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Please note that if you are a person who could gain an advantage in frade competition through the submission, your right to make a
submission may be limited by Clause 6 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991,

If you require further information about the Proposed District Plan please visit the Council website www.tcdc.govi.nz/dpr
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Proposed District Plan from Ross, Hamish

Submission 9

Introduction

We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Hamish

Last Name: Ross

Street:305 Clifton Road
Suburb:RD 1

City:Howick

Country:NZ

PostCode: 2571

Daytime Phone: 021 939 719
Mobile: 021 939 719

eMail: ross.h@xtra.co.nz
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
@ lam ¢ | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
(& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions
Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013 > PART VIII - ZONE RULES > Section 41 - Coastal Living Zone
" Support

(= Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
The maximum permitted height on all designated beach amenity areas be reduced to 6m to allow only single story development. THIS SUBMISSION REPLACES MY ONLINE SUBMISSION DATED 15 Jan 2013

Reason for Decision Requested

1. A reduced maximum height will ameliorate the visual and shading impact of multi-story development on the beach reserves and foreshores. 2. The will provide a greater opportunity for community sharing of a
natural resource - light and views - in short creating a stadium effect in relation to the beachfront resource. 3. Current development experience is that beachfront properties are developed to their maximum
allowable limits and the creation of a visual strip of multi-story block like properties recreates an undesirable visual wall between residences and breach front reserves - for an example see picture attached.

Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013 > PART VIl - ZONE RULES > Section 41 - Coastal Living Zone
¢ Support

{~ Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?

Reason for Decision Requested

Attached Documents

File

IMG_1111
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Proposed District Plan from Herzog, Stephan

Submission 10

Introduction

We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Stephan

Last Name: Herzog

Street:1 Utostrasse
Suburb:Baden

City:Baden
Country:Switzerland
PostCode: 5400

Daytime Phone: 97142123502
Mobile: 971505576114

eMail: sherzog@ae.estee.com
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
@ lam ¢ | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
(& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions
Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013 > PLANNING MAPS
" Support

(= Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?

In regards to Planning Map 24D: Among others the planning Map 24D covers the properties that are commonly known as Isles Estate along Pumpkin Hill Road, Tairua. My wife and | own two properties there,
Pumpkin Hill 180 (LOT 9 DPS 86161) and 210 (LOT 1 DP 424039). We kindly request the following change to the planning map as it relates to the aforementioned properties: LOT 9 DPS 86161: The natural
character overlay on the property should be reduced to reflect properly the areas that have been cleared of bush many years ago and is currently grass (see supporting document). LOT 1 DP 424039: The natural
character overlay on the property should be limited to the area that is still bush and properly reflect the grass area (that has existed for many years) on the property without a natural character overlay (see
supporting document).

Reason for Decision Requested

The requests above would rectify the different treatment of the properties along Pumpkin Hill Road in regards to the natural character overlay. The natural character overlay is only covering the areas on other Isle
Estate properties that are still in its natural bush state. All grass or otherwise cultivated areas and house sites are excluded from the natural character overlay . This is not the case for property LOT 1 DP 424039 and
only partially the case for property LOT 9 DPS 86161.

Attached Documents

File

NZ Submission Map 24D
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Proposed District Plan from Knox, andGary

Submission 11

Introduction

We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: andGary

Last Name: Knox

On behalf of: Note: The address automatically generated by choosing "Import From Profile" is of the affected property. We do not live there yet as unable to build under the
existing or proposed disrtrict scheme. Th
Street:237 Paku Drive

Suburb:Tairua

City:Waikato

Country:New Zealand

Daytime Phone: 094792072

Mobile: 022 025 6699

eMail: knoxy@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
€ lam & | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
(& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions
Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013
¢ Support

(s Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?

In regard to what was Coastal Village, soon to become known as Coastal Living, The existing and Proposed District Plan fail to consider the effects of restricting maximum building heights since changed from
original plan when we purchased our dream retirement section about 30 years ago. Specifically it fails where ground is not level, especially in slopes above 25 degrees. The effect is that we are unable to build
even a carport without seeking resource consent, paying extortionate bribes to several neighbours, and even then it may become notifiable which we can not afford. This is because the slope of the land would
require a few poles that would infringe the 8m restriction, even though we can build below the height of the boundary with affected neigbours whose living floor level is a further 6m above that boundary. The
neighbours have protected view shafts and do not want us to build anyway. Even a Geotech Report by Engineers resulted in a threatened abatement notice for unauthorised earthworks. Cut and fill is not viable
because of geology, and is also undesireable because of reduced daylight. Coastal Cut & Fill is fraught with risk as the past Mayor of Manukau, Barry Curtis discovered when his house slipped into the sea. If we can
float a modest platform above the native bush it would be desireable. It is accepted that the Plan is sensible for flat land. We had difficulty in finding a solution to our dilemma without compromising Council's
need to control maximum height on level ground. Based on the expectation that on level ground it would be a max height of 8m above original ground level with further requirement to comply with height to
boundary limits, we suggest the following: "The maximum height shall be 8m as determined by measuring up from the highest point, providing that height to boundary controls are observed." This would mean
nothing changes for level ground, but longer poles required on sloping sections or those with gullys would not require Resource Consent or risk becoming notifiable. Something that would make building
unaffordable. | have an 85yr old mother and a daughter with schizophrenia who does a marvellous job of looking after her Nana. They both would love to live there. | am 63. Neighbours will not get any structure
any higher in relation to their boundary than 8m, as is the case currently for level ground. We are open to suggestions from Council Planners if they can suggest a simpler solution.

Reason for Decision Requested
We wish to proceed with building our dream retirement home.

Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013
¢ Support

= Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
the maximum height of 8m in coastal living zone

Reason for Decision Requested Page 30
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Proposed District Plan from Knox, andGary

To make building a simple dwelling on half acre of land a possibility, now not possible because of height reastictions not being practical on sloping land

Submission 11

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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Proposed District Plan from Slater, Mike

Submission 12

Introduction
We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Slater

Street:2/6 Taranaki Road
Suburb:Kohimarama

City:Auckland

Country:New Zealand

PostCode: 1071

Daytime Phone: 021747310

Mobile: 021747310

eMail: mikeslaterdayo@hotmail.com
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
@ lam ¢ | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
(& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Attached Documents

File

District plan submission
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DISTRICT PLAN SUBMISSION

Referring to Section 28.1.1 and 28.1.1 of the Proposed District Plan

Historically all residents on the Northern Boundary of the Pauanui Airfield have had to
comply with a 1:5 height restriction, measured from the Airfield side Boundary ie
boundary fence , and extending back 45m. This was for the duel purpose of protecting
the Airfield for future night operations and more importantly to ensure existing property
amenity levels. ( I have this in writing from the Pauanui/Tirua Area Manager.)

Due to Council errors or oversights on 3 occasions in Ocean Air Drive this rule has been
overlooked causing already 3 infringments on the “Existing Amenity Levels,” which has
had a negative effect on all of us.

Therefore Due to:
1. The potential development of the 3 remaining properties on Ocean Air Drive
21,27,29 to build two storey /8m high houses, only 12m from the Airfield
Boundary.
and
2. Existing home owners to lift their homes to two stories

The District Plan should retain the current 1:5 height rule for 45m to truly protect the
“Existing Amenity Levels,” currently enjoyed by the existing ratepayers, who have built
with a reasonable expectation, that this rule would remain enforced.

This also effects the properties on the Northern side of Braddock Drive which have
already been built two stories ,this being high enough to enjoy ocean views down the
runway. Their views would be adversely affected as well as their rateable value by a
change in the height restriction. Allowing 2 story (8m ) houses in the runway properties.

Submission 12
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Proposed District Plan from Browne, Philip Submission 13

Introduction

We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.

There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.

By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.

Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Philip

Last Name: Browne
Street:172 Kaitemako Road
Suburb:Welcome Bay
City:Tauranga

Country:New Zealand
PostCode: 3175

Daytime Phone: 0272778727
eMail: philip@ksl.org.nz
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ 1 could @ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
@& lam € | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Attached Documents

File

Re Submission Draft District Plan
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Submission 13

Re proposed TCDC District Plan—Submission.

Reference Part 3 C Consultation

The proposed plan to change the zone on Hahei Beach Road (i.e. 132, 94 and 111
Hahei Beach Rd) from ‘Rural’ to ‘Rural Lifestyle’ are opposed on the basis that no
consideration has been demonstrated regarding waste water and water supply options
to the Wigmore Stream properties.
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From: Bruce Baker [bruce.baker@tcdc.govt.nz] .
Sent: Tuesday, 4 February 2014 8:08:39 a.m. Submission 13
To: Lisa Madgwick

Subject: FW: Submission on Proposed District Plan

FYI

From: Philip Browne [mailto:philip@ksl.org.nz]
Sent: Tuesday, 4 February 2014 8:06 a.m.

To: Bruce Baker

Subject: RE: Submission on Proposed District Plan

Hi Bruce
Your assumption is correct. | don’t have time to fill out the submission form, so if you can’t accept as is, then just can my submission.
Cheers

Philip

From: Bruce Baker [mailto:bruce.baker@tcdc.govt.nz]
Sent: Monday, 3 February 2014 1:35 p.m.

To: Philip Browne

Subject: Submission on Proposed District Plan

Good afternoon Philip

Council has received your submission on the Proposed District Plan. Thanks for taking the time to lodge a submission and use the
TCDC website to do so.

You have stated your opposition to a change of zone on Hahei Beach Road from 'Rural’ to 'Rural Lifestyle' and included your reasons
for opposing this zone.

Council is required to notify a summary of decisions sought in submissions, but your submission does not state the decision you are
seeking from Council.

The quickest way to do this is to reply by email, stating the decision you seek from Council on your submission.

Having read your submission, | have assumed that you agree with the current Rural Zone, but this may not be correct and we would
be grateful for your advice on this.

| have attached a submission for to show what is needed in 'Your Submission' on this form.
| hope | have explained this clearly. Please call or email if you have any questions.

Regards

Bruce Baker
Senior Policy Planner

Thames-Coromandel District Council
Private Bag, 515 Mackay Street, Thames
T 07 868 0200 F 07 868 0234

E bruce.baker@tcdc.govt.nz

W www.tcdc.govt.nz

The contents of this e-mail may be CONFIDENTIAL OR LEGALLY PRIVILEGED, and is intended only for the persons named above. If this e-mail is not addressed to
you, you must not use, read, distribute or copy this document. If you have received this document by mistake, please call us and destroy the original.

TCDC uses Microsoft Office 2010 software - if sending documents created in other versions please ensure that the files being sent are compatible with Office 2010.
Please consider the planet before printing out this email. Thank you.
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Proposed District Plan from Severinsen, Alexander

Submission 14

Introduction
We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Alexander

Last Name: Severinsen
Street:389 Mill Rd

Suburb:

City:

Country:

PostCode: 4286

Daytime Phone: 6468556807
Mobile: 6468556807

eMail: lex@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
@ lam ¢ | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
€ Submitter
€ Agent
& Both

Agent Details

Agent Name: Dean Jenkins

Agent Organisation: Waitete Bay Co Ltd

Agent Postal Address: (mandatory) 31 Harris Street, Pukekohe 2120
Agent Phone: 092984052

Agent Mobile: 021329832

Agent eMail: dean@jrcontracting.co.nz

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013 > PART Il - OVERLAY ISSUES, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES > Section 8 - Historic Heritage: Archaeological Sites; Maori Cultural Sites;
Historic Heritage Items and Historic Heritage Areas

" Support

(s Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
| oppose the Heritage status for the Shell Bach. Bach 4/ former Island View Lodge general store File 1057/86

Reason for Decision Requested

The bach is a junky building added on to 4 times, and the only reason it could be "Heritage" is the collection of undersize pauas and scallops on the outside. Mr Whitehouse is lucky that "Coastwach" wasn't on TV
in 1961 or he may have been caught on it with a fuzzy-looking face! | like the shells...you like the shells. But if it looks like it will be a heritage building | will knock them all off. It will take about 10 mins as it's really
rickerty. | don't want the hassle and expense of owning a "Heritage" building. If it's NOT a heritage building we'll keep it as it is for ages...just as you're trying to do...If it IS to be heritage, then the shells are
immediately OFF!!! and we all lose out. Cheers Lex

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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Proposed District Plan from Severinsen, Angela

Submission 15

Introduction

We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Angela

Last Name: Severinsen
Organisation: Watete Bay Co Ltd
Street:389 Mill Road

Suburb:RD 1

City:Takapau

Country:New Zealand

PostCode: 4286

Daytime Phone: 06 8556807
Mobile: 027 4605797

eMail: angelasev123@gmail.com
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
& lam € | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
€ Submitter
€ Agent
& Both

Agent Details

Agent Name: Dean Jenkins

Agent Organisation: Waitete Bay Co Ltd

Agent Postal Address: (mandatory) 31 Harris Street, Pukekohe 2120
Agent Phone: 09 2386673

Agent Mobile: 021 329832

Agent eMail: dean@jrcontracting.co.nz

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013 > PART Il - OVERLAY ISSUES, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES > Section 8 - Historic Heritage: Archaeological Sites; Maori Cultural Sites;
Historic Heritage Items and Historic Heritage Areas

 Support

(s Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
1057/86 Shell Bach Opposing proposed heritage status.

Reason for Decision Requested

| would like to address the Architectual and Historic Significance as outlined in the Historic Heritage Item Record Form. Architectual Significance- The Bach was the former camp shop ( my husband used to buy
sweets there as a child) but is not in its original form. The Bach had been "modified" many times when owned by Neil Whitehouse. The Bach was mostly built from car cases from Thames.(The back wall of the
kitchen is lined with aluminium from same said car cases). While doing repairs we have found all manner of materials used ( untreated pine,rimu, driftwood. The plumbing had galvanised joined to copper joined
to plastic, and all different sizes) No wonder nothing worked! The Bach is at best Quaint, but has been "Jerry built" (built in a makeshift and insubstantial manner). We enjoy the "Retro" look, but do not want the
inconvenience and hassle of of a Heritage status, it is quite un-necessary! Historic Significance- The association with the history of the Whitehouse family is not something that is particularly worth preserving. Both
Neil and Chris Whitehouse were accused of some very "unsavoury" crimes. Chris committed suicide while in the Shell-Bach. | strongly oppose the Shell-Bach's inclusion in the Heritage register.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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3 ) Organisation (if relevant)

L

Submission Form

Form 5 Clause 6 of the First Schedule to the Resource Management Act 1901

Your submission can be:

Online: www.tcdc.govi.nz/dpr
) Using our online submissions form
Posted to: Thames-Coromandel District Council
Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan
Private Bag, Thames 3540

Attention: District Plan Manager
Email to: customer.services@tcdc.govi.nz
Delivered to: Thames-Coromandel District Council, 515 Mackay Street, Thames

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

Submitter Details

Full Name(s) ’(—E QKY Ardh ?F\TRE CiA H ﬁ\f 90 N

Fnail Address T @AC Y @ C_fﬁc Lo N2 —
Postal Address d/'—' @09’5 g-h-’\b\‘ mMAan ?‘O\ &X “ 683 EI(US’{A{
Avcklavd 1542

Mtraae (0] 579 4204 (M maene. O [ F25 3269

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

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

PRIVACY ACT 1993

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

Pagelof2 ”"WII"l”ml‘I"‘mmm|mmHI“IMII‘"”"”H“II’ ‘ . wwwitede. govt.ns/dpr Vor2o1211 District Plan Submission Form 5
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I,

Submission

Your Submission

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

The  listing %l our  progesdy A 113 (aptan Cook 1?040(’,-
Cooks Bearh ~as o Histeac Herttage e (Ne. 26 )
avd  fhe  reddvictiews  that Hen apply in Rules 3i-b

My submission is:
(clearly state whether you SUPPORT or OPPOSE specific parts of the Proposed District Plan or wish to have amendments made, giving
reasons for your view)

I support D oppose E{ the above plan provision.
Reasons for my views:

Cee  afteched <beet

)

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

Retained [___l Deleted M Amended D as follows:

Proposed District Plan Hearing

Iwish to be heard in support of my submission. MY D N

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

Signature of submitter M Date %01/4 ,20 A’

M 7
Person making the submission, or authon‘sLMn on behalf of an organisation making the submission.

iy irade Competition

Please note that if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competifion through the submission, your right to make a
submission may be limited by Clause 6 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

I could gain an advantage in frade competition through this submission. D Y ‘er

If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission please complete the foliowing:
I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that —
a) adversely affects the envirecnment; and

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

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

THAMES-COROMANDEL DISTRICT COUNCIL
Private Bag, 515 Mackay Street, Thames 3540 THAMES

phome: (7 868 0200 | fax: 07 868 (1234 COROMANDEL

DISTRICT COUNCIL
—

customer.services@tcde.govt.nz | www.tcdc.govt.nz

Page2of2

Page 40

www.icde.govt.nz/dpr V01201211 District Plan Submission Forms

16



Submission 16

TERRY AND PATRICIA HAYDON
SUBMISSION

Our house at 113 Captain Cook Road, Cooks beach has absolutely no historic
heritage value sufficient to justify it being registered as such in the District Plan, and
carrying the restrictions that then apply to it.

The bach that we bought in the early 1980s had already been modified from its
original state when it was owned by Kevin Male, but when we bought it, it leaked
like a sieve, and required significant renovation. However, in the last few years, we
have significantly upgraded the property changing its layout, changing the internal
stairs {at Council request}, adding large balconies and major new piling to the
building.

The building is accordingly nothing like the building that was constructed by Kevin
Male.

The concept of regulatory control of the building is an anathema to the bach culture
of which it is part, whereby regular changes are the norm, to update the structures,
and to accommodate the changing human ownership and desires/needs that they
generate.

I wish to register my frustration and anger that after communication with senior
Council staff, about the matter, and I understand their recommendation that the
heritage claim on 113 be withdraw that their recommendation was overridden by
what can only be described as a third party interest that did not appreciate or take
any consideration of the human factor, stress and cost this has caused both my wife
and 1, particularly my wife.

We were never consulted or any approach made to us by the party suggesting that
113 had heritage value. If the party concerned had taken the trouble to contact us
we could have openly explained or even shown the extent of the alterations that
have been both necessary and desired to the original building.

if there is any significance in the previous ownership of the property by Kevin Male,
{which | dispute as the only recollection that | can remember or find was that he was
a one shop Newmarket retailer} that couid be recognised in a brochure containing
such references, if they can be found and verified, rather than through formal
registration in the District Plan?

| also wish to bring to the Panels attention the cost that this matter and particulariy
the way it has been handled by the academics has bestowed on me and my wife,
both human-and financial.
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Submission 16

9 | am left with no alternative but to seek legal assistance in this matter and will have
to engage a lawyer to attend, with me, the proposed hearing due to the
complexities of the legislation and far reaching effect this could have on my family.
This will entail at least a full day and incidentals costs for a senior advisor or counsel
to accompany me from Auckland to the future hearing. | find this totally
unreasonable and lack any care or thoughts of ratepayer’s rights or support of same.

10 It is my opinion the human and financial cost of the consenting process involved as a
result of registration in the Plan far cutweighs the public benefits (if any) of such
listing, and if the controls are to be imposed, then a scheme should be established to
compensate owners for it, and to provide financial relief for any consenting process
that may be required.

11 We accordingly seek to have the listing of our property cancelled, as recommended
by senior Council staff and changes made to the provisions of the Plan to ensure that
owners are properly compensated. We also request that provision is made to cover
financial costs that will be imposed upon owners by what appears to be the result of
un-researched and unilateral registration without any consultation with the owner.

Terry and Patricia Haydon

8/02/2014

/At
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Proposed District Plan from Hemara, David

Submission 17

Introduction
We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: David

Last Name: Hemara
Street:25 Oakley Avenue
Suburb:Claudelands
City:Hamilton
Country:New Zealand
PostCode: 3214

Mobile: 027 275 2472
eMail: dhemara@lic.co.nz
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ 1 could @ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
@& lam € | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Attached Documents

File

TCDC Submission on Draft District Plan Feb 2014
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Re: proposed TCDC District Plan—Submission.

Reference Part 3 C Consultation — Hahei zone change

This submission opposes the proposed plan to change the zone on Hahei Beach Road
(i.e. 132,94 and 111 Hahei Beach Rd) from ‘Rural’ to ‘Rural Lifestyle’.

My reason for opposing the change at this time is that there appears to be a
complete lack of planning for how the wider infrastructure in Hahei will be
addressed to cope with both the zoning change above, or the growing number of
visitors to Cathedral Cove, or the proposed Catherdral Cove Walkway announced
recently by the TCDC Mayor.

It does not make sense for the Council to progress a significant zoning change (with
its attendant infrastructural impact), and also undertake the development of a
walkway that will see huge growth in visitor numbers each year, without
concurrently developing an infrastructure plan that deals with the increase in water
consumption, effluent load, and water quality of Hahei stream.

Growth in visitor numbers creates economic benefit for Hahei commercial operators.
It also adds significant pressure on the current inadequate infrastructure of Hahei. In
my view the TCDC has a responsibility to address this infratstructre — or at a
minimum commit to a plan to address the infrastructure issues before it begins
making zoning changes and walkway development that add to the problem.

| am a long term property owner and seasonal resident at Hahei, and have been part
of the community for over 20 years. | am not opposed to growth in visitor numbers
or property development, but | am opposed to growth that does not address the
obvious impact to the environment that will occur if infrastructure at Hahei is not
addressed.

Hahei does not have an effluent treatment facility that can support the existing
properties at Hahei. | have not heard any TCDC employee describe Hahei wastewater
infrastructure as good, or even adequate. It is not responsible to embark on the
development that the TCDC plans without addressing the infrastructure first.

My submission is that a temporary moratorium be placed on any zoning change
until a definitive development and funding plan is established for Hahei that
addresses :

1. Cathedral Cove Visitor access and parking

2. Cathedral Cove Walkway and parking infrastructure.

3. Hahei village Infrastructure specifically addressing Hahei Waste treatment and
potable water supply options.

4. That any proposed zoning change includes a Beach impact statement.

Submission 17

Page 44



Submission 17

Village Infrastructure

| understand that Council plans to accommodate the waste treatment needs of
proposed new properties within the capacity of the existing wastewater treatment
plant. This seems incredible given that existing properties in Hahei that do not
currently connect to the Hahei wastewater scheme have never been afforded this
opportunity. We should not undertake further development until we can properly
manage our current infrastructure demands.

The TCDC cannot have it both ways. If it has a vision to dramatically increase visitor
numbers to Cathedral Cove and to re-zone parts of Hahei, it must first put in place a
plan to ensure that Hahei infrastructure is not overwhelmed to the detriment of the
environment. Once that is done it will then be appropriate to consider increasing

property development and visitor numbers.
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Proposed District Plan from Severinsen, Rebecca

Submission 18

Introduction
We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Rebecca

Last Name: Severinsen
Street:308 Featherston Street
Suburb:

City:Palmerston North
Country:New Zealand
PostCode: 4410

Daytime Phone: 0277107849
Mobile: 0277107849

eMail: beckysev@hotmail.com
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
@ lam ¢ | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
€ Submitter
€ Agent
& Both

Agent Details

Agent Name: Dean Jenkins

Agent Postal Address: (mandatory) 31 Harris Street, Pukekohe 2120
Agent Phone: 021329832

Agent Mobile: 021329832

Agent eMail: dean@jrcontracting.co.nz

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013 > PART Il - OVERLAY ISSUES, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES > Section 8 - Historic Heritage: Archaeological Sites; Maori Cultural Sites;
Historic Heritage Items and Historic Heritage Areas

" Support

(= Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
File Number 1057/86 (Shell Bach) Proposed Heritage Status

Reason for Decision Requested

| am the daughter of the current owners, and have grown up enjoying holidays at this bach. In the future this bach will be left in trust to my brother and | and our families. With being so close to the sea there are
ongoing external and internal maintenance required, especially as the original structures were substandard. We wish to be able to do these jobs without having to go through the hassle and cost of heritage status
regulations. With this status in the way, it is unlikely the required maintenance will be able to be completed. If keeping the proposed heritage status from being imposed upon the property, has to occur with my dad
removing the shells from the front of the bach, then so be it.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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From: Julian Brown [jules@julesbrown.com] o
Sent: Thursday, 13 February 2014 8:00:12 a.m. Submission 19
To: TCDC General Mail Address

Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name
Julian Brown

Address

53 Ocean View Road
Waihi Beach 3611
New Zealand

Map It

Phone
021 029 66631
Email

jules@julesbrown.com

My submission is:

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula, we need much stronger planning regulations to protect our
environment from Industrial Mining Activities, for the benefit of communities and future generations. The PDP does not articulate the special
Quialities, 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.

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

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

« | require the Plan to specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been removed without giving
adequate protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. | 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). | require the Plan to accurately protect Schedule 4 land on the Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities by
including all identified Schedule 4 land as part of the Outstanding Landscape Overlay.

| 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. | want the Plan to Prohibit Mining Activities under people’s homes.

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

| 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.

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

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

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

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

« Of particular concern to me is the statement “The Plan includes provisions to enable the Council to take the presence of mineral resources
into account when assessing proposals for the subdivision, use and development of land.” (p73) Along with Section 14.2.2 this|gives ining
priority over other forms of development. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intentiof 6 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 lei§§£‘?é]n1a%le
and development and biodiversity growth are not prioritised. | support the council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values
expressed by Coromandel communities.

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

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

The special nature of the Coromandel warrants robust protection especially as there is so much economic revenue and employment
dependent on our reputation as a clean green holiday destination. It is vital we do not allow mining into the Peninsula, as this is contrary to

the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District.

I would like to speak to my submission.

e Yes

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

e Yes

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

Yours sincerely,

Date

Julian Brown

13/02/2014
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Proposed District Plan from Foster, Murray

Submission 20

Introduction
We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Murray

Last Name: Foster

Street:40 Hauraki Road

Suburb:RD 4

City:Thames

Country:

PostCode: 3574

Daytime Phone: 078680287
Mobile: 0212235319

eMail: murray.foster@tcdc.govt.nz
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
€ lam & | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
(& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013 > PART VIl - DISTRICT-WIDE RULES > Section 38 - Subdivision
" Support

 Oppose

(= Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
provision of trunking for future deployment of fibre optic cabling to the door. Developers should be laying fire optic trunking (not cables) when they are creating the services in the same way they provide water,

phones, power etc.

Reason for Decision Requested
Because the web is becoming an expected service globally and the most cost effective time to deploy fibre is when the services are being created in the building process. This will provide a medium-long term

advantage to the district in terms of connectivity and attracting residents, business and tourists to the district, i.e. a point of difference for the district over other districts.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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Proposed District Plan from Mayes, Alan

Submission 21

Introduction

We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Alan

Last Name: Mayes

On behalf of: The Afda Trust (as Trustees)
Street:71 Messenger Road
Suburb:Stillwater

City:Auckland

Country:New Zealand

PostCode: 0993

Daytime Phone: 09 426 8806

Mobile: 021 976 837

eMail: afda@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
€ lam & | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
(& Submitter
€ Agent
€ Both

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions
Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013
¢ Support

(s Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
Section 57.4 Rule 3a)

Reason for Decision Requested

In the writers’ opinion, one of the prime objectives for the T.C.D.C. is, or should be to encourage more visitors to their area which in turn increases the dollar spend by the visitors to the benefit of local businesses.
Should the introduction of the proposed Visitor Accommodation rule be taken up, we believe that there would be a large drop in visitors to the region leading to a drop in dollar spend. The reasons for this opinion
include: Having examined the web sites covering accommodation on the Coromandel Peninsula it is clear that they are not set up to cater for groups of 6+ people who are often likely to comprise 4 adults and
additional children. When checking out Peninsula hostels on the web pages, booking enquiries for over the Christmas period resulted in being told that there were no rooms available to cater for this mix. A motel
check also showed full occupancy for the early January 2015 period. This is the peak visitor time and no professional accommodation is available for the most likely mix of visitor?! The 6+ feature is often available
in the traditional holiday home rental properties and at a cost which people have found affordable and which it is now proposed to do away with. This group of visitors would therefore need to go elsewhere. There
are many places on the Coromandel Peninsula which have few if any motels/hostels etc and which have for many years hosted many groups of 6+ persons — i.e. Opito, Otama, Kuaotunu to name but 3 close to
Whitianga as an example. This position is repeated throughout the region. If the proposed rule change were to proceed, because of the lack of exempted accommodation, a reduction in visitor numbers would
occur as people would be forced to go elsewhere where accommodation is available. Any reduction in visitor numbers would impact negatively on all local businesses. All would lose revenue because of the lower
number of visitors that come to the area. In many areas, the vast majority of a business’s annual income is generated over the summer months when visitor numbers are at their peak. If income were to reduce
because of lower visitor numbers, this would probably lead to larger businesses such as supermarkets, chain stores etc reducing the number of employees taken on with a resultant increase in unemployment and
financial hardship in the area. Any reduction in financial activity in the area would also adversely affect small businesses such as retail shops, food outlets and small tourist operators with reduced profitability being
earned, leading to increased short term and long term financial hardship or closure of the business. Even larger towns such as Whitianga, Thames and Coromandel would not be financially immune from the
effects of any reduction in visitor numbers. This would lead to unnecessary hardship caused by reduced income flows in the area. Council must look at the overall picture as it affects its area and must make its
decisions which are in the best interests of the majority of its people. We do not believe that the proposed rule change (Section 57.4 Rule 3a) does this and consider it should be REMOVED from the District Plan.
For the above reasons, we object to the proposed rule change. For and on behalf of the Afda Trust as ratepayers to the Council. Alan Frederick Mayes and Daphne Ann Mayes afda@xtra.co.nz 71 Messenger Road
RD3 Silverdale Auckland 0993 09 426 8806 or 021 976 837

Attached Documents

File

No records to display. Page 50
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Proposed District Plan from Lamason, Gill

Submission 22

Introduction
We are interested in your submission on our Proposed District Plan.
There are 2 ways to make a submission as shown on the tabs across the top of the page, which are:

1) Proposed District Plan
2) Supporting Documents.

You can use both to make your submission, or only choose one if you wish.
By clicking on the Proposed District Plan tab, you are able to view the full document, and make a submission on any topic/section by selecting the relevant page.
Selecting the Supporting Documents tab will enable you to upload any documentation to support your submission.

My Consultation Points tab shows a summary of your saved submission points. To edit a point simply click on it and you will return to the document page where you can
edit and re-save.

Privacy Statement

Please note that all submissions will be made available to the public for viewing. Information on this form including your name and submission will be accessible to the
media and public as part of the decision making process. Council is required to make this information available under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Submitter Details

First Name: Gill

Last Name: Lamason

On behalf of: Planners Plus Limited David Lamason
Street:110 Omara Place

Suburb:

City:Matarangi

Country:

Daytime Phone: 078671087

Mobile: 0274994833

eMail: info@plannersplus.co.nz
Trade competition and adverse effects:

€ | could ¢ | could not
gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
€ lam & | am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that :
a. adversely affects the environment, and
b. does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.
Correspondence to:
€ Submitter

& Agent

€ Both

Agent Details

Agent Name: Paulette Hoyland

Agent Organisation: Planners Plus Limited

Agent Postal Address: (mandatory) P O Box 218 Whitianga
Agent Phone: (07)8671087

Agent Mobile: 0272545763

Agent eMail: info@plannersplus.co.nz

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions
Thames-Coromandel Proposed District Plan - November 2013
 Support

¢{s Oppose
¢ Neutral

Which provisions do you like or want to change in the Thames-Coromandel Proposed District plan?
Proposed District Plan - Planning Map 12D Overlays. The natural character overlay opposite 110 Omara Place, Matarangi needs to have its boundary altered so it does not extend onto the road.

Reason for Decision Requested
The Planning Map 12D currently shows a natural character overlay on the road opposite 110 Omara Place, Matarangi.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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From: Rowena Brown [Kiwijamm@xtra.co.nz] Submission 23
Sent: Thursday, 13 February 2014 10:06:03 p.m.

To: TCDC General Mail Address

Subject: Submission on Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Proposed Thames-Coromandel District Plan

Name
Rowena Brown

Address

16 Tirinui Crescnt
Tairua 3508
New Zealand

Map It

Phone
07 864 7179
Email

Kiwijamm@xtra.co.nz

My submission is:

Given the outstanding landscapes and ecology of the Coromandel Peninsula, we need much stronger planning regulations to protect our
environment from Industrial Mining Activities, for the benefit of communities and future generations. The PDP does not articulate the special
Quialities, 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.

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

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

« | require the Plan to specifically protect our coastal environment from mining. The Coastal Zone has been removed without giving
adequate protection to coastal biodiversity from adverse impacts of mining. | 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). | require the Plan to accurately protect Schedule 4 land on the Coromandel Peninsula from all Mining Activities by
including all identified Schedule 4 land as part of the Outstanding Landscape Overlay.

| 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. | want the Plan to Prohibit Mining Activities under people’s homes.

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

| 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.

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

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

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

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

« Of particular concern to me is the statement “The Plan includes provisions to enable the Council to take the presence of mineral resources
into account when assessing proposals for the subdivision, use and development of land.” (p73) Along with Section 14.2.2 this|give ining
priority over other forms of development. | oppose Mining Activities having such a priority. | completely disagree with the intentiof6fSection
14.2.2 and require this to be removed as it is unrepresentative of community values.
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» The Coromandel Peninsula Blueprint, where community values were assessed, has not been fully translated into the Plan and sustainable
and development and biodiversity growth are not prioritised. | support the council to change the wording in the PDP to uphold these values
expressed by Coromandel communities.

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

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

The special nature of the Coromandel warrants robust protection especially as there is so much economic revenue and employment
dependent on our reputation as a clean green holiday destination. It is vital we do not allow mining into the Peninsula, as this is contrary to

the existing Natural Character of the Thames-Coromandel District.

I would like to speak to my submission.

e Yes

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

e Yes

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

Yours sincerely,

Date

Rowena Brown

13/02/2014
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