l a

ss
es

sm
en

t 
sh

o
u

ld
 b

e 
ca

rr
ie

d
 b

y 
co

u
n

ci
l a

s 
th

e 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n

 t
h

e 
as

se
ss

m
en

t 
p

ro
vi

d
es

 a
n

d
 s

u
b

se
q

u
en

t 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 

h
er

it
ag

e 
it

em
s 

p
ri

m
ar

ily
 is

 o
f 

b
en

ef
it

 t
o

 t
h

e 
w

id
er

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

n
o

t 

th
e 

la
n

d
o

w
n

er
 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
1

.4
.2

is
am

en
d

ed
to

in
cl

u
d

e
re

fe
re

n
ce

to
C

o
u

n
ci

l
an

d
N

ZH
P

T
w

ill

u
n

d
er

ta
ke

to
co

m
p

le
te

an
y

as
se

ss
m

en
t

o
f

a
si

te
in

a

ti
m

el
y

m
an

n
er

o
r

w
o

rd
s

th
at

gi
ve

ef
fe

ct
to

o
u

r

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
.

Fu
rt

h
er

th
at

co
u

n
ci

l
w

ill
p

ay
fo

r
th

e

ar
ch

ae
o

lo
gi

st
as

se
ss

m
en

t
if

o
n

e
is

re
q

u
ir

e
d

.

C
la

ri
fi

ca
ti

o
n

is
al

so
re

q
u

ir
e

d
th

at
iw

i
an

d
p

o
lic

e
ar

e

o
n

ly
re

q
u

ir
e

d
to

b
e

n
o

ti
fi

ed
if

ci
rc

u
m

st
an

ce
s

d
ic

ta
te

it

i.e
.

h
u

m
an

re
m

ai
n

s
o

r
M

ao
ri

cu
lt

u
ra

l
si

te
ar

e

d
is

co
ve

re
d

9
8

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e

3
1

.5

A
rc

h
ae

o
lo

gi
ca

l S
it

es
 

an
d

 M
ao

ri
 C

u
lt

u
ra

l 

Si
te

s 
O

ve
rl

ay
 R

u
le

s


Th
e 

p
la

n
n

in
g 

m
ap

s 
d

o
 n

o
t 

gi
ve

 a
n

y 
in

d
ic

at
io

n
 o

f 
th

e 
ar

e
a 

o
f 

an
y 

cu
rt

ila
ge

 o
f 

th
e 

si
te

. F
e

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
se

e
ks

 t
h

at
 a

n
y 

cu
rt

ila
ge

 o
f 

a 
si

te
 is

 li
m

it
ed

 t
o

 s
p

ec
if

ic
al

ly
 p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 
th

e 
va

lu
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

cu
rt

ila
ge

o
f

an
y

si
te

is
sp

ec
if

ic
al

ly
lim

it
ed

to
th

e
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
o

f
th

e

id
en

ti
fi

ed
va

lu
es

o
f

th
at

si
te

C
u

rt
ila

ge
lim

it
ed

to
th

e

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 o
f 

th
e 

va
lu

es
 o

f 
th

e 
si

te

9
9

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e

3
1

.6

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e 

It
em

 O
ve

rl
ay

 R
u

le
s 



W
h

ile
 F

ed
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
ac

ce
p

ts
 t

h
at

 t
h

er
e

 n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 
ru

le
s 

to
 

p
re

ve
n

t 
in

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
w

o
rk

s 
o

n
 h

is
to

ri
c 

h
er

it
ag

e 
it

em
s,

 t
h

is
 n

ee
d

s 

to
 b

e 
b

al
an

ce
s 

w
it

h
 o

w
n

er
s 

o
f 

su
ch

 s
it

es
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 b
e 

ab
le

 t
o

 u
se

 

b
u

ild
in

gs
 f

o
r 

th
ei

r 
b

u
si

n
es

se
s 

o
r 

h
o

m
es

 . 
It

 is
 la

ck
 o

f 
u

se
 t

h
at

 is
 

m
o

re
 li

ke
ly

 t
o

 c
au

se
 o

u
r 

p
re

d
o

m
in

an
tl

y 
ti

m
b

er
 b

u
ilt

 h
er

it
ag

e 
to

 

d
et

e
ri

o
ra

te
. F

ed
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
w

o
u

ld
 li

ke
 t

o
 s

ee
 a

 c
le

ar
e

r 

in
ce

n
ti

vi
sa

ti
o

n
 o

f 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 o

f 
th

es
e 

it
em

s 
an

d
 s

it
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

P
la

n
m

o
re

ex
p

lic
it

ly
p

ro
vi

d
es

fo
r

n
o

n
re

gu
la

to
ry

m
et

h
o

d
s

th
at

en
co

u
ra

ge
w

o
rk

w
it

h
o

w
n

er
s

o
f

h
er

it
ag

e
it

em
s

to

en
su

re
 t

h
ei

r 
o

n
go

in
g 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

1
0

0

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e

3
1

.7

H
is

to
ri

c 
H

er
it

ag
e 

A
re

a 
O

ve
rl

ay
 R

u
le

s


W
h

ile
 F

ed
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
ac

ce
p

ts
 t

h
at

 t
h

er
e

 n
ee

d
s 

to
 b

e 
ru

le
s 

to
 

p
re

ve
n

t 
in

ap
p

ro
p

ri
at

e 
w

o
rk

s 
o

n
 h

is
to

ri
c 

h
er

it
ag

e 
it

em
s,

 t
h

is
 n

ee
d

s 

to
 b

e 
b

al
an

ce
d

 w
it

h
 o

w
n

er
s 

n
ee

d
 t

o
 b

e 
ab

le
 t

o
 u

se
 b

u
ild

in
gs

 f
o

r 

th
ei

r 
b

u
si

n
es

se
s 

o
r 

h
o

m
es

 . 
It

 is
 la

ck
 o

f 
u

se
 t

h
at

 is
 m

o
re

 li
ke

ly
 t

o
 

ca
u

se
 o

u
r 

p
re

d
o

m
in

an
tl

y 
ti

m
b

er
 b

u
ilt

 h
er

it
ag

e 
to

 d
et

e
ri

o
ra

te
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

w
o

u
ld

 li
ke

 t
o

 s
ee

 a
 c

le
ar

e
r 

in
ce

n
ti

vi
sa

ti
o

n
 o

f 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 o
f 

th
es

e
 it

em
s 

an
d

 s
it

es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

P
la

n
m

o
re

ex
p

lic
it

ly
p

ro
vi

d
es

fo
r

n
o

n
re

gu
la

to
ry

m
et

h
o

d
s

th
at

en
co

u
ra

ge
w

o
rk

w
it

h
o

w
n

er
s

o
f

h
er

it
ag

e
it

em
s

to

en
su

re
 t

h
ei

r 
o

n
go

in
g 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

Submission 935

Page 4249



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

6

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
0

1

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2



 W
h

er
e 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 h
av

e 
b

ee
n

 id
en

ti
fi

ed
 o

n
 w

o
rk

in
g 

p
ro

d
u

ct
iv

e 
fa

rm
la

n
d

 F
ed

e
ra

te
d

 f
ar

m
er

s 
ex

p
ec

ts
 t

h
e 

ru
le

s 
fo

r 

p
ro

te
ct

io
n

 o
f 

th
e 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 t
o

 r
ef

le
ct

  t
h

at
 t

h
e 

fa
rm

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 h

av
e

 c
re

at
ed

 t
h

at
 la

n
d

sc
ap

e 
an

d
 t

h
er

ef
o

re
 a

re
 

p
ar

t 
o

f 
th

e 
va

lu
es

 o
f 

th
e 

la
n

d
sc

ap
e.

 F
ed

er
at

e
d

 F
ar

m
er

s 
co

n
si

d
er

s 

th
at

 f
ar

m
in

g 
in

 t
h

es
e

 a
re

as
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

ab
le

 t
o

 c
o

n
ti

n
u

e 
w

it
h

 li
m

it
ed

 

re
st

ri
ct

io
n

s.
 T

h
e 

m
ap

p
in

g 
id

en
ti

fi
es

 t
h

at
 s

o
m

e 
fa

rm
s 

ar
e

 w
h

o
lly

 

co
ve

re
d

 b
y 

an
 o

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 
la

n
d

sc
ap

e 
o

ve
rl

ay
 a

n
d

 a
s 

a 
re

su
lt

 w
ill

 

h
av

e 
th

ei
r 

n
o

rm
al

 f
ar

m
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

, s
p

ec
if

ic
al

ly
 r

o
u

ti
n

e 
ea

rt
h

w
o

rk
s 

an
d

 b
u

ild
in

g 
co

n
st

ra
in

ts
. F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

d
o

e
s 

n
o

t 
co

n
si

d
er

 t
h

at
 

ex
is

ti
n

g 
u

se
 r

ig
h

ts
 o

ff
er

 s
u

ff
ic

ie
n

t 
p

ro
te

ct
io

n
 a

n
d

 s
ee

k 
th

at
 f

ar
m

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 a

re
 e

xe
m

p
t 

an
d

 t
h

e 
u

n
d

er
ly

in
g 

zo
n

e 
an

d
 d

is
tr

ic
t 

w
id

e 

ru
le

s 
o

n
ly

 a
p

p
ly

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
2

.3
is

am
en

d
ed

so

th
at

o
n

ly
th

e
u

n
d

er
ly

in
g

fa
rm

in
g

an
d

d
is

tr
ic

t
w

id
e

ru
le

s
ap

p
ly

to
fa

rm
in

g
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

an
d

th
er

e
ar

e
n

o

fu
rt

h
er

co
n

st
ra

in
ts

in
re

la
ti

o
n

to
th

e
la

n
d

sc
ap

e

o
ve

rl
ay

s

1
0

2

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2

.3
.1

(a
)

A
n

y 
o

th
er

 a
ct

iv
it

y


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 o

p
p

o
se

d
 t

o
 f

ar
m

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 b

ei
n

g 
re

st
ri

ct
ed

 

to
 b

u
ild

in
gs

 o
f 

le
ss

 t
h

at
 5

0
m

2
 f

o
r 

fa
rm

er
s 

th
at

 h
av

e 
la

n
d

 s
u

b
je

ct
 t

o
 

th
e 

o
ve

rl
ay

. F
ar

m
 b

u
ild

in
gs

 is
 a

n
 e

xp
ec

te
d

 p
ar

t 
o

f 
a 

fa
rm

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 s
h

o
u

ld
 n

o
t 

b
e 

re
st

ri
ct

ed
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
2

.3
.1

(a
)

ex
em

p
ts

fa
rm

 b
u

ild
in

gs

1
0

3

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2

.3
.2

.1
(a

)
Ea

rt
h

w
o

rk
s



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 w
o

rk
s 

su
ch

 a
s 

b
ri

d
ge

 

co
n

st
ru

ct
io

n
 t

h
at

 a
re

 p
er

m
it

te
d

 o
r 

co
n

se
n

te
d

 b
y 

W
R

C
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

ex
em

p
t 

fr
o

m
 t

h
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 a
s 

it
 c

re
at

es
 u

n
n

ec
es

sa
ry

 d
u

p
lic

at
io

n
 

an
d

 c
o

st
s.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
2

.3
.2

.1
(a

)
is

am
en

d
ed

to
ex

em
p

t
w

o
rk

s
th

at
ar

e
p

er
m

it
te

d
o

r

co
n

se
n

te
d

 b
y 

W
ai

ka
to

 R
eg

io
n

al
 C

o
u

n
ci

l

1
0

4

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2

.3
.2

.1
(b

)
Ea

rt
h

w
o

rk
s



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 e
ar

th
w

o
rk

s 
th

at
 a

re
 a

n
ci

lla
ry

 t
o

 a
 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 o
r 

co
n

se
n

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
su

ch
 a

s 
a 

co
n

se
n

te
d

 b
u

ild
in

g 
o

r 

d
w

e
lli

n
g 

(s
it

e 
p

re
p

ar
at

io
n

, a
cc

es
s)

 o
r 

p
re

p
ar

at
o

ry
 e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

to
 

co
n

st
ru

ct
 a

 f
en

ce
lin

e.
 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
2

.3
.2

.1
(b

)
is

am
en

d
ed

to
in

cl
u

d
e

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s
th

at
ar

e
an

ci
lla

ry
to

p
er

m
it

te
d

 o
r 

co
n

se
n

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s

1
0

5

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2

.3
.5

.1

O
n

e 
d

w
e

lli
n

g 
p

er
 

lo
t



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 o

p
p

o
se

d
 t

o
 r

eq
u

ir
in

g 
th

at
 r

ig
h

t 
to

 p
u

t 
a 

d
w

e
lli

n
g 

o
n

 a
 lo

t 
is

 a
 r

es
tr

ic
te

d
 d

is
cr

e
ti

o
n

ar
y 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 t
h

at
 c

o
u

ld
 b

e 

d
ec

lin
ed

. F
e

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
co

n
si

d
er

s 
th

at
 t

h
is

 s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e 
a 

co
n

tr
o

lle
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
w

it
h

 t
h

e 
sa

m
e 

m
at

te
rs

 f
o

r 
co

n
si

d
er

at
io

n
 a

s 

o
u

tl
in

ed
 in

 T
ab

le
 1

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
2

.3
.5

.1
b

e
am

en
d

ed

to
 b

ei
n

g 
a 

co
n

tr
o

lle
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y

1
0

6

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2

.3
.7

A
ff

o
re

st
at

io
n



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 o

p
p

o
se

d
 t

o
 a

ff
o

re
st

at
io

n
 b

ei
n

g 
n

o
n

 

co
m

p
ly

in
g 

w
h

er
e 

th
e 

o
u

ts
ta

n
d

in
g 

la
n

d
sc

ap
e 

is
 a

 w
o

rk
in

g 

p
ro

d
u

ct
io

n
 la

n
d

sc
ap

e.
 T

h
is

 r
e

st
ri

ct
io

n
 c

an
 n

o
t 

o
n

ly
 s

ev
er

el
y 

im
p

ac
t 

th
e 

e
co

n
o

m
ic

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s 

o
f 

th
e 

fa
rm

er
 b

u
t 

al
so

 p
re

ve
n

t 
fo

re
st

ry
 

p
la

n
ti

n
g 

fo
r 

so
il 

co
n

se
rv

at
io

n
 a

n
d

 o
th

er
 e

n
vi

ro
n

m
en

ta
l b

en
ef

it
s 

w
h

ile
 p

ro
vi

d
in

g 
an

 e
co

n
o

m
ic

 r
et

u
rn

 f
o

r 
th

e 
la

n
d

o
w

n
er

. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
2

.3
.7

af
fo

re
st

at
io

n

is
am

en
d

ed
to

ex
em

p
t

p
la

n
ti

n
g

o
f

w
o

rk
in

g
p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

ru
le

Submission 935

Page 4250



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

7

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
0

7

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2

.5
.1

1
A

ff
o

re
st

at
io

n


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 o

p
p

o
se

d
 t

o
 a

ff
o

re
st

at
io

n
 b

ei
n

g 
re

st
ri

ct
ed

 

d
is

cr
e

ti
o

n
ar

y 
in

 t
h

e 
am

en
it

y 
o

ve
rl

ay
 w

h
er

e 
th

e 
la

n
d

sc
ap

e 
is

 a
 

w
o

rk
in

g 
p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

 la
n

d
sc

ap
e.

 T
h

is
 r

e
st

ri
ct

io
n

 c
an

 im
p

ac
t 

th
e 

ec
o

n
o

m
ic

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s 

o
f 

th
e 

fa
rm

er
 a

n
d

 m
ay

 a
ls

o
 a

ct
 a

s 
a 

d
is

in
ce

n
ti

ve
 t

o
  f

o
re

st
ry

 p
la

n
ti

n
g 

fo
r 

so
il 

co
n

se
rv

at
io

n
 a

n
d

 o
th

er
 

en
vi

ro
n

m
en

ta
l b

en
ef

it
s 

w
h

ile
 p

ro
vi

d
in

g 
an

 e
co

n
o

m
ic

 r
et

u
rn

 f
o

r 
th

e 

la
n

d
o

w
n

er
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
2

.3
.7

af
fo

re
st

at
io

n

is
am

en
d

ed
to

ex
em

p
t

p
la

n
ti

n
g

o
f

w
o

rk
in

g
p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

la
n

d
sc

ap
es

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e 

ru
le

1
0

8

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

La
n

d
sc

ap
e 

an
d

 N
at

u
ra

l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

3
2

.7


A
s 

st
at

ed
 in

 o
u

r 
su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 t
o

 9
.1

.4
  F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
N

at
u

ra
l C

h
ar

ac
te

r 
o

ve
rl

ay
 a

n
d

 a
ll 

o
b

je
ct

iv
es

 p
o

lic
ie

s 
an

d
 

m
et

h
o

d
s 

in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 n

at
u

ra
l c

h
ar

ac
te

r 
sh

o
u

ld
 b

e 
w

it
h

d
ra

w
n

 a
n

d
 

a 
n

ew
 c

o
rr

ec
t 

as
se

ss
m

en
t 

is
 u

n
d

er
ta

ke
n

 o
f 

w
h

at
 is

 t
o

 b
e 

p
ro

te
ct

e
d

 

u
n

d
er

 s
6

(a
) 

o
f 

th
e 

R
M

A
. F

u
rt

h
er

 a
s 

th
e 

o
ve

rl
ay

s 
o

f 
N

at
u

ra
l 

C
h

ar
ac

te
r 

an
d

 t
h

e 
O

u
ts

ta
n

d
in

g 
La

n
d

sc
ap

es
 p

re
d

o
m

in
an

tl
y 

co
ve

r 

th
e 

sa
m

e 
ar

e
as

 it
 is

 c
o

n
fu

si
n

g 
to

 h
av

e 
tw

o
 d

if
fe

re
n

t 
ru

le
 s

e
ts

 f
o

r 
th

e 

sa
m

e 
ar

e
a.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

N
at

u
ra

l

C
h

ar
ac

te
r

O
ve

rl
ay

an
d

al
l

as
so

ci
at

ed
o

b
je

ct
iv

es
,

p
o

lic
es

an
d

m
et

h
o

d
s

is
w

it
h

d
ra

w
n

fr
o

m
th

e
P

la
n

an
d

a 
re

as
se

ss
m

en
t 

d
o

n
e 

as
 p

er
 s

6
(a

) 
o

f 
th

e 
R

M
A

1
0

9

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

N
at

u
ra

l H
az

ar
d

s
3

4
.9

.1
A

cc
es

so
ry

 B
u

ild
in

g


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 r
u

le
 s

u
b

je
ct

 t
o

 o
u

r 
p

ro
p

o
se

d
 

am
en

d
m

en
t 

to
 t

h
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 f
o

r 
ac

ce
ss

o
ry

 b
u

ild
in

g 
b

ei
n

g 
ac

ce
p

te
d

 

th
at

 f
ar

m
 b

u
ild

in
gs

 a
re

 e
xc

lu
d

ed
 f

ro
m

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
9

.4
.1

is
re

ta
in

ed

p
ro

vi
d

ed
th

at
th

e
d

ef
in

it
io

n
to

A
cc

es
so

ry
B

u
ild

in
g

is

am
en

d
ed

 a
s 

p
er

 o
u

r 
su

b
m

is
si

o
n

1
1

0

P
ar

t 
V

I O
ve

rl
ay

 

R
u

le
s

N
at

u
ra

l H
az

ar
d

s
3

4
.9

.2
A

n
y 

o
th

er
 a

ct
iv

it
y



Th
e 

ru
le

 p
ro

vi
d

es
 t

h
at

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

re
ta

in
 t

h
ei

r 
u

n
d

er
ly

in
g 

zo
n

e 
st

at
u

s 

ex
ce

p
t 

th
at

 f
en

ce
s 

an
d

 p
er

m
an

en
t 

b
u

ild
in

g 
ar

e 
re

st
ri

ct
ed

 

d
is

cr
e

ti
o

n
ar

y 
ac

ti
vi

ty
 in

  t
h

e 
H

ig
h

 F
lo

o
d

 H
az

ar
d

 A
re

a.
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 

Fa
rm

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 w
h

er
e 

th
e 

H
ig

h
 F

lo
o

d
 H

az
ar

d
 a

re
a 

is
 in

 t
h

e 

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e 
an

d
 is

 u
se

d
 f

o
r 

p
ro

d
u

ci
tv

e
 f

ar
m

 p
u

rp
o

se
s 

it
 is

 

in
ap

p
ro

p
ri

at
e 

to
 r

eq
u

ir
e

 a
 c

o
n

se
n

t 
fo

r 
fe

n
ci

n
g 

fo
r 

st
o

ck
 c

o
n

tr
o

l. 

W
h

ile
 it

 is
 u

n
d

er
st

o
o

d
 t

h
at

 t
h

is
 is

su
e 

is
 in

 r
e

la
ti

o
n

 t
o

 a
llo

w
in

g 
w

at
er

 

an
d

 d
eb

ri
s 

m
o

ve
m

en
t 

in
 f

lo
o

d
 e

ve
n

ts
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
im

p
ac

t 
w

ill
 b

e 
m

in
im

al
 f

o
r 

a 
fn

ec
e 

u
se

d
 f

o
r 

st
o

ck
 c

o
n

tr
o

l 

an
d

 s
h

o
u

ld
 r

e
m

ai
n

 p
er

m
it

te
d

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

fe
n

ce
s

fo
r

st
o

ck

co
n

tr
o

li
n

th
e

R
u

ra
lZ

o
n

e
o

f
th

e
H

ig
h

Fl
o

o
d

H
az

ar
d

ar
e

re
m

ai
n

 a
 p

er
m

it
te

d
 a

ct
iv

it
y

1
1

1

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s

C
o

n
ta

m
in

at
ed

 L
an

d
 

an
d

 H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 

Su
b

st
an

ce
s

3
6

.5
C

o
n

ta
m

in
at

ed
 L

an
d



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

ap
p

ro
ac

h
 o

f 
u

si
n

g 
th

e 
R

es
o

u
rc

e 

M
an

ag
em

en
t(

N
at

io
n

al
 E

n
vi

ro
n

m
en

ta
l S

ta
n

d
ar

d
 f

o
r 

A
ss

es
si

n
g 

an
d

 

M
an

ag
in

g 
C

o
n

ta
m

in
an

ts
 in

 S
o

il 
to

 P
ro

te
ct

 H
u

m
an

 H
ea

lt
h

) 

R
eg

u
la

ti
o

n
s 

2
0

1
1

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
6

.5
is

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

Submission 935

Page 4251



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

8

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
1

2

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s

C
o

n
ta

m
in

at
ed

 L
an

d
 

an
d

 H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 

Su
b

st
an

ce
s

3
6

.6

H
az

ar
d

o
u

s 

Su
b

st
an

ce
s



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

is
 c

o
n

ce
rn

ed
 t

h
at

 u
se

 a
n

d
 s

to
ra

ge
 o

f 
fe

rt
ili

se
r,

 

ag
ri

ch
em

ic
al

s 
an

d
 f

ar
m

 f
u

el
 is

 in
 e

xc
ee

d
en

ce
s 

o
f 

P
ro

p
er

ti
es

 in
 T

ab
le

 

3
 a

n
d

 t
h

er
ef

o
re

 n
o

t 
p

er
m

it
te

d
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s.
 F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

ac
ce

p
ts

 t
h

at
 a

gr
ic

h
em

ic
al

s,
 f

er
ti

lis
er

s 
an

d
 f

ar
m

 f
u

el
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 b
e 

h
an

d
le

d
 a

p
p

ro
p

ri
at

el
y 

an
d

 t
h

is
 c

an
 b

e 
ac

h
ie

ve
d

 b
y 

re
q

u
ir

in
g 

co
m

p
lia

n
ce

 w
it

h
 a

cc
ep

te
d

 in
d

u
st

ry
 s

ta
n

d
ar

d
s 

an
d

 c
o

d
es

 o
f 

p
ra

ct
ic

e.
  Fe

d
er

at
ed

Fa
rm

er
s

su
b

m
it

s
th

at
3

6
.6

is
am

en
d

ed
b

y

ad
d

in
g

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
ru

le
:

R
u

le
8

Th
e

st
o

ra
g

e
u

se
o

n

fa
rm

o
f

a
g

ri
ch

em
ic

a
ls

,
fa

rm
fu

el
,

a
n

d
fe

rt
ili

se
r

is
a

p
er

m
it

te
d

a
ct

iv
it

y
p

ro
vi

d
ed

:
a

)T
h

e
st

o
ra

g
e

a
n

d
u

se

o
f

a
g

ri
ch

em
ic

a
ls

w
it

h
in

th
e

R
u

ra
lZ

o
n

e,
in

a
cc

o
rd

a
n

ce

w
it

h
N

ZS
8

4
0

9
:2

0
0

4
.

b
)T

h
e

st
o

ra
g

e
a

n
d

u
se

o
f

C
la

ss
3

fu
el

s
w

it
h

in
th

e
R

u
ra

l
Zo

n
e

in
a

cc
o

rd
a

n
ce

w
it

h
th

e

En
vi

ro
n

m
en

ta
lP

ro
te

ct
io

n
A

g
en

cy
’s

A
p

p
ro

ve
d

P
ra

ct
ic

e

G
u

id
e

fo
r

A
b

o
ve

G
ro

u
n

d
Fu

el
St

o
ra

g
e

o
n

Fa
rm

s,

Se
p

te
m

b
er

2
0

1
0

.
c)

Th
e

st
o

ra
g

e
a

n
d

u
se

o
f

fe
rt

ili
se

r

w
it

h
in

th
e

R
u

ra
l

Zo
n

e
in

a
cc

o
rd

a
n

ce
w

it
h

th
e:

(i
)

Fe
rt

ili
se

r
(C

o
rr

o
si

ve
)

G
ro

u
p

St
a

n
d

a
rd

H
SR

0
0

2
5

6
9

,a
n

d

(i
i)

Fe
rt

ili
se

r
(O

xi
d

is
in

g
)

G
ro

u
p

St
a

n
d

a
rd

H
SR

0
0

2
5

7
0

,

a
n

d
(i

ii)
Fe

rt
ili

se
r

(S
u

b
si

d
ia

ry
H

a
za

rd
)

G
ro

u
p

St
a

n
d

a
rd

H
SR

0
0

2
5

7
1

,
a

n
d

(i
v)

Fe
rt

ili
se

r
(T

o
xi

c)
G

ro
u

p
St

a
n

d
a

rd

H
SR

0
0

2
5

7
2

,
a

n
d

(v
)F

er
tR

es
ea

rc
h

’s
C

o
d

e
o

f
P

ra
ct

ic
e

fo
r 

N
u

tr
ie

n
t 

M
a

n
a

g
em

en
t 

2
0

0
7

 

1
1

3

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s
Su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

3
8

.4
.2

.1
(a

)

B
o

u
n

d
ar

y 

A
d

ju
st

m
en

t


Th
e 

p
la

n
 p

ro
vi

d
es

 f
o

r 
a 

b
o

u
n

d
ar

y 
ad

ju
st

m
en

t 
as

 a
 c

o
n

tr
o

lle
d

 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 a
s 

lo
n

g 
as

 t
h

e 
ex

is
ti

n
g 

lo
st

 d
o

 n
o

t 
ch

an
ge

 m
o

re
 t

h
an

 5
%

 

o
th

er
w

is
e 

th
e 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 is
 d

is
cr

e
ti

o
n

ar
y.

 F
ed

er
at

e
d

 F
ar

m
er

s 
is

 

o
p

p
o

se
d

 in
 t

h
e 

ru
ra

l p
ro

d
u

ct
io

n
 z

o
n

e.
 B

o
u

n
d

ar
y 

ad
ju

st
m

en
t 

co
m

m
o

n
ly

 o
cc

u
r 

in
 r

u
ra

l a
re

as
 w

h
er

e 
fa

rm
er

s 
w

is
h

 t
o

 p
u

rc
h

as
e 

p
ar

t 
o

f 
th

e 
n

ei
gh

b
o

u
ri

n
g 

fa
rm

. T
h

is
 w

ill
 b

e 
in

va
ri

ab
ly

 c
au

se
 t

h
e 

p
ro

p
er

ti
es

 t
o

 c
h

an
ge

 m
o

re
 t

h
an

 5
%

 a
n

d
 h

en
ce

 d
e

fa
u

lt
 t

o
 a

 

d
is

cr
e

ti
o

n
ar

y 
ac

ti
vi

ty
. F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

e 
re

as
o

n
 

fo
r 

th
e 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 m
ay

 b
e 

to
 e

n
su

re
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
sm

al
le

r 
o

f 
th

e 
b

al
an

ce
 

lo
ts

 a
re

 a
t 

le
as

t 
th

e 
m

in
im

u
m

 lo
st

 s
iz

e 
fo

r 
th

e 
zo

n
e?

. F
e

d
er

at
ed

 

fa
rm

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 it
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

en
co

u
ra

ge
d

 w
h

er
e 

an
 

u
n

ec
o

n
o

m
ic

 u
n

it
 is

 s
o

ld
 t

o
 a

 n
ei

gh
b

o
u

r 
to

 b
e 

re
ta

in
ed

 a
s 

a 
w

o
rk

in
g 

p
ro

d
u

ct
iv

e 
u

n
it

 w
it

h
 a

 b
al

an
ce

 lo
t 

b
ei

n
g 

ef
fe

ct
iv

el
y 

ru
ra

l l
if

es
ty

le
 o

r 

re
si

d
en

ti
al

 f
o

r 
th

e 
se

lle
r

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
8

.4
.2

.1
(a

)
is

am
en

d
ed

b
y

d
el

et
in

g
re

fe
re

n
ce

to
th

e
lo

ts
n

o
t

ch
an

gi
n

g
b

y
5

%
an

d
am

en
d

ed
to

th
at

n
o

lo
t

ca
n

b
e

sm
al

le
r

th
an

th
e

m
in

im
u

m
lo

t
si

ze
o

f
th

e
u

n
d

er
ly

in
g

zo
n

e
o

r
am

en
d

m
en

ts
th

at
w

ill
gi

ve
ef

fe
ct

to
o

u
r

su
b

m
is

si
o

n

1
1

4

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s
Su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

3
8

.5
.8

Su
b

d
iv

is
io

n
 

cr
ea

ti
n

g 
o

n
e 

o
r 

m
o

re
 c

o
n

se
rv

at
io

n
 

lo
ts



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 c
re

at
in

g 
an

 e
co

n
o

m
ic

 

in
ce

n
ti

ve
 t

o
 p

ro
te

ct
 id

en
ti

fi
ed

 p
ri

o
ri

ty
 a

re
as

 o
f 

in
d

ig
en

o
u

s 

b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y.

 F
ed

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 

sh
o

u
ld

 b
e 

e
xt

en
d

ed
 b

ey
o

n
d

 t
h

e 
lim

it
ed

 e
xt

en
t 

o
f 

th
e 

p
ri

o
ri

ty
 a

re
as

 

to
 in

cl
u

d
e 

an
y 

ar
e

a 
th

at
 h

as
 b

ee
n

 id
en

ti
fi

ed
 a

n
d

 g
ro

u
n

d
tr

u
th

ed
 a

s 

b
ei

n
g 

a 
Si

gn
if

ic
an

t 
N

at
u

ra
l A

re
a.

 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
8

.5
.8

b
e

am
en

d
in

g

to
al

lo
w

th
e

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

o
f

cr
e

at
in

g
a

co
n

se
rv

at
io

n
lo

t

th
ro

u
gh

o
u

t
th

e
D

is
tr

ic
t

w
h

er
e

th
e

ar
ea

ca
n

b
e

sh
o

w
n

to
m

ee
t

th
e

Si
gn

if
ic

an
ce

C
ri

te
ri

a
as

o
u

t
lin

ed
in

th
e

R
eg

io
n

al
 P

o
lic

y 
St

at
em

en
t

Submission 935

Page 4252



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
1

9

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
1

5

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s
Su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

3
8

.6
.9

.1


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

d
o

e
s 

n
o

t 
su

p
p

o
rt

 t
h

at
 t

h
e 

cr
e

at
io

n
 o

f 
ad

d
it

io
n

al
 

lo
ts

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l A

re
a 

an
d

 O
p

en
 S

p
ac

e 
Zo

n
e 

b
ei

n
g 

a 
d

is
cr

e
ti

o
n

ar
y 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 w
h

er
e 

al
l o

th
er

 A
re

as
 a

re
 c

o
n

si
d

er
ed

 a
s 

re
st

ri
ct

ed
 

d
is

cr
e

ti
o

n
ar

y.
 W

e 
d

o
 n

o
t 

b
el

ie
ve

 t
h

er
e 

is
 a

n
y 

b
as

is
 f

o
r 

th
e 

d
if

fe
re

n
ce

 in
 a

ct
iv

it
y 

st
at

u
s

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
8

.6
.9

.1
is

am
en

d
ed

to
p

ro
vi

d
e

fo
r

th
e

cr
e

at
io

n
o

f
ad

d
it

io
n

al
lo

ts
to

b
ei

n
g

a 
re

st
ri

ct
ed

 d
is

cr
et

io
n

ar
y 

st
at

u
s

1
1

6

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s
Su

b
d

iv
is

io
n

3
8

.7
.1

4


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

m
in

im
u

m
 a

ve
ra

ge
 lo

t 
o

f 

2
0

h
ec

ta
re

s 
as

 t
h

is
 p

ro
vi

d
es

 f
o

r 
fl

ex
ib

ili
ty

 o
f 

la
n

d
 u

se
. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
8

.7
.1

4
is

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

1
1

7

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s
Tr

an
sp

o
rt

at
io

n
3

9
.2

.8
A

ir
st

ri
p



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
at

 a
n

 a
ir

st
ri

p
 is

 a
 p

er
m

it
te

d
 a

ct
iv

it
y 

in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e 
fo

r 
fa

rm
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
9

.2
.8

is
re

ta
in

ed
as

w
ri

tt
en

1
1

8

P
ar

t 
V

II 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

W
id

e 
R

u
le

s
Tr

an
sp

o
rt

at
io

n
3

9
.2

.9
H

e
lip

ad


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
at

 a
n

 h
el

ip
ad

 is
 a

 p
er

m
it

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 

in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e 
fo

r 
fa

rm
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

3
9

.2
.9

is
re

ta
in

ed
as

w
ri

tt
en

1
1

9

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.2

Zo
n

e 
P

u
rp

o
se



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

ge
n

er
al

ly
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

Zo
n

e 
P

u
rp

o
se

. A
n

y 

co
m

m
en

ts
 r

el
at

in
g 

to
 t

h
e 

im
p

ac
t 

o
f 

th
e 

o
ve

rl
ay

s 
to

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l Z
o

n
e 

ar
e 

co
ve

re
d

 in
 t

h
at

 s
e

ct
io

n
 o

f 
th

e 
P

la
n

. W
e 

h
o

w
ev

er
 c

o
n

si
d

er
 t

h
e 

6
th

 b
u

lle
t 

p
o

in
t 

w
h

ic
h

 p
ro

vi
d

es
 "

in
cr

ea
se

 n
u

tr
ie

n
t 

ru
n

o
ff

, r
ip

a
ri

a
n

 

d
eg

ra
d

a
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 n

it
ri

fi
ca

ti
o

n
 o

f 
w

a
te

rw
a

ys
 a

ss
o

ci
a

te
d

 w
it

h
 

in
te

n
si

ve
 f

a
rm

in
g

 p
ra

ct
ic

es
"

 is
 o

u
t 

si
d

e 
th

e 
fu

n
ct

io
n

s 
o

f 
a 

te
rr

it
o

ri
al

 

au
th

o
ri

ty
 a

n
d

 a
re

 f
u

n
ct

io
n

s 
th

at
 a

re
 u

n
d

er
 t

h
e 

co
n

tr
o

l o
f 

th
e 

re
gi

o
n

al
 c

o
u

n
ci

l. 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

6
th

b
u

lle
t

p
o

in
t

"i
n

cr
ea

se
n

u
tr

ie
n

t
ru

n
o

ff
,

ri
p

a
ri

a
n

d
eg

ra
d

a
ti

o
n

a
n

d

n
it

ri
fi

ca
ti

o
n

o
f

w
a

te
rw

a
ys

a
ss

o
ci

a
te

d
w

it
h

in
te

n
si

ve

fa
rm

in
g

 p
ra

ct
ic

es
"

  o
f 

5
6

.2
 b

e 
d

el
et

e
d

1
2

0

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.2
.1

P
ro

d
u

ce
 S

ta
lls



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

in
 p

ar
t 

th
e 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 

st
an

d
ar

d
s 

to
 P

ro
d

u
ce

 S
ta

ll.
 H

o
w

ev
er

 w
e 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 t
o

 r
eq

u
ir

e
 

o
ff

si
te

 p
ar

ki
n

g 
p

ar
ti

cu
la

rl
y 

fo
r 

th
e 

sm
al

l s
ea

so
n

al
 s

ta
lls

 is
 o

n
er

o
u

s 

w
h

er
e 

th
er

e 
is

 s
u

it
ab

le
 r

o
o

m
 in

 t
h

e 
ro

ad
 r

es
e

rv
e 

to
 e

n
su

re
 t

h
at

 

ve
h

ic
le

s 
ar

e
 s

af
el

y 
o

ff
 t

h
e 

ca
rr

ia
ge

w
ay

. W
e

 a
ls

o
 c

o
n

si
d

er
 t

h
at

 

5
6

.4
.2

.1
a)

 n
ee

d
s 

am
en

d
in

g 
fo

r 
cl

ar
it

y.
  

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
6

.4
.2

.1
a)

is

am
en

d
ed

to
"…

.e
xc

ep
t

th
a

t
6

.1
th

e
fr

o
n

t
ya

rd
d

o
es

 

n
o

t
a

p
p

ly
;

a
n

d
…

."
.

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

fo
r

sm
al

ls
ea

so
n

al
st

al
ls

th
e

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
t

fo
r

p
ar

ki
n

g
is

am
en

d
ed

so
th

at
is

lim
it

ed
to

b
e

"s
a

fe
ly

o
ff

th
e

ca
rr

ia
g

ew
a

y"
.

1
2

1

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.3

V
is

it
o

r 

A
cc

o
m

m
o

d
at

io
n



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 n

ee
d

s 
to

 

d
if

fe
re

n
ti

at
e 

b
et

w
ee

n
 t

h
e 

ru
ra

l a
n

d
 r

e
si

d
en

ti
al

 s
it

u
at

io
n

 a
s 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
e 

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

 a
n

d
 a

ff
ec

ts
 c

re
at

e
d

 

ar
e 

si
gn

if
ic

an
tl

y 
d

if
fe

re
n

t.
 V

is
it

o
r 

ac
co

m
m

o
d

at
io

n
 in

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l A
re

a 

is
 a

b
o

u
t 

cr
ea

ti
n

g 
an

 e
xp

er
ie

n
ce

 t
h

at
 is

 u
n

iq
u

e 
an

d
 t

h
er

ef
o

re
 o

ft
en

 

p
ro

vi
d

ed
 in

 a
cc

o
m

m
o

d
at

io
n

 u
n

it
s 

th
at

 a
re

 r
em

o
te

 a
n

d
/o

r 
n

ea
r 

b
u

sh
 e

n
vi

ro
n

m
en

ts
 a

n
d

 d
o

es
n

't
 m

ee
t 

th
e 

st
an

d
ar

d
 a

n
d

 is
 a

 

d
is

cr
e

ti
o

n
ar

y 
ac

ti
vi

ty
. F

u
rt

h
er

 t
h

e 
p

o
te

n
ti

al
 e

ff
e

ct
s 

in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 

tr
af

fi
c 

an
d

 a
m

en
it

y 
va

lu
es

 s
u

ch
 a

s 
n

o
is

e 
ar

e
 a

ls
o

 d
if

fe
re

n
t 

to
  t

h
at

 

cr
e

at
ed

 in
 t

h
e 

re
si

d
en

ti
al

/u
rb

an
 a

re
a.

 F
ed

er
at

e
d

 F
ar

m
er

s 
th

er
ef

o
re

 

se
e

ks
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
vi

si
to

r 
ac

co
m

m
o

d
at

io
n

 r
eq

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

 f
o

r 
th

e 
R

u
ra

l 

Zo
n

e 
re

in
st

at
es

 t
h

e 
O

p
er

at
iv

e
 P

la
n

 s
ta

n
d

ar
d

s

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

vi
si

to
r

ac
co

m
m

o
d

at
io

n
re

q
u

ir
e

m
en

ts
in

5
6

.4
.3

ar
e

am
en

d
ed

to
al

lo
w

1
2

as
a

p
er

m
it

te
d

ac
ti

vi
ty

an
d

an
y

co
n

se
q

u
en

ti
al

am
en

d
m

en
ts

to
gi

ve
ef

fe
ct

to
th

is

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 

1
2

2

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.4
Fa

rm
in

g


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

Fa
rm

in
g

is
re

ta
in

ed

as
 a

 p
er

m
it

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
in

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l Z
o

n
e

Submission 935

Page 4253



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
2

0

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
2

3

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.6
Ea

rt
h

w
o

rk
s



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

n
o

te
s 

th
at

 5
6

.4
.4

 p
ro

vi
d

es
 f

o
r 

fa
rm

in
g 

as
 a

 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y.
 H

o
w

ev
er

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
fa

rm
in

g 
p

ro
vi

d
es

 t
h

at
 

"a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

a
cc

es
so

ry
 t

o
 f

a
rm

in
g

 t
h

a
t 

a
re

 n
o

t 
o

th
er

w
is

e 
re

fe
re

n
ce

d
 

in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 a

re
 in

cl
u

d
ed

 in
 t

h
is

 d
ef

in
it

io
n

" 
Ea

rt
h

w
o

rk
s 

ar
e

 a
n

 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 a
cc

es
so

ry
 t

o
 f

ar
m

in
g 

an
d

 t
h

er
e

fo
re

 t
h

e 
e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

s 
ap

p
ly

 t
o

 f
ar

m
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

. H
o

w
ev

er
 t

h
er

e 
is

 n
o

 

re
fe

re
n

ce
 in

 t
h

e 
e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

s 
in

 r
e

la
ti

o
n

 t
o

 n
o

rm
al

 

fa
rm

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 s

u
ch

 a
s 

ro
ad

s 
an

d
 t

ra
ck

s,
 e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

to
 d

ev
e

lo
p

 

fe
n

ce
lin

e,
 c

u
lt

iv
at

io
n

 e
tc

. F
e

d
er

at
ed

 f
ar

m
er

s 
co

n
si

d
er

s 
th

at
 t

h
es

e 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e 
b

y 
ei

th
er

 a
m

en
d

in
g 

th
e 

e
ar

th
w

o
rk

s 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
s 

o
r 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

fa
rm

in
g 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

P
la

n
is

am
en

d
ed

b
y

ei
th

er
am

en
d

in
g

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

fa
rm

in
g

o
r

th
e

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
s

o
f

5
6

.4
.6

to
al

lo
w

fo
r

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s
th

at
ar

e
p

ar
t

o
f

a
n

o
rm

al
fa

rm
in

g
ac

ti
vi

ty

to
b

e
al

lo
w

ed
su

ch
as

ro
ad

s
an

d
tr

ac
ks

,
m

ai
n

te
n

an
ce

o
f

ac
ce

ss
w

ay
s,

fi
ll

ar
o

u
n

d
w

at
er

tr
o

u
gh

s
an

d

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s 
as

 p
ar

t 
o

f 
d

ev
e

lo
p

in
g 

fe
n

ce
lin

es
,  

1
2

4

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e 
5

6
.4

.1
1

A
ff

o
re

st
at

io
n



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 w
h

e
re

 it
 r

e
la

te
s 

to
 la

rg
e 

ar
ea

s 
o

f 
fo

re
st

. H
o

w
ev

er
 c

o
n

si
d

er
 t

h
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 t
o

 b
e 

in
ef

fi
ci

en
t 

fo
r 

sm
al

l o
n

 f
ar

m
 w

o
o

d
lo

ts
 t

h
at

 a
re

 o
ft

en
 p

ri
m

ar
ily

 e
st

ab
lis

h
ed

 f
o

r 

re
as

o
n

s 
o

th
er

 t
h

an
 t

im
b

er
 p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

 s
u

ch
 a

s 
st

o
ck

 s
h

el
te

r 
an

d
 s

o
il 

co
n

se
rv

at
io

n
. F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 

sh
o

u
ld

 o
n

ly
 r

el
at

e 
to

 a
ff

o
re

st
at

io
n

 o
n

 a
re

as
 g

re
at

er
 t

h
an

 4
 h

ec
ta

re
s

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
6

.4
.1

1
b

e
am

en
d

ed

to
o

n
ly

ap
p

ly
to

af
fo

re
st

at
io

n
o

f
ar

ea
s

gr
ea

te
r

th
an

4

h
ec

ta
re

s

1
2

5

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.1
3

G
o

at
 F

ar
m

in
g 


Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

p
p

o
rt

s 
th

e 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
s 

fo
r 

G
o

at
 F

ar
m

in
g

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
6

.4
.1

3
b

e
re

ta
in

ed

as
 w

ri
tt

e
n

1
2

6

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.1
4

N
o

is
e



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 n

o
is

e 

sp
ec

if
ic

al
ly

 5
6

.4
.1

4

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
6

.4
.1

4
is

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

1
2

7

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.1
8

A
n

im
al

 S
al

e 
Ya

rd
s


Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

p
p

o
rt

s 
th

e 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 a

s 
w

ri
tt

en

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
6

.4
.1

8
is

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

1
2

8

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e
5

6
.4

.2
0

In
te

n
si

ve
 F

ar
m

in
g



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 s
u

b
je

ct
 t

o
 t

h
e 

am
en

d
m

en
ts

 t
o

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
in

te
n

si
ve

 f
ar

m
in

g 
b

ei
n

g 
ad

o
p

te
d

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
6

.4
.2

0
b

ei
n

g

re
ta

in
ed

su
b

je
ct

to
th

e
am

en
d

m
en

ts
to

in
te

n
si

ve

fa
rm

in
g 

b
ei

n
g 

ad
o

p
te

d

1
2

9
R

u
ra

l L
if

es
ty

le
 Z

o
n

e
5

7
.4

.3

V
is

it
o

r 

A
cc

o
m

m
o

d
at

io
n



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 n

ee
d

s 
to

 

d
if

fe
re

n
ti

at
e 

b
et

w
ee

n
 t

h
e 

ru
ra

l a
n

d
 r

e
si

d
en

ti
al

 s
it

u
at

io
n

 a
s 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
 t

h
e 

re
q

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

 a
n

d
 a

ff
ec

ts
 c

re
at

e
d

 

ar
e 

si
gn

if
ic

an
tl

y 
d

if
fe

re
n

t.
 V

is
it

o
r 

ac
co

m
m

o
d

at
io

n
 in

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l A
re

a 

is
 a

b
o

u
t 

cr
ea

ti
n

g 
an

 e
xp

er
ie

n
ce

 t
h

at
 is

 u
n

iq
u

e 
an

d
 t

h
er

ef
o

re
 o

ft
en

 

p
ro

vi
d

ed
 in

 a
cc

o
m

m
o

d
at

io
n

 u
n

it
s 

th
at

 a
re

 r
em

o
te

 a
n

d
/o

r 
n

ea
r 

b
u

sh
 e

n
vi

ro
n

m
en

ts
 a

n
d

 d
o

es
n

't
 m

ee
t 

th
e 

st
an

d
ar

d
 a

n
d

 is
 a

 

d
is

cr
e

ti
o

n
ar

y 
ac

ti
vi

ty
. F

u
rt

h
er

 t
h

e 
p

o
te

n
ti

al
 e

ff
e

ct
s 

in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 

tr
af

fi
c 

an
d

 a
m

en
it

y 
va

lu
es

 s
u

ch
 a

s 
n

o
is

e 
ar

e
 a

ls
o

 d
if

fe
re

n
t 

to
  t

h
at

 

cr
e

at
ed

 in
 t

h
e 

re
si

d
en

ti
al

/u
rb

an
 a

re
a.

 F
ed

er
at

e
d

 F
ar

m
er

s 
th

er
ef

o
re

 

se
e

ks
 t

h
at

 t
h

e 
vi

si
to

r 
ac

co
m

m
o

d
at

io
n

 r
eq

u
ir

e
m

en
ts

 f
o

r 
th

e 
R

u
ra

l 

Zo
n

e 
re

in
st

at
es

 t
h

e 
O

p
er

at
iv

e
 P

la
n

 s
ta

n
d

ar
d

s

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

vi
si

to
r

ac
co

m
m

o
d

at
io

n
re

q
u

ir
e

m
en

ts
in

5
7

.4
.3

ar
e

am
en

d
ed

to
al

lo
w

1
2

as
a

p
er

m
it

te
d

ac
ti

vi
ty

an
d

an
y

co
n

se
q

u
en

ti
al

am
en

d
m

en
ts

to
gi

ve
ef

fe
ct

to
th

is

su
b

m
is

si
o

n
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 

Submission 935

Page 4254



Fe
d

er
a

te
d

 F
a

rm
er

s 
Su

b
m

is
si

o
n

 P
ro

p
o

se
d

 T
h

a
m

es
 C

o
ro

m
a

n
d

el
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

P
la

n
 1

4
 M

a
rc

h
 2

0
1

4
2

1

Su
p

p
o

rt

Su
p

p
o

rt
 

in
 P

ar
t

O
p

p
o

se
O

u
r 

Su
b

m
is

si
o

n
 is

W
e

se
ek

th
e

fo
llo

w
in

g
d

e
ci

si
o

n
fr

o
m

C
o

u
n

ci
l

o
n

th
is

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

Sp
e

ci
fi

c 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 s

u
b

m
it

ti
n

g 
o

n

1
3

0

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l L

if
es

ty
le

 Z
o

n
e

5
7

.4
.6

Ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

n
o

te
s 

th
at

 5
7

.4
.1

2
 p

ro
vi

d
es

 f
o

r 
fa

rm
in

g 
as

 a
 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y.
 H

o
w

ev
er

 t
h

e 
d

ef
in

it
io

n
 o

f 
fa

rm
in

g 
p

ro
vi

d
es

 t
h

at
 

"a
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

a
cc

es
so

ry
 t

o
 f

a
rm

in
g

 t
h

a
t 

a
re

 n
o

t 
o

th
er

w
is

e 
re

fe
re

n
ce

d
 

in
 t

h
e 

P
la

n
 a

re
 in

cl
u

d
ed

 in
 t

h
is

 d
ef

in
it

io
n

" 
Ea

rt
h

w
o

rk
s 

ar
e

 a
n

 

ac
ti

vi
ty

 a
cc

es
so

ry
 t

o
 f

ar
m

in
g 

an
d

 t
h

er
e

fo
re

 t
h

e 
e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

s 
ap

p
ly

 t
o

 f
ar

m
in

g 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

. H
o

w
ev

er
 t

h
er

e 
is

 n
o

 

re
fe

re
n

ce
 in

 t
h

e 
e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

s 
in

 r
e

la
ti

o
n

 t
o

 n
o

rm
al

 

fa
rm

in
g 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 s

u
ch

 a
s 

ro
ad

s 
an

d
 t

ra
ck

s,
 e

ar
th

w
o

rk
s 

to
 d

ev
e

lo
p

 

fe
n

ce
lin

e,
 c

u
lt

iv
at

io
n

 e
tc

. F
e

d
er

at
ed

 f
ar

m
er

s 
co

n
si

d
er

s 
th

at
 t

h
es

e 

ac
ti

vi
ti

es
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e 

p
er

m
it

te
d

 in
 t

h
e 

R
u

ra
l Z

o
n

e 
b

y 
ei

th
er

 a
m

en
d

in
g 

th
e 

e
ar

th
w

o
rk

s 
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
s 

o
r 

th
e 

d
ef

in
it

io
n

 o
f 

fa
rm

in
g 

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

th
e

P
la

n
is

am
en

d
ed

b
y

ei
th

er
am

en
d

in
g

th
e

d
ef

in
it

io
n

o
f

fa
rm

in
g

o
r

th
e

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s
p

ro
vi

si
o

n
s

o
f

5
7

.4
.6

to
al

lo
w

fo
r

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s
th

at
ar

e
p

ar
t

o
f

a
n

o
rm

al
fa

rm
in

g
ac

ti
vi

ty

to
b

e
al

lo
w

ed
su

ch
as

ro
ad

s
an

d
tr

ac
ks

,
m

ai
n

te
n

an
ce

o
f

ac
ce

ss
w

ay
s,

fi
ll

ar
o

u
n

d
w

at
er

tr
o

u
gh

s
an

d

ea
rt

h
w

o
rk

s 
as

 p
ar

t 
o

f 
d

ev
e

lo
p

in
g 

fe
n

ce
lin

es
,  

1
3

1
R

u
ra

l L
if

es
ty

le
 Z

o
n

e
5

7
.4

.1
1

A
ff

o
re

st
at

io
n



Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 w
h

e
re

 it
 r

e
la

te
s 

to
 la

rg
e 

ar
ea

s 
o

f 
fo

re
st

. H
o

w
ev

er
 c

o
n

si
d

er
 t

h
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 t
o

 b
e 

in
ef

fi
ci

en
t 

fo
r 

sm
al

l o
n

 f
ar

m
 w

o
o

d
lo

ts
 t

h
at

 a
re

 o
ft

en
 p

ri
m

ar
ily

 e
st

ab
lis

h
ed

 f
o

r 

re
as

o
n

s 
o

th
er

 t
h

an
 t

im
b

er
 p

ro
d

u
ct

io
n

 s
u

ch
 a

s 
st

o
ck

 s
h

el
te

r 
an

d
 s

o
il 

co
n

se
rv

at
io

n
. F

e
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

co
n

si
d

er
s 

th
at

 t
h

is
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n
 

sh
o

u
ld

 o
n

ly
 r

el
at

e 
to

 a
ff

o
re

st
at

io
n

 o
n

 a
re

as
 g

re
at

er
 t

h
an

 4
 h

ec
ta

re
s

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
7

.4
.1

1
b

e
am

en
d

ed

to
o

n
ly

ap
p

ly
to

af
fo

re
st

at
io

n
o

f
ar

ea
s

gr
ea

te
r

th
an

4

h
ec

ta
re

s

1
3

2
R

u
ra

l L
if

es
ty

le
 Z

o
n

e
5

7
.4

.1
2

Fa
rm

in
g


Fe

d
er

at
ed

 F
ar

m
er

s 
su

p
p

o
rt

s 
th

is
 p

ro
vi

si
o

n

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

Fa
rm

in
g

is
re

ta
in

ed

as
 a

 p
er

m
it

te
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
in

 t
h

e 
R

u
ra

l L
if

es
ty

le
 Z

o
n

e

1
3

3

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l L

if
es

ty
le

 Z
o

n
e

5
7

.4
.1

3
G

o
at

 F
ar

m
in

g 


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
e 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n

s 
fo

r 
G

o
at

 F
ar

m
in

g

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
7

.4
.1

3
b

e
re

ta
in

ed

as
 w

ri
tt

e
n

1
3

4

P
ar

t 
V

III
 -

 Z
o

n
e 

R
u

le
s

R
u

ra
l L

if
es

ty
le

 Z
o

n
e

5
7

.4
.1

4
N

o
is

e


Fe
d

er
at

ed
 F

ar
m

er
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

th
is

 p
ro

vi
si

o
n

 in
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 n

o
is

e 

sp
ec

if
ic

al
ly

 5
7

.4
.1

4

Fe
d

er
at

ed
Fa

rm
er

s
su

b
m

it
s

th
at

5
7

.4
.1

4
is

re
ta

in
ed

as

w
ri

tt
en

Submission 935

Page 4255



Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

/ 

Address: - ij 1it/ 
/ L4'L-Phone: 

Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel P e n i n s u l a  a n d  f o r  the 

benefit of communities and future generations, we need much stronger planning 
regulations to protect our environment from Mining Activities. The POP 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 
PrcHht Mining Activities t. ider  people's homes. 

CDC has recognise: s )ftanga - zm~I 

o p p o s e  Sect ion 37  - Mining Activities. 

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

access zone. 

a 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 o p p o s e  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. 

• 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 sncerelv. / 

Signawre. Date: 6 1 /  y 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: (/1 

Address: 

Phone Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes  and eco logy  of  the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit o f  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 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 ac1vttes. 

• 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 Acti.ities under people's homes. 

l need t o L c c  
. 

i eTCDC has r c  
- 

e the views of tanga 3 o 

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 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 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 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: 

Submission 937

Page 4259



Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: .1 .7. 

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 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 der people's homes. 

l need t o b e c o n f : T  FCC c : v i e  ' 

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 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 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 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, 

S i n a t u r > v  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 A c t i v 3 s  under people's homes. 

l need tobeconf  IE i eTCDC has : the views of tangata aDP, 

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 o p p o s e  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. 

• 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: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: 

J 

.. 
2 L j -  f Email: 

-7-) 

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 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). 

• [.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 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 
intc 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 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 Industrial Mining into the Peninsula, a s  this 
is contrary to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District. 

r,iv utiecomments: 

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 Hke to thank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the PDP. 

Yours sincerely. 

Signature: 

/1 

Date: I 
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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, 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 (POP) 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. 

1 0  I need to be confident that the TCOC has recognised the views of tangata whenua on mining in the POP. 

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. 

0 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 vuH 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 develc pment 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 effects 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 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 Industrial Mining into the Peninsula, a s  this 
is contrary to the existing Natural Character of  the Thames-Coromandel District. 

comments: 

1!f1 

4 

I. cc-* 

1 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: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address:Phone: 

Email: 
t 

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 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, 

• 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 actves,wil l  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 tc 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 vaus. 

• 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 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 Industrial Mining into the Peninsula, a s  this 
is contrary to the existing Natural Character of  the Thames-Coromandel District. 

er comments: 

..... 

c 
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4, 
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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 submission. 

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

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: . . 
Date: /4 

C; 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

Given the  outstanding l a n d s c a p e s  and e c o l o g y  o f  the  Coromandel Peninsula,  w e  need 
m u c h  s tronger  planning regulations to  protect our environment from Industrial Mining 

Activities, for the  benefit o f  communi t i e s  and future generat ions.  The PDP d o e s  not 
articulate the  s p e c i a l  Qualities, Values  and Natural Character o f  the  Coromandel  Peninsula, 

therefore: 

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

require the PDP to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I req~ e 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 requre 
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 ' '  

. 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 wif 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 
uevelopment. 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 communt' 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 Coromartdei 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 accuraA[v 
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 Industrial Mining into the Peninsula, as this 
is contrary to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District. 

Mv further oom.ments: 

r 

s 
V 

/ 

• I woufd 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. 

Sighature: 

, . -  
..... 

.- 

Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

L 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology o f  the Coromandel Peninsula and for  the 
benefit o f  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 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. 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 Ac4' es under people's homes. 

• 1 need to be c e TCDC has r .. ws c n 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 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 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: 
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From: B Blair [papaarohaorganics@xtra.co.nz]
Sent: Friday, 14 March 2014 5:31:41 p.m.
To: TCDC General Mail Address
CC: Tony Brljevich
Subject: B Blair District Plan Sumissions- request for acceptance of technically late sumissions

Kia ora

I have recently managed to send three emails each with a different 3MB  attachment bearing my submissions re TCDC’s Proposed 
District Plan.  All of these emails will have been received after 5pm today.
Despite these emails being  received by TCDC after the 5pm deadline, I ask that they be duly accepted for the following reasons:

1. I initially attempted to email a single attachment of 9MB at 4:40pm (totalling 9 separate submissions).  By 4:50pm, this had
not sent so deleted the email and rescanned my submissions into my laptop in three parts, assuming that the 9MB email had
been too big to send.    I then attempted to email my submissions in three separate emails each with a 3MB attachment.  I
sent these emails at 4:54pm, 4:55pm & 4:56pm.

2. Despite my efforts, none of these three emails would send.  I live in Papa Aroha, an area without broadband connection,
and the only way I can get internet is to activate my cell phone and tether it to my laptop.  However although usually fine,
cell phone connection in this area can ‘come-in-and-out’ of reception, and I noticed that the arrows indicating connection to
the internet service were not coloured on my cell phone.

3. Frustrated that my best efforts would not be realised, I phoned my councillor Tony Brljevich and explained the situation to
him.  Tony encouraged me to keep persisting with my sending the emails and to send this email to explain what had
occurred.  He explained that TCDC has discretionary power to accept late submissions.

4. While I was talking to Tony, I managed to connect to the internet however the emails still would not send.  I then closed my
email programme, and reopened it, at which point, the emails did finally send.  This was, according to my email programme,
at 5:11pm.

I look forward to your positive response.

Yours sincerely

Bronwyn Blair 
1042 Colville Road
RD 4 Coromandel
3584
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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, 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 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 Guf Marne 
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 Mning Activities by including all identified Schedue 4 lland within the 
Conservation Zone and classifying mining activities as prohibited activities. 

• lam 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 Fan 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 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 al[ 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 actvties 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, benveen 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 
dev&opment. 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 f u v  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 Industrial Mining into the Peninsula, as this 
is contrary to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District. 

• 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 

• I would like to speak to my submission. 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology o f  the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 
benefit o f  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 'iithout their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to 
Prohibit Minin A c v t ' s  t r i e r  people's homes. 

• I need to t : i e  TCDC has recognised the views c a ihenua on 

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 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 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: a 131 JL4.., 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: 

r -  T 

Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology o f  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 POP 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 Act iv ies under people's homes. 

• I need to t 3  ie TCDC has re?.:: 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

RDP, 

• 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 POP to state that all Miriina 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 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 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: 

~ 8 )  H 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: i I S  C 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 POP to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit 
all Mmmci 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 POP 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 w f  have 
a major adverse impact on the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel. Ie 
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 :erm 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 elan 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 a s  there is so 
m u c h  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 comments: 
& 

would like to speak tñisubmission. 
I would c o n s f d e r p r r U n g a  joint case with others who have made a similar submission. 
would like to thank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the PDP. 

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: 

/ 

1 

Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 
- 

Phone: u 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 POP does not articulate 
the special Qualities, Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore: 

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

o 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 faded 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 actvWes 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 POP 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. 

• 1 want the language of in Section 14.1 (Mining Activities) to clearly state how future mining activities wiF have 
a major adverse impact on the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel. VVe 
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 commurahes, 

• There is no acknowledgment of the fact that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to mn ng 
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: 

V D  c 

• 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: / ' 
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