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| oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

¢ | 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.

¢ | 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.

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

e 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. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | 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. | support the
council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities.

e 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 Natura! Character.

In summary: | 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
1 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:

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

Yours sincerely,

Signature: Q[Q@W E z Date:
‘ G@[ ol \
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| oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

« | 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.

¢ | wantthe 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.

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

e 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. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intention of
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.

s 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. | support the
council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities.

e 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: | 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 lanquage amended in Section 14 to o 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
hollday 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:

e | would like to speak to my submission.
» | would consider presenting 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: M % %0 ) | Date: § 1~ J /2@)
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| OJ)bose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

¢ | 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.

e |wantthe 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.

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

e Of particular concern to me is the statement “The Plan includes provisioné 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. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intention of
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.

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

e 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: | 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 ianguage 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.

Myfurthercomments W éuf/\ . M 4/\0( W //rw._ ’ .
-A/ 7L/"-» C;'oma/\@&// /O maw/[%. & agsured #’L?L /l/vnm7

KT LT g B e Pl TS sl

/’]’3 C@ch//é/s (/ut need 7Zu /Ofw[ccﬂL ‘/’[V/E WQ@‘I[; 74L7[’/‘/‘L
76/%«-& vy P[&Lm Jo,\ 7[ AL/O%J’M OV 5/ Caffdﬂc'/t&’"‘%ﬁ/

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

Yours sincerely, /ggn M‘O/f
Signature: % ? ﬁ]/ Date: /|- % — 20574/
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I oppo_se Section 14 - Mining Activities.

e | 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 Charactér of the Coromandel. We
must acknowledge the adverse impacts of the modern Mining Industry on small communities.

+ | wantthe 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.

¢ |wantthe Planto acknowledge the long term economic, social and environmental legacy and the detrimental
effects of historical mining in the District.

e 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. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intention of
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrépresentative of community values.

e 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. | support the
council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities.

e 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: | require the plan to be amended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in all zones and
- - .— —gverlaysror-ether-such-relief that-has the same effect, and the langquage 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
0 to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District.

My further comments:

e | would consider presenting a joint case with others who have made a similar submission.”
« 1 would like to thank the Cquncil for this opportunity to submit on the PDP.

Yours smcerely, F%L N ' e " : v
Signature: f 9/{‘“ i - Date: - [Oyr 3 [%[

e 1 would iike to speak to my submission. '
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| oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

« | 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 Conservatipn Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel. We
must acknowledge the adverse impacts of the modern Mining Industry on small communities.

| wantthe TCDC to remove the sentence: “The District has a lofig hisfjf’tréry 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 smali scale industry compared to the Mining Activities of today.

¢ | want the Plan to acknowledge the iong term economic, social and environmental legacy and the detrimental
effects of historical mining in the District. o

e 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. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intention of
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.

b ¢ 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. | support the
council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities.

e 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: | require the pian to be amended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in afl 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 oppesition to i,

The special nature of the Coromandel warrants robust protection ‘especially as there is so

. much economic revenue and empioyment 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. my . Qreal GrrandSothor was. e Haivd
(d miner 4'0 I/\Q‘P \7\\3 ‘\’&-’\‘\' af T\’\L \/\,u =2 S’tr\\Qe, 0‘\‘1/\

%’a\m.@lg ’u{\ffb* o T woas Sk years old

my Gvondfadlkoy ‘ﬁm -Me_“f_‘? Hha o te avd ?anneda s

6‘7@0‘@ of qoldh. il Hes ln s had been slulced awa
tnd AWl bove + \S&Ue/\ o«wd\ﬁc,cw)e g’\’fl+¢Led -CCN

TTE was modvens lodimy - Goalod dold me ! Mot el

wWedl & &R 18 Toals) ﬁ"l 7 re<

I-_V\ \/\éa«v,a;v\ "\‘\:\Q— 9’“72,{( o \ '(‘ ’\'Le,n/ \thﬁ‘f\"“!éf

A
— Swory—tezvs oV Pyv. T
e 1 would like to speak to my submission. M\f \, Vled,
e | would consider presenting a joint case with others who have made a simifar submission.

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

7(‘ SRR Date: (\/\wﬂ; gl oty

Yours sincerely,

Signature:
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Submission 1076

Kiri Sta*
Po box 515 Thames

By the will of the natural born people living now in the Thames Coromandel District,
and for the sustainable management of resources for future generations to whom we are providers,
Mining Activities MUST be Prohibited in the District Plan.

The following legislation UPHOLDS this imperative,
and cannot be denied by the Public Servants, those Councillors elected by the people
to caretake and guide the destiny of this District, for the people of this Peninsula
(and not for multinational mining company shareholders).
You cannot deny:
+ RMA Section 5 “to ensure present people and communities do not, in pursuit of their own
wellbeing, consume or destroy the exisitng stock of natural and physical resources, so as
improperly to deprive future generations of the ability to meet their own needs.”
*  What is modern mining, as seen at Waihi, but a multinational incorporate entity
unsustainably consuming the resources of the people?
+  RMA Section 6 “shall recognise and provide for the preservation of the natural character of... rivers
and their margins from inappropriate .... use and development”
¢ What are modern mining practices doing? They are changing the natural character and
composition of rivers through Acid Mine Drainage into the water table.
You cannot deny:
+ The Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act Prohibits pollution of the Gulf and its catchments
» The Conservation Management Strategy of the Waikato Conservancy 2014 — 24
+ The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint adopted by the Council in 2009 which states
“Bottom Lines (p6)
“No degradation of water quality”
“Ensure existing and future development patterns and associated activities will protect water quality.”

(Mining Activity was never mentioned in this Blueprint)

Therefore:
»  Remove Sections 14 & 37 from the Plan
+  Prohibit Mining Activities (except Quarrying) in all Zones
» Do nothing which potentially threatens the water quality in this District
»  Recognise the historical opposition to Mining on the Coromandel in the Plan
»  Remember who you serve - the natural born people, and not Incorporated Entities

« Listen to the people, they are truly the power which sustains the Coromandel

+ I wish to speak in support of this submission.

Date. 9" March 2014
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| oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

e lwantthe 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.

o | wantthe TCDC to remove the sentence: “The District has a long history of mining for gold and other
minerals.” (p73), and instead acknowiedge 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.

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

o 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. 1 oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intention of
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.

e 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. | support the
council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities.

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

In summary: | 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 lanquage amended in Section 14 to accurately

represent the history of mining and the opposition to it.

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

|
The special nature of the Coromandel warrants robust protection especially as there is so
to the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District.

My further comments:

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

Yours sincerely,

Signature: ﬂ&/ Date:
- < 3. 1w
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| oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

e | 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.

o | 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.

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

e 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. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intention of
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.

e 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. | 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: | 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 lanquage 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:

¢ 1 would like to speak to my submission.
* 1 would consider presenting 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:

Date: 46/2/\4
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| oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

e | 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.

+ | 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.

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

e 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. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intention of
Section 14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.

e 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. | support the
council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities.

e 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: | 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:

¢ | would like to speak to my submission.
+ | would consider presenting 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: /’/ \ Date: ﬂg /- g~ //@
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| oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities.

¢ | 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:

¢ | 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.

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

e 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 proposais for the subdivision, use and
development of land.” (p73) Along with Section 14.2.2 this gives mining priority over other forms of
development. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | 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. | 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: | 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:

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

Yours sincerely,

Signature: %/ // /O‘/‘O’( Date: 8/3/0?0/64
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