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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 POP d o e s  not articulate 
the special  Qualities, Values and Natural Character o f  the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore: 

I oppose  any part o f  the Proposed District Plan (PDP) which allows Mining 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especial ly 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 
Pre'ibit Mining Activties under peo2le's homes. 

• . ....on 

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

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

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

• 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: 
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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 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 tne 
Waikato Regional Policy Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Hauraki Gulf Manne 
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 
Prohnit M n n g  Activities under people's homes. 

• I need to be cor . . 
the TCDC has recognised the views of tangata when un on I,, r, nthe 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 will 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 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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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 Mn:ng Activities under people's homes. 

• I need to be c. - .. t iat 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. 

• 1  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 veues were assessed, has not been fully translated 
into the Plan and sustainable and development and biodversty 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 rnin: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: 

• 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 Coromande Ds&ict Plan 
Submission by 

Name: .. .. 

Address: 

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

I oppose any part o f  tha P rc : csed  C s t r i c t  P a n  (PDP) which allows Mining 
Activities, mc! L n q u n d 9 r c c r L ' r h  e s p e c i a l l y  in 
CONSERVATION. COASTAL, RUr d RES E T f A L  ZONES. 

• I require the PtDP to uphold biodiersity values expressed in rho RiY1A Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays in toe Section 32 Rules 

Toe O b j e c ' s s ' o  On .: o r  r P : '  do not at cmm..no, h.odr, rost i  values required by the 
Vv'aikato R FoP. 3.o.eoont PS th Fn- orr: 1 1 o c ' r  : or P, -d Hauraki Gulf Marine 
ParK Act (HG 'P PA) 

• I require the Plan t o  specif i r 'aU ot our 'nvironment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been 
removed without ca squ -.. 'uecti . . . . . . . . . . . a t  b:ooversity from adverse impacts of mining. I require 
the Coastal Env sn:'en: Over a a clude a ale prohibt:ng all mining activities. 

• The T 0 0 0 . e  Consea: ion Are . 'de r'Ped in Schecule 4 into 
: yOutstandinc L o o : n m  4 land on the 

Coromandel ?eni..s.e from at: nor: aong ci' ca : PcnedPe 4 land within the 
Conservation Zone and a nssif - . . : en as n o h h  ted aoov°es 

• I am concerned that N e o o ' o n t . . . . . . :  \ : " .  ..' i . . . . . . . . c l u ' P '  '-broken promises and mining expansion 
under people's h o m e s a o n r e  

. . . . 
reatto our srnah coastal communities. I want the Plan to 

Prohibit Mining 

• l need tobe i: .TCDCro.. . . . . . . . . . . .= ,- . . . . . . . a ' - .  . . . . a ' ' ' a c , n o i n  the PDP, 

LOPPOSe se--to- r Ti: L.c 

• Section 37.4 Aote 1 faim mm;m. . . e a  ; 3 i  ac.-;round Mining Activities in affected Zones outside the 
access zone. 

• I want the TCDC to amend Section 37.4 33a.c of the PDP to state that alt Mining Activities are Prohibited 
in all Zones, inciad inS prospecting and erpforaOn, or other such relief that -,as the same effect. 

• I support Quarrying activities to be separated from i'Acnd Activities to avoid confusion. 

Submission 1104

Page 4791



Ioppose 

I war, g act vLttes will have 
a ma : Coromandel. We 
must: 

• war - .  . Id and other 
mirn .1in -. ars between 1860 
andu.. 

• lv. and the detrimental 
effec 

• Of pa Douncil to take the 
prese t . use and 
dove forms of 
deve . the intention of 
Sect:-.,es. 

• The C : ... een fully translated 
into tI a t. I support the 
counc . . del communities. 

• Th - - - - posed to mining, 
TCD.... iCc,romandel has 
cont 

In summary:. r . - 
. a h  zones and 

overlays, or 
- . n l 4 t o  accurately 

represent thu 

The s p e o .  . . . . . - -  . . ., ...sthere isso 
much ec - a clean green 

holiday s is contrary 

• Iwo 

• I 

• l 

Yours sir cc 

Signature: 
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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 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 Ruies. 

• The Objectives and Policies in E c  : r  1 do oot reflect community and biodiversity values required by the 
Waikato Regional Policy Statement ( P S ) ,  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 achvties, 

• The TCDC has failed to translate the High V. e Conservation Areas' identified in Schedule 4 into 
'Outstanding Natural Landscapes' (ONL). -e the Plan to accurately protect Schedule 4 land on the 
Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Ac ......s 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 viithout their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to 
Prohibit Mn:io £.rtoties nder people's homes. 

• I need to be ent i e  TCDC has 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activies. 

views 
- 

Jonnrinin n the POP. 

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

I want the TCSO to amend Section 37.4 Table I of the POP to state that all Mining Activities are Prohibited 
in all Zones, nouding 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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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name:\ 

Address: 

Phone: Email. Si 

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. 

• 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 Activities under people's homes. 

I need to be confident that the TCDC has recognised the views I i 1L on mining in the PDP. 

I oppose  Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

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

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

• 1 support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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I oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities. 

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

• I want the TCDC to remove the sentence: "The District has a long history of mining for gold and other 
minerals." (p73), and insi.:3d kov;ledze 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.' ( p 7 )  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 tact 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 vlan to be amended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in all zones and 
overlays, or other such relief that has the same 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 tevenue 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 t h e e x t h ç  t !  Character, of  the Tharries-Corornandel District. 

My further comments: 

I would like to s p a L  to any 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 sincerel 

Signature d 
/ 

Date: 
r/ 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name ••i -1 

Address: 

Phone: 1 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 required by the 
Waikato Regional Policy Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Hauraki Gulf Marine 
Park Act (HGMPA). 

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

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

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

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

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

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

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

• 1 support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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presence of - c .rc .e assessing prc, b r  es .  cc scn, use and 
developmet 2 this gives cc c" o ya.  a the r forms of 
developmer'. I r. , - . . v. 

such a prior i. I c piece . saccee with the intention of 
Section 141 L . a t is unna - .  

. 

a '  

nmunity values. 

• The Coroma .- 
- .  

. . .  imunity v a L . r  . .. .ssessed, has not been fully translated 
into the Plar -a .aI and biodiversity r . a a e  not prioritised. I support the 
council to c . r cphold these value es rs. d by Coromandel communities. 

• There is nc -r = number C s are opposed to mining, 
TCDC m.st  . c- ye aistory o c  ' c gn ri Coromandel has 
contnbutac cr 

In summary: I requi.- - . . . . . . . . . . . . S h i o i v i e d  in all zones and 
overlays, or others  . .  

- 

S - a Section 14 to accurately 
represent the histc' 

The special cc . - . a . cb 
. . .c:aly as there is so 

much econon 
- S 

. : asaclean green 
holiday destnca'a ar5 . t -  a. . ar. t L r :  rnrcthi .a.:c acr. as this is contrary 

• lwould 

• I would cor 
- 

' 
• I would J SL 

Yours sincerely. 

Signature: - 

Submission 1107

Page 4798



Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan L 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: Ema .• co,uc 

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 bdiversi ty 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 n 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 mn:ng expansion 
under people's homes without their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to 
Proh:bh Mining Activ:ties under people's homes. 

• I need to be ccuienr, that the TCDC has ucog sed 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, ncluding 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 Sectior 14 ' : U n '  ciies. 

• w a n t  the laf l : .  - :'es) to c a " '  state how future mining activities will have 
a major a d v €  L. . . .  atc Va.ues a :  latural Character of the Coromandel. We 
must acknoiec e se I t.5e modern Mining Industry on small communities. 

• I want the TCDC to rem.... e . 'a a n u n : :  "The ct has a long histcry of mining for gold and other 
minerals." (p73), ar c' a 

- : '  f te 3oid Mining boom asted only 70 years, between 1860 
and 1930, and was a sr-_ . a'.. y a: pared to the Mining k3tivities of today. 

• I want the Plan to a cc ' amic, social and ' -  

r a n  rantal legacy and the detrimental 
effects of histor : 

• Of particular con:,,- - a i ant The Plan includes a 'a sioris enable the Council to take the 
presence of minern . '  r c e ~ z  ihen assessing p ropnss  fur si Aivision, use and 
developmer . 

a Z  4.2.2 this gives w' -  p a ty a. er other forms of 
development. I . as ca . .  such a priority. i conp a e . j  d.sagree with the intention of 
Section 14.2." . a a d  as it is unrepresa'- a : ,  ,a 

- community values. 

• The Coromande 
E S  

acre community vaL s ac. asessed, has not been fully translated 
into the Plan ar - 

a 

- He a -  as elopment and biodives a a . -  a not prioritised. I support the 
council to change t1-1--. v,%-) ihe PDP to uphold these va=es Cr. =ssed by Coromandel communities. 

• There is no . . 
. number..,' -c a a ' s  are opposed to mining, 

TCDC must - 
' '  

ven history oi tre ' n ' '  ca gn in Coromandel has 
contributed a, - S 

In summary: I r e q u i r e l n a : a a n L L a  - r s o " a i .  mining a c v  c s a r o h i a i n e d  i n  all zones and 
overlays, o r  other SLCP a. 1 . . .  . a.carr3c,  J"he l l : r n e n d u o a i S e c t i o n  14 to accurately 
represent the histor., u 

a - 

The special nawr i s  
D 

r: ; e s c a i t y  a s  there is so 
much econo 

. '  

. . 

. -  

s.ecc ride n i t  c r  a . 

. : -  

a s  a clean green 
holiday destirirY a l o w  ' . .  

, ' t  mining i r o  r - r . i s j a ,  as this is contrary 
LC, IL 

. 

' 

')istrict 

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: ( : 

• I would like - 
• l w o u l d c c -  . 

S . 

- 

. 

. 

• Iwould . 
. . . .  

• .  

ar  a jbmton  POP. 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 
( I 

Phone: Email: - 

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

regulations to protect our environment from Mining Activities. The PDP does not articulate 
the special Qualities, Values and Natural Character of the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

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

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

• I support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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oppose Section 11inirActivities. 

• 1  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 sentencn: "The District has a long history of mining for gold and other 
minerals.' (p73), a i d  irs -,id or o\ don ° a t  the Gold Mining boom lasted only 70 years, between 1860 
and 1930, and was Si--, S i s c a e  , n , i v  oornpared to the Mining Activities of today. 

• I want the Plan "o a noMedge the longterm economic, social and environmental legacy and the detrimental 
effects of historical m i n i n g  in the District. 

• Of particular concern n me is s'r"nment "The Plan includes pr osions to enable the Council to take the 
presence of minera esc ircps . c o i r t  when assessing proposais for the subdivision, use and 
development of 4.2.2 this gives minno priority over other forms of 
development. I coo A c '  : es navng such a priority. I compateiy disagree with the intention of 
Section 14,2,2 and 'ma t o  i'm a n c v e d  as it is unrepre3enrotme of community values. 

• The Coromandel Penns .a  Buepr - 

, 'moere community vaLes were assessed as not been fully translated 
into the Plan and sustainoble and development and biodiversty growth are not pr oritised. I support the 
council to change the wording ,n ore :DR to uphold these values expressed by Coromandel communities. 

• There is no : n, ic, - o r  o - number of Corooro ode : e s  d e n t s  are opposed to mining, 
TCDC must o t t  - ear history of the 'No ' 0 m g  ceorpaign in Coromandel has 
contributed s ;  c, 

In summary: I require the nian : ) b e : ,  e n d e t h a '  &~ rMnincil activities are pronibitied in all zones and 
overlays or other such r c a t  e c t j n d t h e 1 n q a z j r n e d c c 1  iSection l4toaccurately 
represent the history ci' nno' omontoL 

T h e  specia l  na 'u re  'm : i o  o'm or ..'H . o r o . :  "cbL :s t  1 : :  . ' m o .  esteclally as there is so 
m u c h  e c o n o m i c  ac 

- - 

: c e p e n d e n t  on i r  reputation as a clean green 
hol iday  dest inat ion.  is. J t a  r,%,_. :0 c t  a ! i o w  m i n i n g  i n t o  . : e  P e n i n s u l a ,  as this is contrary 

to tho  '!nJ:iJistrict. 

My lurther cc. 

• Iwould like 

• I would 000s000- n : or 
- .  

to o r  urn 'moo ne a r n o :  submission. 

• '  I would like, : to submit on u R. 

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 (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 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 wthout their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to 
Prohb:t 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. 

• 1  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 irio account when assessing proposals for the subdivision, use and 
development of land'  ( p 7 )  Aic cc vvc  c c  42.2 this gives mnng  prority over other forms of 
deveopment. I oppose Mining Accvces :cavcig such a priority. I conceteiy disagree with the intention of 
Section 142.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentatfve 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 comrnunites, 

• 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 
contrcbuted significantly to our Natural Character. 

In summary: I require the plan to be aniended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in all zones and 
overlays, or other such rehef that has the same e f fec tand  the languace amended in Section 14 to accurately 
represent the history of mmmc and the ncpcoivontoi'. 

The special nature c: \ v : : t s  o b u s t e c t o n  especially as there is so 
much economic revenue and em o imo '  tependent on our reputation as a clean green 

holiday destination, t is vital we do not allow mining into the Peninsula, as this is contrary 
to th '1.. :& :c 'Th; c ' .  t a  T c Coromarde District. 

Myfurtherco... 

• I would like to speac c sc 
• I would consider : e g  a c 'c t i  omhers who have made a similar submission. 

• I would Iiketc tflc .cocci, :o: ,hs :cpc " : t o t o  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 requce the PDP to uphold biod]versity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural LandscaDe, 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). 

• 1 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 :hat the TCDC has recognised the views of tangata whenua on mining in the PDP. 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

• Section 37,4 Note 1 fails to provide any rules for Underground Mining Activities in affected Zones outside the 
access zone. 

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

• 1 support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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oppose  Section 14 - Mining Activities. 

• 1  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 mocern Mining Industry on small communities. 

• I want the TCDC to remove the sentence: "The District has a long history of miring for gold and other 
minerals." (p73), and instead acknowedge that the Gold Mining boom lasted only 70 years, between 1860 
and 1930, and was a small scae inoustry compared to the M n n g  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 Act:vhies having such a priority. I completely disagree with the intention of 
Section 1 4 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 Core mandel communities. 

• There is no acknoviedgnent of the fact that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to mining, 
TCDC must ackno\vledge 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 activioos 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. 

I would like to speak to niv sub-- nsion. 
Iwould consider presenting a j m t  case with othe s who have made a similar submission. 

• I would like to thank the Counc: 'or this oppo submit on the PDP. 

Yours sincerely 

Signature: Date: 

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 dc not allow mining into the Peninsula, as this is contrary 
to the : j  Naa,"a! O a a c c r  oi the Tharnes-Corornandel District. 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 3. 

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, especiafly 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 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 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, 

• 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 v i  have 
a major adverse impact on the unique Conservation Values and Natural Character of the Coromandeu 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 142.2 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 t h e  his tory of mining and the opposition to it. 

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

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

My further 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, 

J / Signature: Date:. 

0•••• 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: CEmail: 

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

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

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

I oppose  Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

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

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

• 1 support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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I oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities. 

• 1 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' cam p g n  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: C' 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: 
.. Email: L C )( 

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

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

• 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: 

f t t 4 i  
k,,Q 

/ 

/ L F t '  L '• 

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 sincerey, 

Signature; Date; 
. 

I 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

to 

Address: 

Phone: Ema1: 
N 

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 p s e  y p a r t  o f  t h e  P r o p o s e d  District Plan (PDP) which allows Mining 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, e s p e c i a y  in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I r o u r e  :He PDP to u bold biodiversity vaLes 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 :n the Secbor 32 SLes. 

• The Objectives and Policies in Section 14 do not reflect community and biodiversity values required by 
Waikato Regional Policy Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Hauraki Gulf Leone 
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 pecpe s homes without their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to 
Prcr L r ssr ' t ivft ipç 1 1 r d e r  people's homes. 

• I n  .CDC has r.. 

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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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

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: 

p p o s e a r : :  P r o j s e d  District Plan (POP) which aUowsMLrg 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION! COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

B requ re t e  POP to uphold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays In the Section 32 Rules. 

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

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

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

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

• . need to L.. c •.... it that the TCDC has recogne. .  . .. ws of tangata whenua on mining in ti 

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

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

• I want the TCDC to amend Section 37,4 Table I of the 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. 

• 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,betwen 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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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: .•.j••• 

Address: 1f 

Phone: 2- 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: 

L o p p o s e  .any part pf t h e  Proposed District Plan (PDP) which allows Mining 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL. RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I recuire the PDP to uchold biodiversity values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Plan to Prohibit 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscaøe, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays n 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 HauraK Gulf Marine 
Park Act (HGMPA). 

• I require the Plan to specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been 
removed without gving 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 ' " i t e s  under people's homes. 

• I need to be c :he TCDC has i ws I he 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: 

b e a  c r f \  
p L&e k. 

• 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 

Signat Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 3 
Address: è \ 

Phone: Email: 

Given the outstanding landscapes and 
e c o l o g y ' f 1 e  

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 of t h e  Proposed District Plan (PDP) which allows Minna 
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 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 peoples homes without their consent, is a threat to our small coastal communities. I want the Plan to 
ProhbP Miriin Activities under people's homes. 

l need tobec u C D C  has r H : u E N S C  vhenua:: 

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: / 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submiss ion  by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: 5 E N  t 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: 

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 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. 

• 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 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 TCDO -ac :gnised e s 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

in the PDP. 

• 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. 

• I want the TCDC to amend  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 be  separa ted  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 reguire 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: 
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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 si 

Signatur Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: 

j 

Email: vi, k f ,.1 
Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula and for the 

benefit of  communities and future generations, w e  need much stronger planning 
regulations to protect our environment from Mining Activities. The POP d o e s  not articulate 

the special Qualities, Values and Natural Character of  the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore: 

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

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

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

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

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

t 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. 

• 1  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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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: C 

Address: Z .T 

Phone: O L / O .  ,. Y En 
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: 

p o s e a n y j t o f t h e  Proposed District Plan (PDP' which allows Minig 
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 
P r r t  ' ' H  es under people's homes. 

e TCDC has r 
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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: 
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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: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: J L [  O 

Address: FT—Phone: 
Email: U 

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: 

l o p p o s e  any part o f  the P r o p o s e d  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. 

l need tobeconfiden has r2 : ; )ftange 

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 cçwrments: 

L 

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: 

1 

c 

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: 

! oppose any_ . r to 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 
Pro"ih Minin- A c t ' - s  'der people's homes. 

'CDC has r : : :  the views 

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: 

4 -lt( 

• 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, 
14~ 

Signature: Date: I i  - 03 - 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: 

Phone: 0 1 —  - . 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 specia l  Qualities, Values and Natural Character o f  the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore: 

I O p p a n  oart o f  the Proposed District P iaJPDP)  which allows Mining 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I reqjire 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 he Section 32 Rules, 

• The Objectives and Policies in Section 14 do not reflect community and biodiversity VSLJeS 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 Mininn A c t h e s  " d e r  people's homes. 

• I need to CDC has r the views of tanga 3 ie 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. 

• 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: 
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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: 114— 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

N•me: 

Address: 

Phone: 

. . 

2_ 

Email: Co. 

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: 

.he Proposed District Plan (PDP) w h c h a  o w s M n i n  q 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I reoure 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 
Prc' iNt Mining Ant" t ies under people's homes. 

e c  at the TCDC has recogniEwsoftanga 

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 reciu ire 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: 
dç --\ 

(COA4 )"To v", 

k-tT''p, I -iD 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 tQ4hank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the PDP. 

Yours sincerely 
t9é 

Signature: Date: Z 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 
- 

Address: 

Phone: C f l  Email: 

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

o p p o s e  any  par t  o f  the Proposed District Plan j D P )  which allows Mining 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL. RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I require the PDP to upho'd biodivershy values expressed in the RMA Section 6. I require the Fan  to Prohibit 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays in the Sechon 32 Rules. 

• The Objectoes 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 
Prc''ibit Mining Ac4vities under people's homes. 

TCD gnh ngata v....r'u 

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 1127

Page 4841



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 bi6diversity 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: 
c \  \ o  1 & c  j -  o.è. 

I vv 
\ -e ' r i  'e ' 0 f l  - 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: Date: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: -' 

Address: C 
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: 

Lpppse 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. l require the Plan to Prohibit 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscane, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays 

' I n  

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' .' 1;- i4s u 'der  people's homes. 

l need toL CDC has r - 
- 

- us c : HiePDP. 

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: I 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Na;ne: 

Address: 

P h o n e : ' '  - 

vQ;1 

Email: I - - 
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 o f  the Proposed District Plan (PDPj which allows Mining 
Activities, includinci underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION. COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I require the PDP .o 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 n Lhe 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. 

• .. CDC has r the vies 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

DP. 

• 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: 
14V5 i C O ( L  ' - ' €  '-4'-1ST KE&P 
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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: 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: I 

Address: 2 
Phone: L )  % Email: 

I 

- t ( 

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 POP d o e s  not articulate 
t he  special  Qualities, Values and Natural Character o f  the Coromandel Peninsula, therefore: 

j g p o s e  any part of the Proposed District Plan ( P e : . h c h  allows Mnin: 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, especially in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I requre 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. 1 want the Plan to 
Prohibit Mining Activities jr'der people's homes. 

• I need to be confider "CDC has r c  : in the PDP, 

I oppose Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

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

access zone. 

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

• I support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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I oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

My further comments: 
b r  Cot7 FOte 7 &  c'vi Fc,r'4ec c i  / W  coz 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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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 

Address: ( (o\ 
J 

Phone: cs Email: 

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

oppose any part of the Proposed District Plan (POP) which allows Mini 
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 M in i r '  A c t i ' : ' s  L-der people's homes. 

• I need to L CDC has r the views o c H.e 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 I of the PDP to state that all Mining Activities are Prohibited 
in all Zones, ncluding 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. I l ls 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 t9 thank the Council for this opportunity to submit on the PDP. 

Yours sincerely, 

Signature: Date: I / 
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de i  £ - Plan 

Ema I: 

G v e n  t h e  o u t s t a n t h n g  landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel P e n i n s u l a  and 
h e n e f t  o f  c o m m u n i t i e s  a'  f u t u r e  generations, w e  n e e d  m u c h  s t r o n g e r  pnnin 
i t :ons  to p r o t e c t  o u  . 

1 n m e n t  from Mining Act iv i t i es ,  T h e  P O P  d o e s  n o t  atic 

s p e o a  C. .1es, \ i e  .in3 and, Na tu ra i  C h a r a c t e r  c l  C o r o m a n d e l  P e n n s u i a .  rhe'efc' 

p p o s e a n p o f  t he  r o p o s e  d District Plan JPD PLw h ch allows Minn 
A o t r r :  , ound mnc'ic, fri the D s :  .. 
CONS ERVJflON, COASTAL RURAL and R E E E N T A L  ZONES. 

• I  recj PL -1phold biodive-se iaiees expressed in the RMA Secto B. vcu re . P anto ProC 
a i  Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays r th Sec.on 32 Rules. 

• re C n n c L  _s and Policies in Section 14 do not reflect community and biodivers t i  vaLeS ran: rec by the 
v a t o  Regional Policy Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Haurce Gulf Marine 

Pa ,4ct (HGMPA). 

• 1  require the Plan 'cc specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been 
removed withcL:t giving adequate protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. I require 
the Coastai 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 
Coromadel Peninsula from all Mining Activities by including all identified Schedule 4 land within the 
Consen,ation 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 
P'ch,bt Mning Activities u ider people's homes. 

• I e -: . . DC has i the views of tang . 

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 t l e  TCDC to amend Section 37.4 Table 1 of the PDP to state that all Mining Activities are Prohibited 
in all Zones. rcludTg prospecting and exploration, or other such relief that has the same effect. 

1 support Quarrying accivines 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: 
l ea  Ve .7VUEcJc1J2 41' /QJiahii- '  ?44:;a L-ft 

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, 

• 4%% 
Signature: .;J.J Date-..- 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 
Submission by 

Name: / LI 

Address: 

Phone: Email: 

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

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

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. 

o 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. 

• 1  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 fuUy 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 acknow edge 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, L'I J 

Signature: Date: / 
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Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Submission by 

Name: 
. 

.. 
I - 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: 

! o p p o s e  any part o f  the Proposed District Plan (PDP) which allows Mijg 
Activities, including underground mining, in the District, e spec iaIy  in 
CONSERVATION, COASTAL, RURAL and RESIDENTIAL ZONES. 

• I require tee 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 
Prehibh NiinFrg Activities under people's homes. 

• 

I oppose  Section 37 - Mining Activities. 

in the PDP, 

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

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

• 1 support Quarrying activities to be separated from Mining Activities to avoid confusion. 
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I oppose Section 14 - Mining Activities. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

In summary: I require the plan to be amended so that all mining activities are prohibitied in all zones and 
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: 2 I 6 ( ¼ 
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Givnr the  outs tanding l andscapes  coo ecology of the Coromandei  Peninsula and for the 
henefh  cx communi t ies  and  future generat ions,  we need m u c h  s t ronger  plani" 

: . t i c n s  o Protect Ou e i i r o n m e n t  from Mining Activities, The POP d o e s  no 2 :  - 
ecia Quaiities Jaiuc and  Natural Character  of thc C o o  .gndei Peninsula 

o p p o s e  a n y  p a r t  o f  the  P r o p o s e d  Distr ict  P lan  (PDF '. c h  a o w s  Mninc 
t d e r  r o u n d  m i n i n c .  in t h e  D i s r . .  s s p e  in 

CONSERVATi%-)N,CS1LL, RURAL and RESIDENTLL ZONES. 

-. ' R '  :o o r o d  u : 2 v : s : 1  v es expressec. c the PM-', eotion 6. C:J re: a Pzar :: Erohu 
all Mining Activities in Outstanding Natural Landscape, Natural Character and Amenity Landscape 
Overlays in the .Seto. 32 Rules. 

• Th D : e c  c.'s and, Policies in Section 14 do not reflect community and b i odhes t '  v a ' e s  re" d 
Regicce c cy Statement (RPS), the Resource Management Act ( ' A I  e 'd  -aur; 

Park ct HG\1PA). 

req re 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 MHng 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 Achy has under people's homes. 

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

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

• Section 37.4 Note I fails to provide any rules for Underground Mining Act t:es H affected Zones outside the 
access zone. 

• I want the TCDC to amend Section 37.4 Table I of the PDP to state that aH 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 o s e _ S e c o n  H n i  Activities. 

• Iwant  the langua-e  S -i 14.1 (Mining to clear " t s  how future mining 

a major adverse iti.pai ' e u " Conservatic i ' 1 u e s  a r c  N : u c a  Character  of the 
must acknowledge tt ad' e ipr s of the mo rn Mining Industry on small communities. 

• .,. :Pe TCDC to r emove :  .: sentence: The District h a s  a long history of mining for gold and other 
mine, als." (p73), and instead acknowledge that the Co:d Mining boom lasted only 70 years, between 1860 
a n a  1930, and  w a s  a small scaie industry compared tc hoe Mining Activities of today. 

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

• Of o a : c o  o '  cc,,-.--ern to m e  is the - 
'The  Plan includes provisio no :0 enable the Ca..r'o'i :0 : 0a the 

"era  - ' e " r c  assess ing p r o p o s e s  for the subdiviscr ,  use 
cc coo' 0t o- a d . "  (p7 k2.2 this gives minic; prorhv over othe - to-ms 

g such a priority. I completeiy d sogr he intention of 
Section 14.2.2 and requ s moved a s  it is unrepresentative of comm : r' alt s, 

• The Coromandel Per, s s'.. ', r tommunity values were a s se s sed ,  h a s  not been  P j a s' 
into the  Plan and s u s t a n b i e  a r  e cnt and biodiversity growth are  not prioritised. I suppo-t Ute 
council to change  the w c ' :  in PDP to uphold these  values expressed by Coromandel communities. 

• There is no acknowledgment of :' e act that a large number of Coromandel residents are opposed to mining, 
TCDC must  acknowledge this, a :oa : .  a 40 year history of the 'No Mining' campaign in Coromandel has 
contributed significantly to our N c u r a  Onaracter. 

In summary: I require the plan to be ame ad s o  that all mining activities are prohibitied in all z o n e s  and 
overlays,  or other s u c h  relief that h a s  the s a m e  effect, and t he  la inquage amended in Section 14 to0 accurately 
represent the history o f  mining and t: a e " o s t i o n  to it. 

T h e  special  nature o f  the Cor o .. warrants robust protection especially a s  there is so 
m u c h  economic  revenue and t -t;: : , m e n t  dependent on our reputation a s  a clean green 

holiday destination. If : 3  vital • c  do  not allow mining into the Peninsula, a s  this is contrary 
to the e 0 iaracter of  the Thames-Coromandel District, 

\"Iy fLvther comT3"s; 

• I would like to speak  to my s'nbr' sc'i. 
• I would consider presenting c'-'t c a s e  with others who have made  a similar submission. 

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

Yoi r s  s-'cere:y. 

Signature Date: 
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P.... 
32 Harington Street 
P0 Box 13055, Tauranga 3141, New Zealand 
T: +64 7 578 0896 II F: +64 7 578 2968 
E: nfo@beca.com /1 www.beca.com 

Thames Coromandel District Council 18 March 2014 
515 Mackay Street 
Thames 

Dear Consents Officer 

NZFS Submission on Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Please find enclosed a submission on the Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan. Please 
accept this as a late submission. 

If you have any queries please don't hesitate to get in touch. 

Yours sincerely 

/ I 

Jotham Alex 
Planner 

on behalf of 

Beca Ltd 
Direct Dial: +64 7 577 3872 
Email: jotham.alex@beca.com 

Our Ref: 4261542 
NZ187414611 0.1 
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Client: New Zealand Fire Service (Contract No. 1074) 

Address: National Headquarters 
P 0  Box 2133 
Wellington 

Attention: Rob Sounders, Joy Campbell nod Stu Rooney 

Details 
Eirvu onmerital Topic. Proposed District Plan 

Application Title: Public Notice of Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan 

Regulation Authority: Thames Coromandel District Council (TCDC) 

Date Notified: 131h December 2013 

Date comments! submissions close: 14th March 2014 

NZFS site which plan relates to: The NZFS property list identifies 9 properties within the Thames Coromandel 
District, located in Puriri (1654), Coromandel (1657), Whangamata (1665), Thames (1655), Tapu (1656), Whitianga 
(1659), Cooks Roach (1661), Hahei (1662) and Tairua (1663). 

Overview 

TCDC has prepared the Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan (the Proposed District Plan). The Proposed 
District Plan is a comprehensive review of the Operative Thames Coromandcl District Plan. TCDC has stated that 
the Proposed District Plan is intended to be more user-friendly, reduce 'red tape' and to encourage economic 
development. 
In addition, new legislation requirements have been incorporated from the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement, 
Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act, the Proposed Waikato Regional Policy Statement and amendments to the Resource 
Management Act. Objectives and Policies have changed, zones, rules and standards have also changed. A 
reviewed Code of Practice for Subdivision and Developrient was introduced in 2013 as well as a policy guide to 
settlement development arid growth. 
Relevant NZFS Contact/Comment 

Region 2 Principal Advisor Fire Risk Management Megan Dromgool was contacted. She torworded this on to 
Brent Mortensen who has agreed with the recommendation to make a submission. 

Implications fo r  NZFS Risk: 

The issues for the NZ.FS in this instance are. Medium 
• The omission of'Emergencv Service facilities' and 'Realistic Fire Training Buildings' 

from the definitions and activity lists of all sections of the Proposed District Plan. 
• The storage of extra containers of fire-fighting substances is not included in Section 

36 
• Section 27.2 - Kopu to Thames Structure Plan, Table One - Three Waters 

Infrastructure Requirements (1) All Zones, Upgrade Requirements: (a) 'One 

Coca //18 March 2014 // Page 1 
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uricitional 5,000m reservoir for tire fighting storage is required to service the entire 
Structure Plan Area: and 27.2,7 Kaiwhenua Rules: Rule 10: Water infrastructure is a 
Permitted Activity 

• Section 273.1 - Matarangi Structure Plan Rule 4, Water Supply (ii) Treated water 
storage and reticulation capacity sufficient for 1 peak day demand and reticulation of 
2.8 m3 per lot per day maximum instantaneous flow to meet domestic and firefighting 
requirements' 

• Section 38.7 Subdivision Assessment Standards, Matters and Criteria: Table 
3(1)(b) Stormwater, Wastewater and Water Services: States that Adequate water 
supply (suitable for domestic, commercial or industrial consumption based on 
zoning) must be provided for each lot and I or building.' Adherence to the SNZ PAS 
4509:2008 is not required for Permitted Activities however it is included as an 
assessment criteria for Council for Restricted Discretionary Activities in Table 5, 
Matter 3(b) 
• Table 5, Matter 5: Roads and access: SNZ PAS 4509:2008 is referenced, 

which sets the standard for road dimensions. 
• Section 394, Table 7, Matter 6(a) Whether the internal access or private way 

allows for access by double axle trucks including emergency vehicles if the lot 
or activity is more than 50m away from the road' 

• Rule 4: Emergency Service Training - Permitted Activity in Sections 42, Rule 4; 
Section 44, Rule 2; Section 46, Rule: Section 47, Rule 2: Section 48, Rule 2; 
Section 51, Rule 6; Section 52, Rule 1; Section 53, Rule 1; Section 54, Rule 2: 
Section 55, Rule 1; Section 56, Rule 4; Section 57, Rule 4; Section 58, Rule 5; 
Section 59, Rule 5. 

• Building Height: 
• Section 42: 10m (Table 3.3) 
• Section 44: 1 O (Table 4.1(f) 
• Section 46:15m (Table 2.6) 
• Section 47: 10m (Table 3.3) 
• Section 48: 8m (Table 4.8) 
• Section 49: 10m (Table 3.2) 
• Section 50: 6m (Table 4.2) 
• Section 51: 12m (Table 5.2) 
• Section 52: 10m (Table 4.2) 
• Section 53: 6m (Table 5.2) 
• Section 54: 8m (Table 4.1) 
• Section 55: 12m (Table 3.1) 
• Section 56: 8m (Table 6.4) 
• Section 57: 8m (Table 6.5) 
• Section 58: 8m (Table 4.6) 
• Section 59: 10m (Section 59.8, Table 5.7) 
o 

• Noise: 
• Section 42: 65 dB (Table 2.4) 
• Section 44: 65 dB (Table 3.4) 
• Section 46: 65 dB (Table 3.4) 
• Section 47: 65 dB (Table 2.4) 
• Section 48: 65 dB (Table 3.4) 
• Section 49: 70 dB (Table 2.2) 
• Section 50: 65 dB (Table 3) 
• Section 51: 65 dB (Table 2.4) 
• Section 52: 65 dB (Table 3.4) 
• Section 53: 65 dB (Table 4.4) 
• Section 54: 65 dB (Table 3.4) 
• Section 55: 65 dB (Table 2.4) 
• Section 56: 65 dB (Table 5.4) 
• Section 57: 65dB (Table 5.4 
• Section 58: 65dB (Tuble 3.1) 

Section 59:65dB_(Sectton 59. Tebte34) 
R e c o m m e n d e d  P l a n n i n g  Action 

It is recommended that a submission is made to, 
• Request the inctusian of the terms Emergency Service facilitice'anrl Realistic Fire Training Huildings' in 

the definitions of the plan. 
• Request the storage of extra containers of fire fighting foam is added as a Permitted Activity in Section 

36. 
• Request that all rules relating to water supply for non-reticulated areas comply with SNZ PAS 4509:2008. 

Where there are no relevant rules, it will be requested that such rules are incorporated. 
• Support Table 5.5 in Section 38.7 and the reference to SNZ PAS 4509:2008; 
• Request that all rules relating to access require compliance with SNZ PAS 4509:2008; 
• Support Section 39.4, Table 7.6(a) 

Beca II 18 March 2014!! Page 2 
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I A PUB I 1 s  r 

I.. 

To: Thames Coromandel District Council 

Submission on: Thames Coromandel Proposed District Plan 

Name of submitter: New Zealand Fire Service Commission (The Commission) 

Address: Cl- Beca Ltd 
P0 Box 903 
TAURANGA 3140 

This is a submission on the Proposed Thames Coromandel District Plan (The Plan) 

The specific parts of the Plan that the Commission's submission relates to are: 

Aspects of the Plan that may impact upon the operations of the Commission - specifically: 

• The inclusion of definitions for 'Emergency Service Facilities and 'Realistic Fire Training 

Buildings' in the Definitions and Activity Tables for all zones of the Plan (Part 1 Section 3 

and Sections 40 - 59); 

The storage of hazardous substances (Section 36); 

• Rules regarding water supply (Sections 27.2, 27.3.5 and 38); 

• Rules regarding vehicle access (Sections 38.7 and 39.4); 

• Rules regarding Emergency Service Training (Sections 42, 44, 46, 47, 48, 51, 52, 53, 54, 

55, 56, 57, 58 and 59); 

• Standards regarding building height (Sections 42, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 

56, 57, 58 and 59); and 

• Noise standards (Sections 42, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58 and 59) 

The Commissions submission is: 

The purpose of the Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act or RMA) is to promote the sustainable 

management of natural and physical resources, where sustainable management means managing 

Beca //18 March 2014// Page 4 
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t h e e ,  d evelqpm of natural and physical resources in a way, or rate, which 

enables people and communities to provide for their social, economic and cultural wellbeing and for 

their health and safety. The establishment and operation of fire stations across the district as well as 
the adequate provision of fire fighting water supply and adequate access for fire fighting appliances 

in new subdivisions and development are important in achieving the purpose of the RMA. 

Definitions 

Definitions for 'Emergency Service Facilities' and 'Realistic Fire Training Buildings' need to be 

added to Part 1, Section 3 - Definitions in order to provide for the establishment of new fire stations 

and to add clarity for resource consent applications for existing fire stations. The Commission 

supports the inclusion of 'Emergency Service Training' however it is also important that 'Realistic 

Fire Training Buildings' are defined to streamline the training of fire fighters. 

Activities 

'Emergency Service Facilities' should be included as a Permitted Activity in Tables 41.3, 42.3, 45.3, 

46.3, 47.3, 49.3, 55.3 and 56.3 and as a Controlled Activity in Tables 43.3, 44.3, 48.3, 50.3, 51 .3, 

52.3, 53,3, 54.3, 57.3, 58.3 and 59.3 in order to facilitate the establishment of fire stations across 
the District. 

'Realistic Fire Training Buildings' should be included as a Discretionary Activity in Tables 46.3 and 

47.3 in order for training buildings to be established under Council's discretion. 

The inclusion of these activities will add certainty for applicants and streamline the resource consent 

process. 

Hazardous Substances 

Fire stations need to store a number of items to supply crews and vehicles attending emergencies. 

One such item is fire fighting foam. This is an essential product for fire stations to store however it is 

also a hazardous substance. Provision should be made for fire-fighting foam to be stored in extra 

containers at fire stations. A note should be added to Section 36.6 Rule 5, excluding Emergency 

Service Activities from having to comply with Section 36.6 Table 3. 

Water Supply 

The Commission is concerned with the safety of residents living in Thames Coromandel District and 

wishes to be able to respond as rapidly as possible in the event of an emergency. To achieve this 

objective, each residential dwelling needs to have a sufficient supply of water on site for the 

emergency services to use to combat a fire. This is especially important for dwellings located in 

rural areas beyond the reach of Council's reticulated water supply. Accordingly, the NZFS Fire 

Fighting Water Supplies Code of Practice (SNZ PAS 4509:2008) needs to be included in Sections 

27 and 38 as a standard to be complied with for subdivision. It is acknowledged that SNZ PAS 
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4509:2008 is included as an assessment criteria for Restricted Discretionary Activities which is 

supported by the Commission however it should also be a standard in its own right. This will require 

adequate water supply that is fundamental to the Commissions ability to respond to fires, potentially 

reducing harm on property and human life. 

Access 

It is essential that fire trucks are able to pass through roads and accessways in order to reach 

emergencies. Fire trucks generally require a width and height clearance of 4m to pass through. 

Appropriate access design can be incorporated through adoption of SNZ PAS 4509:2008. The 

Commission therefore supports Section 38,7 Table 5.5 and the reference to SNZ PAS 4509:2008. 

SNZ PAS 4509:2008 should also be referred to in Section 39.4, Table 7.6(a). 

Emergency Service Training 

Training is an essential part of the Commissions activities, to ensure crews are prepared for 

emergencies when they occur. The Commission therefore supports the inclusion of Emergency 

Service Training' as a Permitted Activity throughout all sections of the Plan. 

Building Height 

Fire Stations are generally constructed to a height of at least 8m - 9m. This height is required to 

allow adequate clearance for fire trucks and specialist equipment. The Commission therefore 

supports the height limits throughout all zones, ranging from a maximum of 8m to 15m. 

Noise 

Fire trucks typically exceed the noise rules for most zones when they engage their sirens. Fire 

stations in rural areas may switch on sirens to alert volunteer fire fighters to come to the fire station 

in the event of an emergency and these may also exceed the noise rules for the zones throughout 

the district. 

Exclusions for Emergency Service Facilities therefore need to be inserted after the noise tables in 

Sections 42, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58 and 59 to ensure Emergency 

Service Facilities are able to respond to emergencies without breaching the noise rules. 

The NZFS seeks the following decision from the consent authority: 

The additions sought are shown underlined and the deletions sought are shown struck through: 

1. Insert anew definition in Section 3 of the Plan for 'Emergency Service Facilities' to read as 
follows: 

Beca //18 March 2014/i Page 6 
4261542/i NZ1846859O8 08 
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'Emergency Service Facilities -means those facilities of authorities which are 
responsible for the safety and welfare of the people and property in the community 

and includes fire stations, ambulance stations and police stations' 

2. Insert a new definition in Section 3 of the Plan for 'Realistic Fire Training Buildings' to read 

as follows: 

'Realistic Fire Training Buildings - means buildings that are regularly set on fire for 

the purpose of training firefighters' 

3. Insert 'Emergency Service Facilities' as a Permitted Activity in Tables 41.3, 42.3, 45.3, 46.3, 

47,3, 49.3, 55.3 and 56.3 and as a Controlled Activity in Tables 43.3, 44.3, 48.3, 50.3, 51 .3, 

52.3, 53.3, 543, 573, 58.3 and 59.3 

4. Insert 'Realistic Fire Training Buildings' as a discretionary activity in Tables 46.3 and 47.3. 

5. Amend Section 36.6 Rule 5 to include 'Emergency Service Facility' to the Permitted Activity 

list to read as follows: 

RULE 5 Hazardous facility 

1. A hazardous facility, excluding Rule 6, is a permitted activity provided: 

a) It is firefighting foam stored at an Emergency Service Facility for use in 

emergencies; or 

The aggregate quantity of the hazardous substance is within the range 
specified in Table 3 for a permitted activity; and 

It meets the standards in Table 4 at the end of Section 36. 

6. Amend Section 27.2, Table 1.1 to read as follows: 

Zone and 

Catchment 

Upgrade requirements 

a,) One Additional water storage 

for firefichfino ournoses in accordance with SNZ PAS 4509:2008 is required to service 

the entire Structure Plan Area; and 

IAll Zones 
b) An upgrade to the existing mains pipe reticulation from 150 mm to 250 mm is 

required to service additional development in the Industrial Areas and Residential 

Areas. 

7. Amend Section 27.3.5, Rule 4 - Water Supply and Reticulation ii) to read as follows: 

Baca II 18 M e ' h  2 0 "  1/ Par' 7 
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ii) Treated water storage and reticulation capacity for each lot shall be &uffk4ant--fbF 

i!3&tan4aeou&4lew in accordance with SNZ PAS 4509:2008 to meet domestic and 
firefighting requirements; and 

8. Amend Section 38 Rule 6 to read as follows: 

1. Subdivision creating one or more additional lots in the Recreation Area or Road 

Zone is a controlled activity provided it meets the ndards in Table 3 

2. The Council reserves its control over matters 1 8  in Table 4 at the end of Section 

38. 

9. Amend Table 3.1b)to read as follows: 

b) I Adequate water supply (suitable for firefighting in accordance with SNZ PAS 4509:2008 and for 

domestic, commercial or industrial consumption based on zoning) must be provided for each lot 

and/or building. 

10. Retain Section 387, Table 5.5c). 

11. Amend Section 39.4, Table 7.6(a) to read as follows: 

Whether the internal access or private way allows for access by double axle trucks including 
a) 

emergency vehicles if the lot or activity is more than 50 m away from the road, in accordance with 
SNZ PAS 4509:2008. 

12. Retain 'Emergency Service Training' as a Permitted Activity in Sections 42, Rule 4; Section 

44, Rule 2; Section 46, Rule ; Section 47, Rule 2; Section 48, Rule 2; Section 51, Rule 6; 

Section 52, Rule 1; Section 53, Rule 1; Section 54, Rule 2; Section 55, Rule 1; Section 56, 

Rule 4; Section 57, Rule 4; Section 58, Rule 5; and Section 59, Rule 5. 

13. Retain the 'Maximum Building Height' standards in Section 42: Table 3.3; Section 44: Table 

4.1(f); Section 46: Table 2.6; Section 47: Table 3.3; Section 48: Table 4,8; Section 49: 

Table 3.2; Section 50: Table 4.2; Section 51: Table 5.2; Section 52: Table 4.2; Section 53: 

Table 5.2; Section 54: Table 4.1; Section 55: Table 3.1; Section 56: Table 6.4; Section 57: 

Table 6.5; Section 58: Table 4.6; Section 59; and Section 59.8: Table 5.7. 

14. Insert an exemption for 'Emergency Service Facilities' from the noise standards In Section 

42: Table 2.4; Section 44: Table 3.4; Section 46: Table 3.4; Section 47: Table 2.4; Section 

48: Table 3.4; Section 49: Table 2.2; Section 50: Table 3; Section 51: Table 2.4; Section 52: 

Table 3.4; Section 53: Table 4.4; Section 54: Table 3.4; Section 55: Table 2.4; Section 56: 

Table 5.4; Section 57: Table 5.4; Section 58: Table 3.1; Section 59: Section 59, Table 3.4), 

to read as follows: 

r c 1 8 v  h'14llPac'" 
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NOTE: The noise standards in the table above do not apply to Emergency Service 

Facilites 

The Commission wishes to reserve the right to be heard in support of their submission. 

7-1 

Address: Beca Carter Hollings & Ferner Ltd 
P0  Box 903 
TAURANGA 3140 

Email: j 

Phone: 07,-,77 2872 
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