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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause § of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional ,
TC: New Plymouth District Coungil * shests attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) m*h{ Ly AWC*‘\NC«&

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change requést Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning)
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

1

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The prqposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The pgoposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it asgsist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision

and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan. ”

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient angd safe
land transpori system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural fand (in terms of Joss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects:

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects,
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The adverse effects will not be, nor are Capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated,

The proposal is not a sustainable use 'of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety,

I wish to be heard in Support of my submission.

It others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)
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Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 0223 40:3 %C?O’f

Postal address: 2 Aic, ORIA  Real

{or alternative method EDS o[ ‘

of service under Newy Py AAO g 1-({3‘7%
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: M&&Li '\’QQ/( CHine &
{name and desigration,

if applicabie)

ubmission form to: submissima@f‘ma‘&%ﬁxi‘.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council * sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) ‘j\/\m 'Q ! }-{cu €€ LUJ“-S

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change requést Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Qakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (sfate reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan. :

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan. ' ~

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects:
lighting and light overspill effects:

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land tranSport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

e agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The propoéél is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

if others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

I

Signature of Submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)
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Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: Oy 3% W\ G 15.L737 !
Postal address: 1D Sorcty YWtk ‘

(or aiternative method Ly L\ w? o)

of service under

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: S T Wdv

(name and designation,

if applicabie)

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.covi.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional LYY
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached <7 hii

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) Je, s VG 70 11y cng.,u >

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed fo the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
O BJecTions
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
. objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura
Structure Plan, the Land Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura
Community Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty
year vision and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New
Plymouth District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects; o

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects:

noise, vibration and privacy effects;




e traffic and transport effects (including compromzsmg the effective, efficient and safe
lanid transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safeiy),

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effécts;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentahon of agricuttural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effetts;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.
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The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitiga’ted.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
aitemaiwes Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is coptrary fo the pur;;mse
and principles of the Act.

| seek the followmg decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
dechned/re;ected inits en%rrety

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to Sigri o behaif of stibmitter)

S/ /20&

Date '

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVIGE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 0D Bl 39 /Oé TE5R16(8
Postal address: 38 fkadeke chf
{oralternative method R &~ . ,
of service under WVl @3 74
section 352 of the Act)
- Contact person: A8 b O
(name and designation,
if applicable)
mail submission form to: submissions@npde.govi.nz




Submission NoS
Form 5 Ak Lo#t (Office Use Only

Submission on a Private Plan Change to the New Plymouth District Plan

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Man‘agement Act 1991

TO: New Plymouth District Council Number of additional —
Private Bag 2025 sheets attached 5
NEW PLYMOUTH 4342
Attention: District Planning Team districtrian

Please read all instructions carefully. Use additional sheets of paper if necessary but please indicate
above if you are doing so and attach them securely to this form. ALL sections on both sides of this
form must be completed. Please use separate submission forms for different Plan Changes.

©

1. Full name of submitter (please print): ’Pab(\ IMV\ (€<

2 Private Plan Change number: PPC18/00048
3. Private Plan Change name: Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning
4, a) Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission? Yes [] No [E/

b) I am/ammokt directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:
— adversely effects the environment; and
~—deesnet-relate-to-trade-competition-er-the-effeetsof tratie competition.

(*Select one)

Delete paragraph (b) if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
5. The specific provisions of the Private Plan Change my submission relates to are as follows:

(Specify the specific page number, provision, map number in the Private Plan Change that your submission
relates to.)

/'\ll o1 ({’

6. My submission is that:
(Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for
your views.)

s——
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See Athichec| Shueks
’ .

For office use only:

/\ Wsym?r!‘n toasr?ah " File No: 24_13}05_»;35 5Disolnz g Ghange PLC18/00048

» e Kaunihera-a-Rohe o Ngamotu Doc No: ;
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%5 NEW PLYMOUTH DISTRICT COUNCIL Date: 07 AUG 2018
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7. I seek the following decision from New Plymouth District Council:
(Give precise details of the decision you want the Council to make.)
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8. Do you wish to be heard in support of your submlsswn" Yes [ ] No [B/
(You have the right to be heard at a submission hearing.)

9. If others make a similar submission would you be prepared to consider
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing? Yes [| No W

)
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SIGNAT the person making submission or the person DATE /
authorzsed on behalf of the person making submission
(Note. A si at e is not required if you are making your submission
by electronic means.)

Address for service of submitter: I,L D;,L_;(\ b‘l*( (_\- p kb’{l\f /4‘.. < | l,l-

Telephone No: [, T Y OC3K Fax No:

Email: ‘A;)HA\ FAFY i\e\l._)v'\ ‘I\C- \- ( Cf mw‘l e (O .'V\

Contact person: (Name and designation, if applicable):

Notes to person making submission

1. If you are making a submission to the Environmental Protection Authority, you should use form 16B.
If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your
right to make a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource
Management Act 1991.

2. Please NOTE all information provided in your submission, including your personal information, will
be used to progress the process of this Private Plan Change and will be made publicly available.

This submission should be received by the New Plymouth District Council by the closing date for submissions to
the Private Plan Change. Please send your submission by:

Post to: New Plymouth District Council, Private Bag 2025, New Plymouth 4342
Attention: District Planning Team

Deliver to: Civic Centre, Liardet Street, New Plymouth
or to library and service centres at Bell Block, Inglewood or Waitara

Email to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz

Visiting our website:  newplymouthnz.com/HaveY ourSay




Submission Opposing Private Plan Change PPC18/00048 Oakura Rezoning

There is currently ample sub dividable land adjacent to Oakura already.

When all the current sub dividable zoned land around Oakura is developed, there will likely be
considerable negative environmental, recreational and cultural effects. To create even more sub
dividable land without the known effects of existing potential development and its mitigation is
irresponsible.

The Taranaki rural ring plain should remain free of urban development.

To allow residential development on this scale [as opposed to essential farm/agricultural buildings]
in rural areas is again irresponsible. Our rural landscape must be remain in some form of primary
industry without the unnecessary intrusion of urban development. The ring plain is a significant
landscape and its uniqueness must be protected.

A change of plan will allow further inappropriate development in rural areas.

This application for plan change will set precedence across the district to allow urban development
where it is totally inappropriate. It is bad enough that our early pioneers desecrated the natural
landscape with fire and axes. To commit our heritage to the insidious creep of urban sprawl is far
worse in a time when we know better.

Maintain Taranaki’s pride and independence of ‘Like no Other’

Win dea nead nand Fhie davalanmant am s Can b lilba cvnre athae’ lannine rasidb Frraciahd tarmald
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maintain the uniqueness of the Taranaki landscape and the rural/urban distinction.

Planning should concentrate on sustainable buildings and community development in
existing urban areas.

Many of our suburbs and small townships need reviving with sustainable development. This should
concentrate on low cost energy efficient housing on second class land, and require ‘green building’
principles that include rain water collection, grey water recycling, and solar power. It is also
Important to encourage self sufficient communities [halls, recreation, transport, employment,
shopping], where there is less reliance on private motor vehicles.

The proposal is ‘slave to the private motor vehicle’

The logistics of this type of development ensure dependency on motor vehicles in a time when we
should be planning to be less dependant on them. This also creates traffic issues for the Oakura
village and despite roundabouts etc, does not deal with the overall increased volume of traffic.
Recent local subdivision and local infill housing due to district sewerage treatment has noticeably
increased the volume of traffic through the village already. The village main street is now separated
by streams of traffic [often one person per vehicle] during daily migration to and from work. Already,
the increase in traffic volume on its own compromises the village atmosphere and safety of
everyone. | have recently witnessed two accidents at the Dixon street intersection with SH45 with
through traffic colliding with turning traffic to the 4 square and parking traffic outside the cafe’s.



The proposed plan change and subdivision has the potential to compromise Taranaki’s
most significant natural treasures — the mountain and the sea, and everything between.

No development should be allowed that has such potential to negatively affect our natural heritage.
Due to proximity, this includes the inevitable introduction of plant and animal pests adjacent to our
National Park. The closeness to the park inevitably provides the opportunities for many ornamental
plants to become plant pests. The animal pest control initiatives of Project Mounga will be
compromised. The issue of cat control will cause the most damage to fauna in our National Park,
especially even when DOC and TRC have no clear means of dealing with this issue. A ban on cats is
unlikely to be forthcoming or successful and how would this be monitored and managed? |
challenge Neil Holdom to do a ‘Gareth Morgan’ on this one.

The proposal will contribute to night light pollution.

ring plain. Any more development such as this plan change will escalate the degradation of our night
sky

The proposal will negatively affect the existing village culture.

My definition of a village population is that you know everyone by sight. Either a ‘Hi’ or a nod, there
is an overwhelming sense of community when the resident population knows each other in this way.
This contrasts when the population reaches overwhelming levels and there is a McDonalds on every
corner, and money lenders, car salesmen and real estate agents triumph over simple human values.

The proposal will negatively affect the recreational values of Oakura beach

Oakura beach has to the most popular beach in the district. Despite being most popular for
swimming in summer, it is recreationally active all year round [surfing, kite surfing, dog walking,
horse riding etc] and 3 place for the kids 1o do anything anytime and experience a safe and relatively
un regulated recreational environment — a place for kids and families to grow up with the
quintessential kiwi lifestyle. With population growth beyond the capabilities of the beach comes
more regulation perhaps even the unthinkable of doing away with the iconic campsite for squeeze in
more cars and people. How many people can you really fit between the flags? Does this also mean
that Corbett Park and Ahu Ahu will be converted to ‘supermarket like’ car parks to become to
accommodate the influx?

If the predicted affects of climate change are to be taken into account, there won’t be enough beach
to go round.

The current local infrastructure uncapable of dealing with the potential population
increase.

Obviously the school is the most significant example, but what concerns me more is the cost of
upgrading the beach frontage areas for carparking and access in particuiar. There is oniy one ‘iesser
abled’ access on the entire beach by the surf club and this is frequently compromised by wandering
of the Wairau stream. Good luck if you are in a wheelchair or don’t have a push chair with 4x4
capabilities. | expect the need for Messenger Tce to be stopped at Jans Tce to make for pedestrians



to have priority over vehicles which will mean a new access road for residents beyond Jans Tce. A
pity the new skate park is now located in the wrong place [this area will need to become the heart of
passive activity — the skate park could be anywhere else] and the new water main is on the wrong
side of the road [due to future affects of erosion/climate change]). In a growing coastal community a
year round swimming pool is essential from a water safety and educational perspective, and should
be a joint venture with the school, considering the schools pool is only used for a few weeks of the
year.

The proposal will negatively affect the volume of storm water onto the beach

One of the key factors determining the sand accretion on the beach is the management of storm
water. NPDC's approach to most of the storm water outlets along Messenger tce has been to pipe it
under an access way and let flow directly onto the beach. Apart from undermining the dune toe and
pedestrian access, in places this creates patches of wet sand that does not build sand.

The proposal will create more storm water volume in priority water bodies. At the moment if the
Waimoku and the Wairau streams wander, upstream properties flood when a high tide meets the
outgoing storm water. Also, the dune toe and beach frontages erode substantially in these events.
NPDC has the ability to carry out ‘stream straightening’ as a discretionary TRC consent. However this
is not done regularly enough or in a timely manner to manage these events. Any upstream
subdivision would need to consider storm water retention at source.

Probably training moles on these stream mouths will be necessary to manage any more storm water
but these in turn can have a negative affect on sand building of the beach.

The proposal will negatively affect the quality of storm water onto the beach

Other than the obvious issues of sediment in storm water, urban properties by their nature will
down grade water quality. Picture the ritual washing of the’ his and hers’ giant black SUVs on the
road side as the suds head down the drain. Currently there is little domestic rubbish coming dowi
these streams as opposed to when the recycling bin blows over and it heads to the nearest storm
water grate. Any upstream subdivision would need to consider on site storm water settlement and
processing.

No wonder ihe biue flag siatus of the beach has been revoked — the carefuily hidden sign by ihe
Waimoku bridge says it all and TRC water quality records back this up. | believe if the proposal goes
ahead NPDC should fly the brown flag.

The proposal is fundamentally wrong.

Congratulations to the proposed sub divider choosing the ‘Planning A Team’. Comber, Bain and
Beevers are all professionals and have had a go at making the proposal viable.

However any gloss that supports s a concept that is fundamentally wrong in my view is no more than

i
1]

Paul Jamieson 12 Dixon Street
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Submission Nogr—
(Office Use Only)" [

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991
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New Plymouth District Council Number of additional
Private Bag 2025 0 8 AUG 2018 | sheets attached

NEW PLYMOUTH 4342

Te Kaunihera-a-Rohe o Ngamotu

NEW PLYMOUTH DISTRICT COUNCIL.
newply hnz com NEW.PLYMOUTH

districteian

Attention: District Planning Te%

Please read all instructions carefully. Use additional sheets of paper if necessary but please indicate
above if you are doing so and attach them securely to this form. ALL sections on both sides of this
form must be completed. Please use separate submission forms for different Plan Changes.

1.  Full name of submitter (please print): __ A & Heg N&E NERAN

2.  Private Plan Change number: PPC18/00048

3.  Private Plan Change name: Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning

4. a) Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission? Yes [l No [ob
b) Iam/am not* directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:

— adversely effects the environment; and

— does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

(*Select one)

Delete paragraph (b) if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

5. The specific provisions of the Private Plan Change my submission relates to are as follows:
(Specify the specific page number, provision, map number in the Private Plan Change that your submission
relates to.)
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6. My submission is that:
(Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for
your views.)
”
L i‘// CNCEFT pa” -7 & S E IR oSS AUV & PN 7 -~ ]
N 7 BT en/ ; A7 O T £AIAD ISC CESD DS N ik
S Ry A\ Y AN <27 DINISTL e T A o B S /Y FEA/n AL VR e mots
71etS el ACAHSEY T Lo S 7 SV £ig lce;//c';k /I /4 WA C 77T
TSt/ Y ] E£AFF e A AL ing & e  DELeroPriery] FER a0
[ Qg [ AT D ) XAS4) ? Lt R LN 1 S~ FTC - ey Y 7=
2 Lok Al "t ot & NJAAIT S Ui, v=—rtactiaf bl A e ©) & e T
}
For office use only:
Mountain to Sea File No: 2005-2015 District Plan Change PLC18/00048
Te Kaunihera-a-Rohe o Ngamotu ) Doc No: '
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(S newplymouthnz.com | |
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“? ;2) I seek the following decision from New Plymouth District Council:
™ (Give precise details of the decision you want the Council to make.)
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8. Do you wish to be heard in support of your submission? Yes [] No [T

(You have the right to be heard at a submission hearing.)

9. If others make a similar submission would you be prepared to consider
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing? Yes tZI No []

7 P e i
7 «

SIGNATURE of the person making submission or the person DATE
authorised to sign on behalf of the person making submission

(Note. A signature is not required if you are making your submission

by electronic means.)

Address for service of submitter: /7 DA L A = CoQ JE &

Telephone No: </~ Fax No:
Email:
Contact person: (Name and designation, if applicable): PETHER 1T E V & 12y crv

Notes to person making submission

1. If you are making a submission to the Environmental Protection Authority, you should use form 16B.
If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your
right to make a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource
Management Act 1991,

2. Please NOTE all information provided in your submission, including your personal information, will
be used to progress the process of this Private Plan Change and will be made publicly available.

This submission should be received by the New Plymouth District Council by the closing date for submissions to
the Private Plan Change. Please send your submission by:

Post to: New Plymouth District Council, Private Bag 2025, New Plymouth 4342
Attention: District Planning Team

Deliver to: Civic Centre, Liardet Street, New Plymouth
or to library and service centres at Bell Block, Inglewood or Waitara

Email to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz

Visiting our website:  newplymouthnz.com/HaveY ourSay
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Submission on a Private Plan Change to the New Plymouth District Plan

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: New Plymouth District Council Number of additional
Private Bag 2025 sheets attached
NEW PLYMOUTH 4342

Attention: District Planning Team districtPiAn ’

Please read all instructions carefully. Use additional sheets of paper if necessary but please indicate
above if you are doing so and attach them securely to this form. ALL sections on both sides of this
form must be completed. Please use separate submission forms for different Plan Changes.

1.  Full name of submitter (please print): _ 1O« | ot TvSsTe Oc koL Ao \

7

2. Private Plan Change number: PPC18/00048
3.  Private Plan Change name: Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning
4. a) Could you gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission? Yes [] No [Z

by I an@ directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:
— adversely effects the environment; and

— does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
(*Select one)

Delete paragraph (b) if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

5.  The specific provisions of the Private Plan Change my submission relates to are as follows:

(Specify the specific page number, provision, map number in the Private Plan Change that your submission
relates to.)
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6. My submission is that:
(Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for
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7.  I1seek the following decision from New Plymouth District Council:
(Give precise details of the decision you want the Council to make.)
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8. Do you wish to be heard in support of your submission? Yes E{ No []

(You have the right to be heard at a submission hearing.)
9.  If others make a similar submission would you be prepared to consider

presenting a joint case with them at any hearing? Yes Iﬁ No []
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SIGNATURE of the person making submission or the person DATE

authorised to sign on behalf of the person making submission
(Note. A signature is not required if you are making your submission
by electronic means.)

Address for service of submitter: Lornme 'y STvel] | (e REAYSS S IOT

Kura e
Telephone No: y 74 Fax No:
Email: 7
Contact person: (Name and designation, if applicable): [O¢ 7/ 77

Notes to person making submission

1. Ifyou are making a submission to the Environmental Protection Authority, you should use form 16B.
If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your
right to make a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource
Management Act 1991.

2. Please NOTE all information provided in your submission, including your personal information, will
be used to progress the process of this Private Plan Change and will be made publicly available.

This submission should be received by the New Plymouth District Council by the closing date for submissions to
the Private Plan Change. Please send your submission by:

Post to: New Plymouth District Council, Private Bag 2025, New Plymouth 4342
Attention: District Planning Team

Deliver to: Civic Centre, Liardet Street, New Plymouth
or to library and service centres at Bell Block, Inglewood or Waitara

Email to: submissions@npdec.govt.nz

Visiting our website:  newplymouthnz.com/Have YourSay




Our submission is as follows;

There are adverse social and cultural effects if this private
plan change is allowed as the additional dwellings far exceed
the existing and potential student capacity of Oakura School.
With some 650 existing dwellings in Oakura village, the
school has a current roll of 341 students (August 2018) and
will end 2018 with 355 students. With 399 new sections, this
could account for an additional 219 students (up to 9
additional classroom spaces) based on existing home/student
ratios, and more if younger families are attracted.

Current expansion allows for one new classroom (30
students), and potentially 2 further class rooms in the future.
Any further classrooms exceed land capacity and would mean
existing playing field space would be used for classroom
development.

A significant social and cultural attraction of Oakura School is
that the community values active children and sporting
opportunities. The community also values the full primary
school (i.e. years 7 and 8) that is offered with 85% of Oakura
students remaining for years 7 and 8. There is concern if the
school roll exceeds available classroom capacity then the
years 7 and 8 could be removed from the school and
community to provide space for additional years 1-6 classes,
forcing students to bus into New Plymouth intermediate
schools.

The Oakura school fields are used for Tennis, Netball,
Hockey, Basketball, Soccer, Rugby and Cricket along with
general children’s “play” and many other activities. Apart
from Corbett Park, these are the only sports fields in Oakura.
Losing part of these fields would have a significant effect on
the entire Oakura community.

Oakura BOT commissioned a survey of our school



community regarding the proposed plan change to gauge our
community opinion. 86% of our school community
respondents oppose the development, with common themes
being concerns about school capacity, infrastructure capacity,
increased traffic, road safety, negative effects to village feel
and fear of losing the year 7 and 8 senior classes. Please see
survey report attached, individual names have not been
included to protect privacy.

There are significant traffic and transport effects with the
proposed private plan change. From Oakura School
perspective, we want children to be able to safely travel to and
from school. The additional traffic forecast in the private plan
change must all pass Donnelly Street on which Oakura School
is located, thus creating a much busier traffic environment for
children to navigate. Oakura School has been particularly
successful with the NPDC Lets Go Strategy and regularly has
greater than 70% of students travelling to school by foot, bike,
scooter. We are very concerned that the additional traffic
generated by the proposed plan change will reduce road safety
for children travelling to school.

In addition, even with the Let’s Go success, Donnelly Street
being a no exit street is still an extremely busy street around
school drop-off and pick up times. Adding another 200
students would cause additional traffic congestion on this
street at certain times.

In summary, based on the opinion of the Oakura School
community, the BOT are opposed to this private plan change
in its entirety. While organic growth and development has to
be expected and coped with, Oakura BOT feels this large-
scale development on existing rural land is not an appropriate
development for Oakura.



 Saved Report

Do you support or not support the proposed sub-division? (Please select one)

© VYes, | support the sub-division | = No, | don't support the sub-division |~ Don't care | Standard Daviation | Responses
. 6 48 2
All Data (11%) (@6%) (%) 20.81 56

. Yes, | support the sub-division . No, | don't support the sub-division . ~ Don'tcare




Please provide reasoning/ comments.

.

Text Responses

Increased traffic; Infrastructure would not be able to cope; the whole feel of our community would change from a village to an
urban sprawl.

t don't support the subdivision in its current form. | believe that some of the section sizes are too small in the proposed
subdivision and that they should be seeking to extend the paddocks and keep the sections larger. The impact on the community,
the school, and the safety of the roads etc are much larger than what the council looks at during their decision making process
and his concerns me. | don't think we can expect the village not to grow over time but at the proposed rate so many facilities such
as the roads and school just won't be able to cope with such huge changes in the short term.

The village amenities and school will not be able to cope with such rapid expansion.

it-will completely change the overall purpose/-environment/ layout/ essence of the Village. People don't chose to live in Oakura
and pay larger rates bills and drive 15 minutes out of New Plymouth just to live in another version of a city or town. We chose to
live here for the space, the natural environment and layout of the land, the relationship with the surrounding landscape/ green
space. We chose to live here so that we can know our neighbour and their neighbour and the lady round the corner who lives by
herself. We chose to volunteer, collaborate, share and help each other in the community so that we can sustain what we have now.
So that our children can grow and experience a healthy and safe village environment in the future.

We choose this village so that our tamariki can walk to school safely and attend that school right through to high school.

We are worried about the increased pressure the subdivision will have on existing infrastructure such as the school, roads, parking,
beach access and so on.

Change the whole nature of our Village environment. Put pressure on infastructure

1 like the village the way it is. The school is not big enough. The roads will get busier. The developer is being greedy with lots of
small sections, he has already cashed in with the Paddocks. We live here because we like being in a small place.

| do not like the size and layout of the current proposal. I do think growth is necessary and Inevitable in the community, but |
believe the current proposal should include amenities to support the growth of the village, especially since the size of the estate is
so large. Also, I'm concerned that the school is already overcrowded and that the development will put a further strain on the
school. | wonder why the proposed estate does not include more than one exit, and why it does not connect to main hwy, for
example.

No infrastructure/or forward planning to support such a large development hasnt been put in place. It was always proposed as
something that would happen over a long period of time with a slow release of plots.

Evironmentally | worry about how our national park will be effected by building so close to our bush and the lack of investment to
protect the natural vista. Think of Britain and it's green belt, it is important to think about,

I believe the proposed subdivision is too large and will put to much pressure on Oakura, it's infrastructure and way of life. | believe
the developer should should be made to reserve a large amount of the proposed area for public areas and infrastructure to
support the changes

The village needs more housing, there is not enough stock to me demand.

Their proposal is to add 285 new sections. This will add approx 300-500 new students to Oakura School. | do not beleive that the
school has the facilities (and probably the funds) to cope wth this growth. Also Donnelly Street is already struglying to cope with
the current amount of school traffic and certanily cannot handle the expected growth that will come with this new subdivision.
Too large. Infrastructure not able to substain such a large popula

As much as we love the village feel, it is also important not to bury our heads in the sand. I think that rather than petitioning the
development, we as a community would be better to put our efforts into covenants on the development. Eg size of house built, one
storey as opposed to two. Make sure each house has enough land to plant trees etc. Needs to keep with the village look and feel.
Development and growth for Oakura is fine, but the way this particular sub-division has been presented, the development is too
fast, and lacking transparency in the process. It'd be great if Oakura had some affordable housing as part of our long-term
strategic growth.

Infustructer is full already, doctors, school, sports, traffic at max capacity

Change is good

it's a village

OAkura has sufficient identified area for growth already, This already identified area has undergone community review and has
been accepted, growth is already happening, the village is already growing. This development would be on top of FUD areas in
oakura. This development is simply not needed. it has associated issues such as upper Wairau road traffic issues, stormwater,
infrastructure pressure, a stupid underpass, we don't need it, and is just greed by one developer.

I am cocerned that a significant increase in the Oakura population would change the peaceful nature of the village. Increased
traffic would make It difficult to turn on to the highway safely from all Intersecting roads from Wairau Road to Spotswood. Parking
in Oakura village would also become more problematic. | am also concerned that it would have a sianificant detrimental impact on
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.the school. It is hard to imagine how the school-could accommodate more students without impacting on current facllltles such as
the fields, netball courts, Tennis Club, library and Playcentre. | value the full primary service and would be sad if Oakura School
was put in the position of having to drop the Intermediate classes in favour of a growing Year 1-6 roll.

The only reason | do not support the subdivision is because | feel it will greatly impact on the school, and the children of the
community. If it goes ahead, with another school as part of the plan, possibly for year 7 to 13 kids, then I will feel much more at
ease with it. Additional shopping and cafe space will also help.

| support subdivision of land within the existing future urban development area as shown on the operative district plan but | do not
support the scale of the private plan change application. The assessment of environmental effects report in the application did
not provide enough evidence that the negative environmental impact can be mitigated.

1 think that it will hugely change our village in a negative way, resources will be stretched it will be busier and we will lose our sense
of community. It wiil no longer be the Oakura that it is today. There is not enough infrastructure in place currently to support such
growth . | like Oakura the way it is today and dont want to see it destroyed.

It'li be inevitable over time.

Obviously infrastructure considerations need to be completed to handle the the change effects If it does go ahead.

1 am most concerned with the impact many more children will have on the school, which already has large class sizes and the
need to build new classrooms frequently. 1 like the size of Oakura as it is right now; it has a very nice calm atmosphere, it feels like
a friendly neighbourhood, and | think the addition of a new subdivision will make this place we love so much too big.

This is not the direction our community is progressing towards.

| don't feel the community has the facilities to cope. If the development is to increase the number of families in the community
how is the school to cope? The school currently seems to be In a position of growth but now at a stage of where do they put more
classrooms without the detrimental loss of green space. I'm not against growth but with a small community it needs to be well
managed. | feel the overall development numbers are far to big for the area.

| believe that Oakura will

loose it's small village appeal that many families love. I'm also concerned how the school will accomodate more children.
Can't see how oakura village can sustain another potential 2000 people, the adverse impacts on the National
Park/traffic/capabilities of school/kindergarten to continue to provide quality personal education/sewage/general rural
outlook/general vibe of oakura village will become hustle bustle of a town. No way!

Concerned about the effect on Oakura School...now will it cope with the influx of families?

Concern about the long-term effect of such a big development with regard to large building trucks coming and going, ongoing
noise of the building work....

Concerned about the marked increase in traffic and therefore safety of children on bikes and on foot...

The subdivision doesn't factor in the impact on the existing infrastructure including schools, roading, water and wastewater in the
application. Without a plan on how these services would be upgraded to support the exist volume of houses the subdivision
should be put on hold.

Oakura is a special community. We chose to move here because we like that it is a small and safe. We feel that this development
would negatively impact the environment as well.

To allow more housing in the Oakura community.
it will create jobs for people, and new infrastructure for Oakura

Sub-Division entry is 2 driveways up from our property entrance. With the number of proposed homes going up and no other entry
to the sub-division, the traffic will increase 10 fold making it difficult to enter / leave our property and also make it unsafe for my
daughter to cross the road to get to school. Not to mention the horses and bikers that use Wairau Road to access the beach /
Surrey Hill Road.

| don't see that Oakura School will be able to cope with the new amount of entrants that will be in need of schooling. Extending
Oakura School with a number of additional classrooms will take away the sporting grounds required for sports as | cannot see
where else these classrooms can be built. Parking will also pose a huge problem, as the school cannot even accommodate the
current volume of traffic on a rainy day.

The population increase will affect the 4Square as well as Countdown Spotswood with buyer demand increasing. Countdown
Spotswood is already under pressure with buyer demand, as half the time | shop at Countdown, the shelves are empty. The
increased population in New Plymouth itself in the past couple of years is clearly not being supported by council with regards to
infrastructure... it's not being taken into account from what | can see from an outside point of view... | don’t see how council will be
providing the necessary infrastructure to support such a large addition to Oakura village.

By adding the proposed sub-division, Oakura will also lose it's rural feel and take on the feeling of suburbia...

The impact it will have on the school and other amen

The proposed subdivision goes against the Oakura Community development plan of several years ago which allows for staggered
development (already marked on the draft plan). The majority of the sub division is not within the current FUD plan for Oakura and
so the approximate 500 sections at say 1 child per section (very conservative) would mean an extra 500 children at Oakura School.
This would destrov the semi rural feel of Oakura School.and the uniaueness of the school as its aae ranaes from vear 1 to vear 8.
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Not only would the: SudeVISIOH put pressure on the school but other mfrastructure such as roading and water. The community feel
of Oakura is very important to the people of Oakura and this development would destroy that. The community has nothing to gain
from this development, it is only filling the developers pockets.

| recently met with the consultant who helped draft the proposal. | pointed out that locals were concerned about the pressure that
would be put on existing resources, schools etc. The response was that this was not the developers problem, that if the area grew,
it would be governments job to cater 1o the population. | thought it was a particularly distasteful attitude to our rather wonderful
Oakura community. Also found out that if enough people submit to have the developer set aside land for public use then the
commissioner can include this in his requirements before consent is granted. | st thought you may find this information useful.

High density development out of character with existing village, Will overstress roading and existing village facilities. Should not
go ahead before expansion of school, kindy/pre-school/Playcentre, shops, parking, public amenities and infrastructure is achieved.

The proposed subdivision is far too dense. Qakura doesn’t have the infrastructure to cope with the estimated 60% increase in
population. Kaitala king era ten is currently full with a lengthy waiting list and the school is also stretching capacity. A lighter
density subdivision, similar to The Paddocks would be more appropriate.

Too much pressure on the existing infra

I have serious concerns about infrastructure, environmental implications, and more importantly, the added pressure on our school.
The ministry is reactive, and until they decide there is reason to act, our children will suffer.

The village needs more housing.

I am not in favour of expansive growth of this nature in Oakura. No consideration for the environment nor the community has been
taken into account and this is unrestrained growth for profit sake only. The community agreed to a growth rate of around 2.5% p.a
in the long term plan. This expansion will ruin the village environment and place undue stress on facilities.

Overcrowding in village facllities, school, recreational facilities & council services unable to cope. Fear of loosing year 7/8 classes
so school ¢an cope with increased population. Asthetic look of small residential sections is a concern. Would support if it was a
mixture of small residential, lifestlye blocks or larger. Developer has gone back on what they said they would do.

The infrastructure for such a big subdivision is not there eg school, roads, road crossings, kindergarten, increased traffic etc. Also
future urban development FUD areas have been identifled already with the community and the proposed area is not included in
this.

| myself am submitting against the wairau estate subdivision which in real terms is actually an “intensive urban subdivision” which
is selling the idea that "Oakura will benefit” from its creation. | am of the view that If the application succeeds Oakura Village as we
know it will be forever destroyed, Oakura School included. Other reasons include the developer,

...... Having a proven history of not meeting his own and NPDCouncils conditions and obligations with regard to certain
undertakings

........ He Is motivated by profit alone and has no regard or concerns regarding Oakura’s current lack of infrastructure that will be
overwhelmed
if such a proposal was accepted by council.

...... itis very likely that if the proposal is accepted, the decision can then be "on sold” to an outside developer which has the
potential to further destroy the Village lifestyle.

| could probabily “fill this page” with reasons as to why the Wairau Estate proposal should not go ahead but ! Intend to with others
for now.....keep my powder dry.

The proposed plan is completely outside of any of the work and long term plans carried out for the community by the Kaitake
Community board. This long term plan has taken years of work with a view to ‘controlled’ development that would not be
detrimental to Oakura landscape, infrastructure and community. For an individual ‘developer’ to be given consent to develop their
own individual subdivision on such a scale negates all the work and input of the community and the board. Development in Oakura
needs to be managed carefully so our community can thrive and that responsibility should not be given to a single individual with a
financial motive.

Not against growth but prefer it if it was on a:smaller scale and more organic . Not sure if the developer really has the interests of
the community at heart or is just doing it for big financial gain . Concerned the junction on Wairau Road will become very busy .
We need to slow the traffic down a lot further up south road .

Just because of the share amount of houses going in. | love how this community supports each other and the kids know each
other at school and around the community and | would hate to see that go with the extra 400 properties going in not to mention
the strain on the school and the rest of the community. The share amount of extra traffic that this subdivision is going to make
won't make this a very pleasant place to live. There has been so much farm land subdivided its a shame to see any more of this
beautiful Jand cut into little blocks.



. Pressure on infrastructure
Oakura’s character and small village appeal is at risk from large scale developments such as this. The school is at capacity and
struggling with the recent increase In intake.
infrastructure constraints, schooling facilities and traffic issues on sh45 to New Plymouth. | have grown up in this area,
subdivision has not been handled well. it will change the fabric of the village feel of Oakura for ever. Definitely againstii!
Too big, too greedy. Will create too much traffic. School to small to cope. 1 like living within a small community.
| think the volume of the houses (sections) is the issue. | am not against development of Oakura but from what | have read the
scale of this sub-division is something that requires more information, more thought to services and infrastructure (roading Is one
obvious one). My preference would be to put a cap on growth so the village can 'grow into’ itself. Larger lifestyle sections may be
more palatable which | think was the initial intention for that land?
Development is a part of soclety and our community is not immune. We need to accommodate it and be engaged to help guide the
process so it is done in the best way possible for the current and future community.
I don't support the scale of the subdivision due to the overload this will put on local resources, such as the school, and the impact
on traffic, safety etc. Development is necessary and some new sections would be great but it's the large number that is proposed
that | am concerned about.
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Submissionon a Private Plan Change to the New Plymouth District Plan

| ~ Clause 6 'of"'S'_.ch'eduIe_1,__:ResQui‘c'e’_M'anagepre_,nt-}i’_ct" 1991

TO: New Plymouth District Council Number of additional ; @ E
Private Bag 2025 sheets attached S
NEW PLYMOUTH 4342

Attention: District Planning Team [-OgmM

Please read all instructions carefully. Use additional sheets of paper if necessary but please indicate
above if you are doing so and attach them securely to this form. ALL sections on both sides of this
form must be completed. Please use separate submission forms for different Plan Changes.

1. Full name of submitter (please print): 7) ﬁ A/ 79 /+4§ 2 /g@@“

2. Private Plan Change number: PPC18/00048

3. Private Plan Change name: Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning
4. a) Couldyou gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission? Yes [] No E/

b) “Tam/emnot* directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:
— adversely Efmthe%irm?:lent; and

_ does not relate to trade competitian ot the effects of trade competition.
(*Select one)

Delete paragraph (b) if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
5. The specific provisions of the Private Plan Change my submission relates to are as follows:

(Specify the specific page number, provision, map number in the Private Plan Change that your submission
relates to.)
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| support the concept of including equestrian lifestyle blocks, a bridle trail and a shared arena in the
Wairua Estate Oakura Structure Plan.

| submit that to exclude horse riders from the esplanade strip ignores the rights of horse riders to
share the same safe access to the underpass as is to be provided for walkers and cyclists.

| submit that the section of Wairua Road from SH45 to the proposed entry to the residential area will
become increasingly busy and hence less safe for horse riders.

| submit that horse riding has been since the 1970’, when Jill Tompkins established the Clearwater

Riding School, a part of the unique character of Oakura, This continues to the present day when, N
along with the many recreation riders, some of NZ's most successful riders have established their & ’1/
bases for training and coaching in the area. %

"

| submit that to compel horse riders to use a busy section of road rather than to look for a way to
include horse riders in the esplanade strip use, is short sighted, unwise and disregards the extent
and rights of the equestrian population of Oakura .



7. 1 seek the following decision from New Plymouth District Council:
(Give precise details of the decision you want the Council to make.)

b | want the council to decide 0 include horse riders, along with cyclists and \A{alkc.ars as us.ers of the
esplanade strip along the Wairau Stream. With appropriate sig'nage and guidelines for :s
appropriate and safe use, this option has the potential to prc?vnde.the safest access to the
underpass for the three main recreational user types recognised in the rest of the plan.

/Q—q

8. Do you wish to be heard in support of your submission? Yes [] No o—
(You have the right to be heard at a submission hearing.)

9.  If others make a similar submission would you be prepared to consider m/‘/
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing? Yes o ]

W/Z/\.A K/ 641/0—"‘) 9/%’//{?'\

SIGNATURE of the person makir%uénission or the person DAT
authorised to sign on behalf of the person making submission

(Note. 4 signature is not required if you are making your submission

by electronic means.)

Address for service of submitter: 20 So0uaT v O A
2 D = /oo ?@/M Ou/Zi

Tetephone No: () O <20 %,C/‘/ Fax No:

Email: 67/0) Aor » Aes 2ol Q %Wou o, (72

Contact person: (Name and designation, if applicable): DANA  HAS 2 AR D

Notes to person making submission

1.  Ifyou are making a submission to the Environmental Protection Authority, you should use form 16B.
If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your
right to make a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource
Management Act 1991.

2. Please NOTE all information provided in your submission, including your personal information, will
be used to progress the process of this Private Plan Change and will be made publicly available.

This submission should be received by the New Plymouth District Council by the closing date for submissions to
the Private Plan Change. Please send your submission by:

Post to: New Plymouth Disttict Council, Private Bag 2025, New Plymouth 4342
Attention: District Planning Team

Deliver to: Civic Centre, Liardet Street, New Plymouth
or to library and service centres at Bell Block, Inglewood or Waitara

Email to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz

Visiting our website: newplymouthnz.com/HaveYourSay
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION 5 8

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1891

Number of additional 2
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: Hailey Foster - Ander
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in g
its entirety.
|
My submission is: | am an Oakura resident. | was born and raised in the village, attending

Oakura Playcentre and Oakura Primary School. My parents were founding members of both

Oakura Playcentre and Oakura Boardriders and our family have a long association with New

Plymouth Old Boys Surf Club as members, competitors, coaches and volunteer lifeguards.

When | was born (1983) our house was the 4™ house on the street, the rest were very basic
‘kiwi batches’. We had no footpaths to walk to school but instead feed the horses in the
corner paddock. People owned one car and got by driving to town once a week to do the
grocery shopping. We had a Shop, Pub and Doctors surgery, then a fruit and vegie shop and
hairdresser. Today my children are being raised in a very different village from which | was
privileged enough to grow up in. We now have a Kindergarten, a bottle store and a library to
name a few. Over the past 35 years the population of our Village has quadrupled, yet we
have been able to retain the uniqueness and natural character that make us a special
coastal community. This subdivision will have huge ramifications for the special nature and
essence of our village and have a fundamental impact on the nature of the community far
into the future. It will increase the population to a point where we will no longer be a ‘Village’
but an extension of New Plymouth and we will increasingly rely on frequent trips to New
Plymouth for services which the village will not be able to provide for its projected increase in
population.

If the extension were to go ahead, no matter how big or small, we will not be able to sustain
our certain services;

Education: With an increased population the local primary school will outgrow its current
location. As a mother of 2 children | value the school and its strong relationship with the
community and local environment. It was an advantage to living in a small coastal village
and that they would be able to attend until the age of 12.

Environmental practices: As the community gets behind projects such as ‘Restore Kaitake’
this subdivision seeks to work against everything it stands for and tries to achieve by
increasing the number of domestic animals living right next to the boarder of our National
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Park. The proximity of the subdivision will put our native flora and fauna which-is already
under threat at even greater risk.

Storm water: This is already a problem for the village with runoff running straight through
pipes that dispose of it onto the beach and out to sea. This increases health and
environmental risks towards people and animals.

Infrastructure: The pressure to cater for new families and their vehicles have a negative
effect on the free flow and safe movement of traffic (including pedestrian and cycle traffic) at
a number of locations. The greatest problem | foresee is in the case of Donnelly Street, the
problems would be increased by the number of newly-resident children attending the school,
vehicular access for these children being a right-turn off SH 45. Parking is already strained
with most parents using adjoining Hussy St, State Highway 45 and The Outlook for parking.
This is increasingly dangerous for all commuters, especiaily those with young families.

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects;

e noise, vibration and privacy effects;

e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

¢ infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

e agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

e reverse sensitivity effects;

e earthworks effects;

e construction effects;

e cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

SWG-169518-1-85-V1
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The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

if others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signat'uri(;z submitter (or person authorised

to sign on bebaif of submitter)

ol-058 201K
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:
Telephone No: HO27 g 3 3?‘;/
Postal address: 1O "AACE T £, ORkURA

(or alternative method
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: H?v: lc,u‘ 'EDQ‘EA/ "‘AL\O{W .

(name and designation,
if applicable)
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION 59

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional 4’
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name)

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

Ao ger—otdagt DEDEE,

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way {o achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

’ /
Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

-~
L23PVVACA LA JUNAANNS
]

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

o

Telephone No: U OO L JO5
Postal address: LS T oUE ke i~ VAN G
(or alternative method CAACL 2
of service under (Ll
section 352 of the Act) '
“\ | \
Contact person: UYL hH
(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz

SWG-169518-1-85-V1



?/s

My submission is as follows;
| seek that the private plan changed be declined/rejected in its entirety.
| further submit the following:

1. NPDC and its predecessors have for many decades benefitted from the drafting and
guidance of district plans. In my time as an Oakura resident | have contributed to the
New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, The Oakura Structure Plan, The Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16, The Kaitake Community Plan and various NPDC
Annual plan processes.

The existing district plan shows the land covered in this private plan change as zoned
for rural use. The proposed district plan also shows this land zoned for rural use.

All plans and studies mentioned above have stated that while growth is expected
within Oakura, that growth be staged, and that maintaining the village feel is
paramount. Sufficient undeveloped residential zoned land already exists in Oakura,
accessed from Cunningham lane and can be staged to provide for future growth.

Therefore, the proposed plan change to rezone rural land to residential is not
necessary, and further, it overrides the generations of planning and community
input that make up the existing district plan.

2. There are significant negative environmental, social and cultural effects. Oakura is a
village, and a village operates in a certain sense of balance. The proposed
development obliterates that balance by overloading important infrastructure. There
are significant traffic congestion effects generated by the proposed development,
overloading of existing commercial zone, insufficient sports and social amenities,
insufficient parking at Oakura beach and within Oakura village. l.e., the balance is
gone.

3. Iltisreally important to me to point out to NPDC Council Officers, Councillors, Mayor
and any appointed Commissioners that this private plan change process has caused
huge anxiety and concern to hundreds of Oakura residents. We are not sure of the
“framework” arguments against this private plan change takes place in. What
arguments are important, what might be discounted if we get it wrong, is this a
legalised RMA argument that average people like us will have difficulty defending.
We have had to organise countless meetings, attempt to find experts with
experience in these matters, try to understand this process, all of this consuming
hundreds and hundreds of hours cumulatively.

My point with this is simple. An overwhelming majority of Oakura residents do not
want what this private plan change is proposing. Why should it even be considerable
for one person/entity to be able to force such massive change over so many people
especially when it is not wanted?
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4. There are adverse social and cultural effects if this private plan change is allowed as
the additional dwellings far exceed the existing and potential student capacity of
Oakura School.

A significant social and cultural attraction of Oakura School is that the community
values active children and sporting opportunities. The community also values the
full primary school (i.e. years 7 and 8) that is offered with 85% of Oakura students
remaining for years 7 and 8. There is concern if the school roll exceeds available
classroom capacity then the years 7 and 8 could be removed from the school and
community to provide space for additional years 1-6 classes, forcing students to bus
into New Plymouth intermediate schools.

The Oakura school fields are used for Tennis, Netball, Hockey, Basketball, Soccer,
Rugby and Cricket along with general children’s “play” and many other activities.
Apart from Corbett Park, these are the only sports fields in Oakura. Losing part of
these fields would have a significant effect on the entire Oakura community.
Oakura's lack of sports facilities has already been documented in an NPDC sports and
recreation survey completed in recent years.

5. There are significant traffic and transport effects with the proposed private plan
change. The greater than 4000 additional traffic movements per day the proposed
sub division would generate is self-explanatory. Oakura is not set up to have an
entire new suburb plonked on its southern boundary. With construction and supply
vehicles the amount of road traffic could easily double over current. This generates
obvious congestion and safety issues as well as raising safety concerns for children
making their way to and from school and around the village.

6. What precedent is there anywhere in Taranaki or New Zealand for a village to be
effectively doubled in size by result of a single private plan change? If it could be
shown that there was some community wide benefit in doing this, then maybe it
could be considered, but in this case, the only benefit that can be seen is a financial
benefit to a single entity. Surely this can’t be the intention of the RMA?

7. loppose the proposed section sizes being reduced from the Oakura residential lot
size minimum of 600m?2 in the private plan change. While the Oakura focus group,
study acknowledged the potential of smaller section sizes in future, this was to be in
areas in close vicinity to the Oakura CBD. The proposed private plan change area is
not in this vicinity.

8. There are significant negative amenity values with the proposed private plan change.
The bunding proposed along SH45 would remove views of the Kaitake ranges from
passing traffic. The developer wishes to install bunding solely to increase their own
financial gain by developing a greater number of sections to sell.

Negative visual and rural character effects are numerous in the proposed private
plan change. The loss of the rural outlook from the village toward the ranges takes
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away huge amenity value and replaces it with an unwanted suburban view in the
middle of a village.

It must be noted that the same developer agreed to leave the very piece of land in
question in the proposed private plan changed as undeveloped rural land as part of
the consent process for his Paddocks subdivision. Any relaxing or over ruling of this
previous ruling makes a mockery of the RMA process and the RMA commissioner
him/ herself.

9. There are numerous negative infrastructure, storm water, water supply and waste
effects with the proposed private plan change. There is a lack of any definitive
knowledge over the Oakura water supply in particular.

10. NPDC, TRC, DOC, Government and other agencies are all working on an ambitious
but well supported effort to become predator free around Mt Taranaki. Oakura has
been identified as a special significance area due to it being the closest village to
border the national park. 350 people turned up to a recent open day in Oakura, so
the positive local interest is huge. The proposed private plan change area is within
approximately 1200 meters of the national park boundary and seeks to add 395 new
dwellings in this space. If permitted this would jeopardise this well supported and
much wanted effort from succeeding.

11. What problem is this proposed private plan change solving? There are some 35
approved sections about to be developed in a more appropriate location in the
village, and an additional 100 or so sections already zoned as residential that are still
held as rural land and could be developed without any plan change required.

Finally, this private plan change proposal offers no benefit whatsoever to Oakura village. It
appears to be a particularly greedy approach of a landowner who has already developed a
significant residential project on other parts of the land in question known as the Paddocks.
A condition of this development being to retain the area concerned in the proposed private
plan change as undeveloped rural land!

It goes against all past and current planning efforts and strategies and is not wanted by a
huge majority of local residents.

Many of us in this village have spent untold hours on local committees, planning groups,
school board and other clubs and activities and have invested into the amenities of Oakura
- village. Again, | appeal to Mayor Holdem, Councillors, council officers, RMA commissioners
and any others involved in evaluating this private plan change to reject and decline it
outright.

Thank you.
Richard Shearer.
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Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) Vil \Cviu Nole

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of lnformapon to thi fgm)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The pian change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
&S land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
% €y network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;
agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective: neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

- it (s Smmepem——
Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

L | St LD Damr S I |

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: C SO <sSODS &

Postal address: | € C v Avey
(or alternative method
of service under

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: A VO N \NOWES TV CAC e
o

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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I have grave concerns about the environmental impact this will have in events of high rainfall.
Currently many areas of the village are sitting very close to the water table and flood or turn to
swamp with light rains. The typography of the landscape will not be able to deal with the gunoff
of another 10-800 houses. -5 ‘
As a volunteer member of the New Plymouth Old Boys Surf Club and practicing Lifeguard | believe
the coastal landscape will not be able to cope with the increased activity. The sand dunes and
beach accesses are already under threat from coastal erosion and frequent use.

The current parking situation near the surf club is far from sufficient at present for the number of
locals, tourists and those travelling from town. This creates risk for Lifeguards who require
efficient access for its patrol vehicles (I.R.Bs) and rescue equipment in case of emergency.

As a parent of 1 (about to be 2) primary school aged children | do not believe the school will be
able to deal with the increase in population. This will cause significant issues for families,
including how and where their children are educated. We chose for our children to attend a
school that caters to children aged 5 ~ 12 years of age (or year 1 - 8).

The increased.traffic from the subdivision will also affect the already very busy State Highway 45
during peak times. This already puts many children, including my own, at risk when they walk to
school. :

Overall it defeats the purpose of us choosing to raise our family in a small Semi-Rural Village as it
will no longer have the appeal or uniqueness of a small coastal community.

———
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional 2
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached -
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NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) & U heon Moer “’jl

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form. )
T/l-e lv¢ é«'lLIOH J(/Oi)e and  I1nre sﬂ AP c’\/on/: (;..’/“I""
S wrong . % v
its ivbact e m 11,;//
: a

P

1T oL flina o< al
proposal #s not'the most appropriate or ‘suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

o lighting and light overspill effects; p

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; \,—\ >
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traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

'VﬁNiSh to be heard in support of my submission. \7'65

—

‘/lf others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

(@,

Signat\Ji’e of sub#itter (orperson authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)
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Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 02F 327 8584
Postal address: 1325  Soufh ’;) 0t
(or alternative method ( é gﬂﬁ»@g |- [._D__;‘/’F:... .
of service under INCod Pl i F3 ; Y
section 352 of the Act) J
. ?
Contact person: (am My (e |
(name and designation, '
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.govt.nz
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additional comments in support of submission by Cameron Murray concerning
Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Estate) - August 7™ 2018

A brief background: My involvement as a citizen participant in the planning
process goes back many years, mainly in British Columbia where | lived for
quite some time, including doing the research (a questionnaire survey ) and
helping to write the draft for the South Surrey (Greater Vancouver Region)
town centre plan; serving on the Advisory Planning Committee for the city of
Kamloops (monitoring the implementation of Kamplan); as the Mayor’s
appointment on an ad hoc committee reviewing a proposed riverfront
development; as a facilitator on the neighbourhood disputes resolution team;
and working with my senior students, a city planner and a consultant to survey
our suburban population regarding a proposed development there.

Having seen and worked with a number of development proposals |
acknowledge that this concept has a lot to recommend it.

That said, there are too many factors associated with it that will have a
detrimental effect on the natural and built community for it to proceed in its
proposed form.

Specifically;

e It's in the wrong place. Its proximity to the Oakura community will
result, amongst other things, in negative impacts on traffic flow into and
through the village, on the school roll (needing a significant building
programme), on the distinctive quality of life; its proximity to the Kaitake
Ranges component of the Egmont National Park has the potential to
have a significant detriment effect on the area’s fauna.

e The immense scope of the proposalv (adding an additional 395 dwellings)
will result in a massive change in the lifestyle, one that will surely be too
much for the community to absorb.

in commenting on the land to be developed under this proposal (for
1225 South Road, Property ID 114669) the Draft District Plan specifies
under Policy SUB - p4 #4 “that the site must avoid subdivision in the



Rural Zone which reflects the patterns of development more typical of
an urban zone”

Further, the Oakura Structure Plan Implementation Plan, February,
2008, identifies one of eight categories of action in the implementation
of the plan as “SOP Sense of Place considers how the community values
the coastal environment, the natural character of the area and the
special features that make Oakura a unique place”.

This proposal will definitely have a significant impact on the ‘sense of
place’.

The timing of this Private Plan application is wrong. The Draft District
Plan is nearing its final stages before adoption and the approval of this
application would result in a single development driving the District Plan
for the Oakura area, which is the antithesis of sound long term planning.

While acknowledging that this proposal is a new and distinct application,
the NPDC must surely take into account the Conditions contained in the
Commissioner’s conclusion, dated March 8th, 2011, for the subdivision
known as “The Paddocks’ (SUB 10/4516), granted to Mr. Michael McKie
[the same proponent of this application].

One of the conditions stated: “The condition with regard to future
subdivision of the Lot 29, relating to the further subdivision as long as it
remains in the Rural Environment Area, has been retained as originally
proposed. This condition will ensure that open space is retained over the
balance allotment. It is also noted that the applicant expressed the
intention during the hearing of retaining this lot with a ‘Protected Farm’
status in the longer term regardiess of the zoning.”

Surely a term of longer than seven or eight years was envisaged by this
comment. | understand that at the hearing the words’ in perpetuity’
were mentioned with regard to this condition.

Concerns regarding the impact of the flow of traffic from Wairau Road
onto State Highway 45, and the concomitant impacts of this on other
traffic movements, have been expressed as a result of this application.



The proposal seeks to mitigate this by way of a roundabout at the
intersection, something that NZTA and the NPDC will have to consider.
The proposal does not address the costs associated with this, (which no
doubt will have to factor in to budgeting decisions by both the NZTA and
NPDC); nor does it address the phasing in of this construction.

ook ok skok

Any decision regarding this application must obviously take into account
these important factors.

There is an area within Lot 29 identified in the current District Plan as
‘Future Residential’. The development of this might be acceptable in
light of the above concerns. The rest of Lot 29 must remain in the Rural
Environment Area as outlined in the conditions of the earlier subdivision
report.
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INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Qakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan, ‘ ‘

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achievé’ the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change of the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth

District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

@

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects; (/

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; 07 AUG 2078 &
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traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

o agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and- soil .

conservation effects;
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumuiative effecis.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the stibject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the‘ local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

\~ Twish to be heard in support of my submission.

\/I( others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a- -
hearing. '

J

Z,’V Ce ....—.-“....:.Lé ! LAAN o

Signature of submitter (or pérson authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

4 -8 -8

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 021 261 21 U

Postal address: 12 DOixom oNee b , ¢

{or alternative method QAL 4 3\ A

of service under NEVS A A s T }”’, ave
section 352 of the Act) )r‘(

Contact person: ELO NC SN ESOA

{name and designation,

if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@nbdc.qovt.‘nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, 63

CHANGE OR VARIATION
Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991
Number of additionat
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name)

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The prdposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

lighting and light overspill effects; -

noise, vibration and privacy effects; %
07 AUG 2018
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

twishrtobe heard in support of my submission.

if others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

v iywvvv i/t
Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sigh on behaif of submitter)

|
Date ' !

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: Ceti Ve 11l

Postal address: A ¢ ,

(or alternative method Jakwa RO NP U3TY
of service under

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: i O]

(name and designation,
if applicable)

SWG-169518-1-85-V1
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991
Number of additional []
TO: New Plymouth District Coungil sheets attached !

M —]
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) X\LJ olas John QCJJ T8Y

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

N N "
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

SWG-169518-1-85-V1




e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

e ® @ o

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

i

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

O
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: ) LD f oo ]

£.
Postal address: = 1’ VadenCe . )] 1A (&
(or alternative method
of service under Oakula £} <1 e
section 352 of the Act) ) '
Contact person: /v | bt S SRS S R AL 1.8
(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.govt.nz

SWG-169518-1-85-V1



Wairau Estate Traffic Impact Assessment — an alternative view

As a retired engineer familiar with both reading and writing Traffic Impact Assessments (albeit in the
United Kingdom, and some time ago) | would like to make the following submission relating to the
Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (PPC) and the Wairau Estate Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA). |
confirm { am an Oakura resident, and although my home would not be much affected by the
development if it goes ahead, 1 am mainly concerned for road safety and the quality of village life.

Before retirement in 2007, | was for two years employed by BECA on the PSMC 005 State Highway
Maintenance Contract (State Highways 1, 16 and 17) to the north of Auckland as a road safety
engineer. Prior to that, | worked for a highway engineering consultancy, Byways and Highways, in
the United Kingdom, providing advice to the developers of projects such as the one discussed here,
among other things. That followed 24 years with the highways department of a UK local Authority,
where | was trained in accident investigation and prevention, and worked both in that field and in a
number of other disciplines related to traffic engineering, including the assessment of the highways
and traffic implications of proposed developments and preparing design guidance for roads for
residential development. | was for some years a Fellow of the Institute of Highways Incorporated
Engineers (UK), which has since become part of the Institution of Civil Engineers.

| recommend the application be rejected for the following reasons:

1. The Wairau Road Oakura rezoning proposal PPC 18/00048 should be rejected in its entirety
because it would have a negative effect on the free flow and safe movement of traffic (including
pedestrian and cycle traffic) at a number of locations, certainly not limited to the single junction
for which alterations are proposed.

2. The junction alteration proposed in support of this application is not a viable design having
regard to current Design Guidance relating to State Highways, given the topography of the site.
The benefits that it is claimed that it would provide (which are in any case not sufficient to negate
Recommendation 1 above) are therefore not achievable.

| am particularly concerned that this proposal should not be accepted on the basis that the negative
aspects are ‘minor’ and could be resolved at a later stage in the process.

| also query the desirability, from the point of view of sustainability, of creating the possibility of 399
new dwellings being built at a location at least fifteen kilometers from the nearest substantial
employment opportunities, and the same distance from the retail outlets which almost every
household uses on at least a weekly basis. The nearest secondary school is a similar distance away.

Nick Gladstone, August 2018

File: Wairau Estate

- § AUG 201 \

- P\ymou’th
;atnct




45

SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional I
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached l

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) eosam “ CAO»\ (o MGG es
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (stafe reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropnate or suitable way to achieve the purpos the i@

Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act,

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects;

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; \\,T Sar
SWG-169518-1-85-V1 08 AUG 2018
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

» infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

¢ © e e

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signature oF submitter (or person authorised
fo sign on behalf of submitter)

%’/9//&

Daté

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No:

Postal address:

(or alternative method
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @ npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional

TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) &[AA L—_&}_( V\Qjés
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of mformatlon to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achleve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects;

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; \\ - X
SWG-169518-1-85-V1 08 AUG 2m8
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricuitural land) and soil

consetrvation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

® e @ e

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 02LLOL3Z3 20l
Postal address: G1_ N AVAR QOP(D
(or alternative method

of service under oY VA )\@Ac s 0 R

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: %ﬂ‘fﬁu& MO‘(Fg (‘Suﬂ“\ \’ﬂ‘&)

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @ npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional D
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) __ L~ (i NAOMES

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

o lighting and light overspill effects;

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; \\ ~NSSC
SWG-169518-1-85-V1 08 AUG 2018
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signa\tdre of submitter (orperson authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)
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Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:
Telephone No: O6C 7827 £
Postal address: N7 InNcuy Ve Pt

{or alternative method
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Z/C/( Ci Ce ry WC}?\'J% va\/

{rame and designation, ~J /
if applicable) A
g
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mail submission form to: submissions @ npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,

CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) N1\ €0\ f\i\%ﬁ\q GlocdEane.
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plaﬁ Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your.own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Sirategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects; B
noise, vibration and privacy effects;

= 8 AUG 2018 \
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

+wish-to-beheard-in-support-of my-submission-

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

\\ Nase.

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

OF o’ AR

Date / I

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: O I UAHARR

Postal address: 5.PRoubhence PlLACE
(or alternative method YA K OR A

of service under NELS PUIAMOOTH A Sk
section 352 of the Act) !

Contact person: \I A GLADSTENE

(name and designation,
if applicable)
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,

CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) (/Wm(« Zw/’h o -
INTRODUGTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

07 AUG 2018
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e ftraffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

fro—
Si?nature of submitter (or person authorised
to gign on behalf of submitter)

€19
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ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: Oé :)’<Z ”\/’)’}3
Postal address: l 4 o ’(L& O’J'{/l 00)/\

(or alternative method
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.qovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council )] sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) _ > (CI~HCN ~— /OO 1D

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the foliowing plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal). New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of mforpy.atn,;vn2 to this form.) '
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

® @ e o
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be

- declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

e P A, il 4
Signat(re of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

/ T e

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: il {2 9~ [ G~

Postal address: O UNVTer
(or alternative method
of service under

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (fullname) _| "1 \Cin N Yecdp €— (Y1) A

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
{ P 4
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan. '

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

o amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects; e
o lighting and light overspill effects; )

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; 01 AUG 'ng
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects:

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

® o @

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
- declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similfs.r submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing. /

A2 A T

Signatupeof Sjbyﬁ-it'ter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

q

Date
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ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: [ IS LG L
Postal address: DI = YT I =
(or alternative method g VAN =IO, P Lyl Tl

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) C)GD(W’I Q@é@/ BEls

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of ?ﬂormation to this form.)
Codonuwlber's

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

07 AUG 2018
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);
infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

o storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

2/ 2/(a

Date / !

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: ORT A4S 22 B
Postal address: «72@67 04*4&4 #%u age;(
(or alternative method 2

of service under Ny Ty l.u/ac,r'\ﬁ"\‘

section 352 of the Act) (S

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council ' sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) Mary Le ve 1t

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects; N\
e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects; (

o lighting and light overspill effects;

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; 07 AUG 2018
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

® ©

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

rd i

s .

Signature o submitter (or person authorised
to sign o behalf of submitter)

J,Z g 20/%

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 7S LI 5’4:

Postal address: 24 S nALAZN = ch(u
(or alternative method CaalPe ccen A5/4

of service under { '

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional

TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attache
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) D Y0 AV U ;\er::g«s v
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

i 0 7\ \ \
\@o\e o T Nl o ko 22\

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan; a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects; d
lighting and light overspill effects; )
noise, vibration and privacy effects;

® © © ©
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e ftraffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

o infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

PRSI

S ,dnature of submitter (or person authorised
46 sign on behalf of submitter)

8[8/

Date | [

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:
Telephone No: O2LDE9 by 69 .
Postal address: <\ '? Q@,\,K\, ‘QJ\

(or alternative method
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

) W&)\/\ !_g /f\,\
Contact person; , \\ O~ A of

(name and designation,
if applicable)

\V\v ————.

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.qovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION :

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) \OANID WA\ Ne2EeloT

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
A~ u\ene 4««\@\ N O e O
Yo \arf\jﬂ e e e

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan. ‘

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor wil.l it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal ‘Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most approprlate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

7

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects; AUG 2()18

e lighting and light overspill effects; ‘”, o

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; fm':,fmgmamemamm 1 CouNcl
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

s VR

\Sigﬁa-twe’df'é’l,l'ﬁ'lﬁﬁter (or person authorised

to sign on behalf of submitter)

\
T2 A fer g VA
Date &_)

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: CF2 1\ \ 2R 273 |
Postal address: /—‘\’ WSS (D) e
(or alternative method TETR2A T

of service under N e e s n

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: s =AM et

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

2/8/20&

Date '

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: ORI Tl 3G // 06 THRT6IS
Postal address: 32 kadoke R

{or alternative method LD L

of service under a2 LT T

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: A above -

(name and designation,
if applicable)



SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council : sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) ,/V\/\U PA  CoONAG - FA)

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may

aitach a dztlon I pages _of mformatlon to this form.)/
¢ S This, vt mge W&S)Om @M 7/u
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i a/rv ﬂn Uub AL . s
The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or-the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects; ” ) qu
noise, vibration and privacy effects;
07 AUG 2018
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

AL O (

Sigriature of submitthr (o7 persag guthorised

to £ign on behalf of SL& itter) =
/ /
Z
3 QD \
Date/ /

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: L | 7% 4/ ’)-é C‘I/’

)
Postal address: 7 g 7 J{ : g ;#\ ] CX
(or afternative method : / / i

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

/
/] , "
Contact person: | LAY & LA S S (L |
(name and designation,
if applicable) L
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional

TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) 7o /
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
T ORT4eN. o T SuAD NS end CLconse G of Tuf

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

o environmental, social and culfural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects;

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; | / : 2 4y
SWG-169518-1-85-V1 07 AUG 2018
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P

e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

® @

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

A“

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on béhaif of submitter)

g 5;“/35
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: Ob. 75 27 25%

"
Postal address: 5B 12, Coous
(or alternative method
of service under OAlcuria vACWAS |
section 352 of the Act) '
Contact person: o\l  Vandemn/ )
(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @ npdc.qovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional

TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) _ HELEN <Hepgel
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form. )

1 bhau 23 blen &sso aA M&aﬁ [@f&bu/a ‘f/Qa rnO/Q
/\' 4 - | y

‘.‘ 4;' 128 ““‘)4 1! "i % /Y\J SIO/\S

which succeesbidley o't u«_..._,_o coand <:7>
(‘
i A

Qped Shan sz _m;d ol lcroe X W\z(z/ N
¥ "ot g ph Q/’z-

rLAOi malr\f r’(zs AleRions o N wuld lna g U dnu.b.m
restr et ons? | bﬂww/oe 1o This late aXof Teation P an
The proposal is not the most appropfidte or suitable way to achieve the purpdse of the Q,,\&M(j Z
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

SWG-169518-1-85-V1
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects:

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects:

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

® @

® © o @

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it propetly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

-VLZ / \///\e/éul/t/ﬂ 3 5/\ Ly dy A/ . [V/W//({

Signature of submitter (orperson authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

i \_10\&

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: oL TS8R 182 QX1 185 8 ox &
Postal address: Qi Jas /SQ/VZ,H /\06@,

(or alterative method roheders  Cate

of service under INEn: PLANI0 T L-3i<

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Hd/l s 9\ € 7rd

(name and designation,

if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAIL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) /L/ 21 FARR /ILUT

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for yous submission in your own words. You may
attach additional paggs of information to thls form.
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects,
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects; 1124
noise, vibration and privacy effects;
0 , AUG 2018
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects:;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects:

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the iocal authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar_subtr will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

W

Signature ¢f submitter (o person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

~/ %/ 2/9

Date(

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: /7/’) Yéﬂzd/ug

Postal address: 27 \/A/\/g /WZ/%AC//
(or alternative method (r/A//\U /L/“ L;é 5/‘1‘

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: M”:N/ /%‘/2/1/“(/&/7.

(name and designation,
if applicable)
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional O
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) ___CALEN EUCENE TOMNIS

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects,
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

® ® 9 o
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traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading

15 sign on behalf of submitter)

network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);
e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;
storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects:

conservation effects;
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

* & 8 @

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately

avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider

alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose

and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be

declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

B (¥

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER;

Telephone No: D27 75Aoado
Postal address: LAC NN LoD
(or alternative method O APRANAD 7N

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: i

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @ npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLIGY STATEMENT OR PLAN, 3
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) /Aot Moudinde  IHiroe
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Qakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pbages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act. '

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for "Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision

and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan,

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural sffects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects:
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety),

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
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Wsubmitt@r {or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

61]og 17045

Date [

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: o0& ) 172

Postal address: N W AR o AD
(or alternative method OAIKL ALA

of service under a2 4 s ] )

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, 8L
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) Yadnr) Yo - L\ivxe,
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
LA NeoeteA  AAN
u( P

WAl Wwwvwt .
-« ' M‘\/AW - /QW\W\Q VA T T
¥ P e —
AT A ‘ 7
-y Yot N & : Ve
A —

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purgose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan'Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act. i

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects; _
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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‘Sg o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe

land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others majta[a Similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

hearing.

Aatare of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

[zl

Date ( ‘

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:
Telephone No: o2\ 254 AS\\

Postal address: \S _ \nawvewn P
(or alternative method AL ANV A L3V
of service under “tAvAanaaXa

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.qovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council shests atached |

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) NICTORIA TyAniE JormIS

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

s environmental, social and cultural effects;

¢ amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects; 3

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; .
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.
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The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

\
Signaturg of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on bghalf of submitter)

S -3
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: O28 22 D=2
Postal address: 28 VA ey
(or alternative method AN

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

SAE

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional

TO: New Plymouth District Council/ sheets attached
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) [//4 £ A/d/«%
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.
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The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety. :

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing. '

/
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§|g/nature of sdbmitter (or persm

to sign on behalf of submitter)

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: ? (7“ 7Z/ )
Postal address: & (L4 )x} L& LrivE
(or alternative method A s fsnooTet
of service under
section 352 of the Act) v
v
Contact person: C ATl
(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @ npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, g 5

CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional

TO: New Plymouth District Council , sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) _ [/ (citiFr i fedye i v

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal). New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
'attac additional pages of information fo this form.)
W) WNCle v, vl Qv e Qv Sreck au/ﬂ W
/))/{)ﬂé’m Ami’((ﬂy S P /A /ﬂé‘?’ K moerin- ZIJ'( S IS SEO L
Wolrgeldod yolpwl o tas Faol o ) fmedeTe  1vyzae ¢ o
oLy ourelOn ) ’
/VVIIOM’f OLWW Gl OivIe ¢ T - Y Vil INA P by \b Oy
/v-—\,/ (7o) .// kt , f(_: ! -

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
guality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including VIsual) and rural chdtgetereffects s veimmmmmanys,
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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L R \
3:‘ ;, o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe

land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural fand) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

® @

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

I 4

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

it lY | L.

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No:

Postal address: S rvdivad o Loe O
(or alternative method Ll b /

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.aovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Coungil sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (fullname)_ K02+ k€S Sfo[f=

INTRODUCTION

This is @ submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my subrmission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority o carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:
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environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects,

® e e e

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principies of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I'wish to be heard in support of my submission.
If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

hearing.

7%y

Sig aité?of submitter (orperson authorised
to sign-orbehalf of submitter)

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

& &
Telephone No: (D Y >~
- ) )
Postal address: B_o Jehewa Tlac
- M -, -
(or alternative method A2 e e L
of service under </
section 352 of the Act)
( -
Contact person: K Jfel MR
{name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.aovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) Milow 50&’/@”

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: {state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change of the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not praoperly give effect to, and is contrary o and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the L.and
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

e @ 9 o
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);
infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

° storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects,

o @ e @

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contraty to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will considar presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

o y—

LYCLLE 7Y '('W
Signatﬁre of submitter (orperson authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

/I — &~ 14
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 0277 391 333 7
Postal address:  Telfv-c Jce
(or afternative method CarmLdr A
of service under H$3i49
section 352 of the Act)

- ) A i
Contact person; Milov Ban<l
{name and designation,
if applicable)

-t

mail submission form to: submissions @npdc.qovi.nz

SWE-169518-1-85-V1
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Scheéﬁ s 1
Resource Management 4ct 1991

. Number of additional '
TO: New Plymouth District Council shests attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) _ DANID_AdR S WicLem  Rpoa

INTRODUCTION

This is a subrnission on @ change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/069§18 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal). New Plymouth District Elan. »

1
1 could not gain an advantage in trade competition throu\g(h this submission.

- SUBMISSION -
|

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submfsg‘f%n relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety. “ S -
My submisgi?n is: (state reasons fc?r your gubmission in your own words. You may
Sy Y e e RS
! v t 77
~ Ao o rtﬂ,: To_plewroage (oo b\7 .7,/}/30@3
[Tee sl d ’Cats)

The proposal is not the most appropria{e or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stpted objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Staterent for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community

. Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision |
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymotith
District Plan.

The Plan change will have sighificant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant ad‘verse:

ehvironmental, social and cultural effects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

lighting and light overspill effects; _ _ ey
noise, vibration and privacy effects; LA\OPY
09 AUG 2018
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o ftraffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in.the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roadmg-,- '
network (in terms of functiorif} . integrity, capacity and safety);
infrastructure, services and eqpnmunity infrastructure effects;
storm water, sewage, water s§bply and waste water effects; j
agricultural land (in terms of i iss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
:  conservation effects;
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avo;ded remedied or mitigated. A

The proposal is not a sustainable us’e of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effectlve neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has beeﬂ a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve \sustamable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act. .

A
| seek the following decision fromi the local authonty that "the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar subm&ssmn ! W||| cons:der presenting a joint case w1th them at a
hearing.

Si'gnatl,g/of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

Kﬁ@w)f 20§

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBN"TTER:

Telephone No: 152107 v
Postal address: |28 warraa 20 ﬂ O alcura

(or alternative method
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form {o; submissions@npd¢.govt.nz
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SUPPLEMENTARY DOCUMENTS TO:

SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, CHANGE OR

VARIATION

Re: Proposed plan change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning)
Additional to my submission against the above-mentioned proposed plan change, find my

supplementary notes:

I have been living on Wairau Road since Dec 2013, with my main gate entrance approx. 30 metres

down the road from the proposed entrance to the planned Wairau Estate’s entrance.

1. Although a traffic survey has been completed, | do not consider it to have identified all

relevant aspects to develop a proper traffic management plan.

a.

We have two school buses stopping in front of our property (c/o Tui Grove and
Wairau Rd, at 07:45), where one bus drops high school pupil that were picked up
from around the coastal areas, to climb onto another bus to take them to school. |
have seen days where vehicles queue up behind the bus, including witnessed
vehicles speeding passed a stationary bUs. The first-mentioned bus then makes a
right turn out of Tui Grove into Wairau Rd to pick up primary school pupil from the
Surrey Hill (and upper) road. With an entrance / exit to the estate approx. 40 metres
up the road, this is a risk to the safety of school kids, and will add to congestion
during the mornings;

The traffic survey has not considered the speeds at which vehicle travel up and down
Wairau Rd. This street has been zoned as a 50km/h, from South Rd up to the split
with upper Wairau Rd and Surrey Hill Rd. Motorists generally do not obey the speed
limits when driving up Wairau Rd. Both my wife and | have personally approached
the Traffic department to point out that this is a risk to be monitored. | have also
raised a concern with the Kaitake Community Board before (approx. 2 years ago)
with regards to log trucks speeding up and down Wairau Rd. By adding traffic /
vehicles that are turning into and out of Wairau Rd from the estate’s entrance will
contribute a significant safety risk that has not been considered during the traffic
survey;

Wairau Rd is a popular road for pedestrians (kids on bikes, people walking their dogs,
etc.) and horse-back riders (walking down to the grounds on South Road). The traffic
survey has not considered the risk to these pedestrians. With Tradesmen driving up
and down Wairau Rd over the period that construction is ongoing, additional risks are

inevitable,

2. Due to the slope / topography of the land, rain water that is collected from further up Wairau Rd

runs off to our properties. We have experienced rain / storm water damage in our house in 2017

(I have video footage of the rain water accumulating on my property). Rain water runs from

adjacent properties, including the sections and properties of the proposed entrance to the estate,



into our property. The current stormwater system is not capable of directing this stormwater run-
off away from my property. By adding a road onto these sections / properties will add additional
pressure on the stormwater run-off, which could cause severe flooding into my property, with

my property.

p,av/id Rood -

Wairau Road Resident
6 August 2018
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, q
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) _ ¢zinie Jaiv [ bailiéy

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
L A Sviem 4110 gdoangt dihe Propoiol Gf Lipgn (Cinengs
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
guality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

lighting and light overspill effects; -

noise, vibration and privacy effects; : \
09 AUG 2018

/\ Te Kaunihera-i-Rohe o Ngamotu
% NEW PLYMOUTH DISTRICT COUNECL
rewpives 0 Y

M\

e ® © ©

SWG-169518-1-85-V1



<

2

o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);
infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/ejseted in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

§ign(ét‘ﬁré/5f sGibmitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

.
)

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: Qe ey iSO,

Postal address: DLl Lelsr e 78 Klcig
(or alternative method
of service under

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: N E LT - e

(name and designation,
if applicable)}

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz

SWG-169518-1-85-V1
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, q
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) _/\ < WMAAVAA <=l

INTRODUGTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal). New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

— P e s ARG g — iy | 1) M~y -

chavoe PP\ /dood®  \pwcausSt v Ul
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
guality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects,
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

lighting and light overspill effects; - e
noise, vibration and privacy effects;

09 AUG 2Mm8
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o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected-in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

(TN A
Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: OL T8 28 |

Postal address: bt \ > ATz
(or alternative method i
of service under

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, q ¢
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional 4
TO: New Plymouth District Council - sheets attached L

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name)

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

alewa s & beauhul (/{((m{e_, Yl 's why e choote fo live here . auad pomnm

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects; —

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; £ \\8
SWG-169518-1-85-V1 09 AUG 2018
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

d N AV A vyv v bJ
Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitteér)

g .30

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: ULT 71TV V) Qv

Postal address: Zqu A Juprey [l foag
(or alternative method L0 4
of service under 1274
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz

SWG-169518-1-85-V1
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, q‘L
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) AN Ct/c (P LouzAMNCHE
INTRODUCTION '

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may

attach additional pages of information to this form.)
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;
e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
e lighting and light overspill effects; y 2
e noise, vibration and privacy effects; ? ¢
SWG-169518-1-85-V1 09 AUG 2018
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: P o fraffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe

land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing. _

[ [ C A(,l,m

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

7~ /8] 1§

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: O/ E0a92<
Postal address: 2723 PlLroagnzry A
(or alternative method Az e rotcendtZ AL,

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person:

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.qovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL. FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, 73
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: Paul Maurice Wynter

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

QOakura is in need of available land for development, but these demands can be met within
the area of land already proposed for residential deveiopment, at the immediate southern
edge of the village https://thetom.co.nz/uploads/oakura-consultation.pdf (page 11)

Traffic access and egress via Wairau Rd (as proposed) is inadequate for the scale of the
development.

The available space for the proposed Wairau Rd roundabout appears insufficient.

Both could be remedied by relocating the roundabout southwards approximately 300m
toward the general location of the Power Co building, creating a dedicated entry to
developments on the either the inland or seaward side of SH45.

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans

SWG-169518-1-85-V1
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L%(or Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;
e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
noise, vibration and privacy effects;
e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);
infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;
storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

/
o/

Sfgnature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

[ — o 16

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

S

Telephone No: OOl o< 7G>

Postal address: | 7/ - / )
(or alternative method DA NG PO eT™
of service under

section 352 of the Act)
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, ¢
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) ___A acs g/'f‘Sbef:/}‘!/w-

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
q 1 { )
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the QOakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

e amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;

e lighting and light overspill effects;

e noise, vibration and privacy effects; \§ ) TN
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traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
y land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);
infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;
e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;
agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

%/‘\/ Sy

giﬁafﬁre of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

E Avoppsd 105"

Date &

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:
Telephone No: OL P 322056’71
Postal address: [F Cogd 2 <l Oko,,{;p =

(or alternative method
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Lot l\gl"t’/vr:?’v N

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL- FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of »chedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

’ ) Number ef additional
TO: New Plymouth Dlstrlct Council sheets attached
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) x./ 20 k ' Kecnan

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change-PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
-(the proposal) New Plymouth District Plan o

| could not galn an advantage in trade competmon through this submlssmn

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my sumeSS|on relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety. :

My submtssnon is: (state reasons for your subm:ss:on in your own words You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

Al AV e n§y Yoo,
a(/m((y/wma ad @E(W

The proposal is not the most approprlate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth DIStrICt Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord wl»th and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth- Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year Vision
and is not the most appropriate method for ‘achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverSe effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;
amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

- noise, vibration and privacy effects;
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traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
tand transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety); :
infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects:
storm water, sewage, water supply-and waste water effects;

~agricultural land (in terms of loss. of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects; ‘
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are .capable of being, adequately- or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated. 4

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of. the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

~ The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that. the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety. a

I wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others-make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing. : :

Mot

Sig n/r‘efbf submitter (or person authorised

to sigh #n behaif of submitter)

14

Date

; f?'ugmf 710l§

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:
Telephone No: 1527013
Postal address: 36 [ken &

(or alternative method Oa fM LA,
of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: ' S
(name and designation;s - '
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npde.qovt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION
n,
1 5) Clause 6 of Schedule 1

10 AUG 2[)13 Y‘) Resource Management Act 1991

AN NEW PLIVOUTH e Number of additional
wﬂ P?‘P"‘“%%ﬁﬁk District Counci sheets attached
. <
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) ONJALD  STRATRHEZD
INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may

attach additional pages of information to this form )
N

\ % Sc geciel
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The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order fo achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

® @ & @
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e traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);
infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

® & ® @

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated. !

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act. '

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety..

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

g

SignatuMbmitte‘}(or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

5/%}/12

Date |

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: oL 1B\ 4255
Postal address: X @@\l\(\,ﬁ,\\q\ S~
(or alternative method -

of service under [OYAANL

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Q SRR IO

(name and designation,

if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions @ npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN, 4’
' CHANGE OR VARIATION 6

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional [ ]
TO: New Plymouth District Council Muter ik

NAME OF SUBMITTER: Jaynie McSweeney

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
{the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan. '

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My subrission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)
Environmental effects
Inadequate sewage & roading
Overflow at the school
Increased fraffic
Increased noise
Inadeguate services
Stormwater overflow — issues to the beach
Who pays to develop senvices to cope with the increased population?

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the

objectives of the existing New Plymaouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act,

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth

District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects:
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

SWG-169518-1-85-V1
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effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe

11 in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety),

s infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects,

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste waler effects;
agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;
reverse sensitivity effects;
earthworks effects;
construction effects;
cumulative effects.

» fraffic and transport
land transport syster

$» @

s & » &

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation. ‘

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety. '

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

g otr}ers make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
earing.

Signature of submmittef (or person authofised
1o sign on behalf of submitter)

Nt

7/8/18

Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 0273743762
Postal address: 12 Donnelly St, Oakura
(or alternative method

of service under
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Jaynie McSweeney

{(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION
.

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional O
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

. et
NAME OF SUBMITTER: (i name) __\eden Magared Flernng

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

Ic:;‘::?v] 2t o Hae _f)(é’w\ chanage —hde TO-pHe |zirge ‘
FELNEEr o) < echions VoD sedd —nd 4ne A ative.
im&ﬁc} -l—l"ﬂi(v/h/»“ I/mée__mgb (51 y

he e bels
S0 v Waterc— end 'H'\a w2l on the \aaa{ commundy |
\a\go underStord Hal e le»\ Chame; 1S '\ COh(/\rcf wd;(q
Ye/OUs Cordfions dafeed erebper Aduwingine adeloc(s
?e proposal le not ﬂe most ropriate or stable way t hieve the“purpose g’?the Cv‘olO(VW‘J‘
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the

objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the- most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

SWG-169518-1-85-V1



e ftraffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects:;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will hot achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

I seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

hearing.

Signéture of submitter (or person‘duthorised

to si behalf of submitter)
7 } 8\ \'y
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: O2x Q)(Q g Q) ?O\('

Postal address: ‘Ci"c\ Dixon Stve Q_j\

(or alternative method (T KAV R
of service under e/ = £ i 4—5 | ('3—

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Helen Hem e I

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to- submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: (full name) Mr Alex Ingram

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

| believe the proposal goes against findings/conditions set by the Hearing Commesion
(SUB10/451986) in relation to The Paddocks Development and ‘Lot29’ which is the majority of
the land relating to this plan change request. (Some of my points below come directly from
the commission’s report). It is also noted that the applicant expressed the intention during
the hearing of retaining Lot 29 with a ‘Protected Farm’ status in the longer term, regardless
of the zoning. Continued on separate sheet

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the'Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

e environmental, social and cultural effects;

* amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
e lighting and light overspill effects;

* noise, vibration and privacy effects;

SWG-169518-1-85-V1



e ftraffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

* infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

* storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

° agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil
conservation effects;

¢ reverse sensitivity effects;

e earthworks effects;

s construction effects;

e cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission,

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

-\/\m/wb

Signaturé})f submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

6™ August 2018
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: +64273554533
Postal address: 122a Wairau Road
(or alternative method Oakura

of service under Taranaki, 4314

section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Mr Alex Ingram

(name and designation,
if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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My Submission continued; (A.Ingram opposing PPC18/00048)

| also believe the requested plan change goes against the Oakura environment that the
community has worked hard to shape and define.

With reference to the New Plymouth District Plan, Operative District Plan (Volume 1
Management strategy) the following highlights how | believe the requested plan change is
inconsistent with its objective.

In relation to Issue 2, | believe there will be adverse effects from Light pollution from both
the proposed 380+ dwellings and any street lighting. In addition there will be adverse
effects from noise and dust due to extended periods of construction over the life of the
proposed development, whose effects would be more than minor.

In relation to Issue 4, it will cause Loss and/or reduction of rural amenity. It will degrade the
site’s landscape values, including the loss of open space, the loss of a rural Southern
Entrance Corridor to Oakura (an open green area that generally slopes up to the Kaitake
Ranges), and will cause potential loss of views to the Kaitake Ranges (Outstanding Natural
Landscape) caused by the requirement of an attenuation bund (2m+ in height) along the
SH45/site interface. The site is incapable of absorbing the visual change without causing
-adverse visual impact, not only limited to The Paddocks as has been suggested, but also to
residences overlooking from Wairau Road. The maximum allowable building height should
be single storey for the whole development, 6m max.

This also relates to Issue 15, Potential adverse effect on Outstanding Landscapes.

The proposed development’s close proximity to the National Park is also of concern.

In relation to Issue 6, there will be a reduction of residential amenity, due to increased
traffic and proposed density of development and percentage of coverage changes. The
QOakura Structural plan suggests maximum site coverage of 35%, and minimum 600m2 lot
size. The proposed lot size down to 300m2 and increased site coverage of up to 55% goes
entirely against the structure and makeup of the community, and will lead to ecological
harm due to increased roading, and greatly reducing the habitat available for use by plants
and animals. The minimum plot size for the proposed development should be 600m2 and
35% site coverage.

Increased traffic, both during the construction phases and on completion will have adverse
effects on safety and efficiency of the road transport network. The proposed round-about
will produce funding issues — particularly evident from other areas of Taranaki and the New
Plymouth Mayor’s recent Open letter to Minister of Transport (August 2018).

| believe the proposed development is very automobile dependant, the majority of people
living there will need to commute (among other activities) into New Plymouth, again this
not only puts a strain on the current road network but also adds to increased pollution and
increased use of fuels.

In relation to Issue 22, there will be an adverse effect due to increased demand on
infrastructure & community facilities. Namely the Oakura school, already near capacity and
medical centre, again already at or near full capacity. The loss of the ‘surplus’ Powerco land
(also incorporated in this request) could potentially cause issues in the future with local grid
capacity, especially with increased demand from growth in home charging of electric
vehicles.

| would also suggest the implied poor economic values of alternative options for the site
should have been considered before The Paddocks development was carried out and the
promises made that open space be retained over the balance allotment (Lot29)

}X \ A AN
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SUBMISSION ON NOTIFIED PROPOSAL FOR POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN,
CHANGE OR VARIATION

Clause 6 of Schedule 1
Resource Management Act 1991

Number of additional
TO: New Plymouth District Council sheets attached

NAME OF SUBMITTER: Stuart Bennett

INTRODUCTION

This is a submission on a change proposed to the following plan, being a private plan
change request Proposed Plan Change PPC18/00048 (Wairau Road, Oakura Rezoning),
(the proposal): New Plymouth District Plan.

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

SUBMISSION

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: the Plan Change in
its entirety.

My submission is: (state reasons for your submission in your own words. You may
attach additional pages of information to this form.)

Please see attached sheeet

The proposal is not the most appropriate or suitable way to achieve the purpose of the
Resource Management Act 1991 (the Act) or the stated objectives of the Plan Change or the
objectives of the existing New Plymouth District Plan.

The proposal is not designed to accord with and assist, nor will it assist, the territorial
authority to carry out its functions in order to achieve the purpose of the Act.

The plan change will not properly give effect to, and is contrary to and inconsistent with, the
Regional Policy Statement for Taranaki, the Regional Air Quality, Freshwater and Soil Plans
for Taranaki, the New Plymouth Coastal Strategy, the Oakura Structure Plan, the Land
Supply Review 2007-2027 Final Framework for Growth, the Oakura Community
Engagement Project Report 2014/16 and the Kaitake Community Plan: a thirty year vision
and is not the most appropriate method for achieving the objectives of the New Plymouth
District Plan.

The Plan change will have significant adverse effects on the environment (including the
quality of the environment) including (but not necessarily limited to) significant adverse:

environmental, social and cultural effects;

amenity values, landscape (including visual) and rural character effects;
lighting and light overspill effects;

noise, vibration and privacy effects;

SWG-169518-1-85-V1



o traffic and transport effects (including compromising the effective, efficient and safe
land transport system in the public interest) and effects on the surrounding roading
network (in terms of functioning, integrity, capacity and safety);

e infrastructure, services and community infrastructure effects;

e storm water, sewage, water supply and waste water effects;

agricultural land (in terms of loss of and fragmentation of agricultural land) and soil

conservation effects;

reverse sensitivity effects;

earthworks effects;

construction effects;

cumulative effects.

The adverse effects will not be, nor are capable of being, adequately or appropriately
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The proposal is not a sustainable use of the land resource the subject of the change, and
overall the Plan Change will not be efficient or effective; neither does it properly consider
alternatives. Further, there has been a lack of proper or any meaningful consultation.

The Plan Change will not achieve sustainable management and is contrary to the purpose
and principles of the Act.

| seek the following decision from the local authority: that the Plan Change be
declined/rejected in its entirety.

[ wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Signature of submitter (or person authorised
to sign on behalf of submitter)

8th August, 2018
Date

ELECTRONIC ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER:

Telephone No: 0276663462

Postal address: 69 Wairau Road

(or alternative method QOakura

of service under New Plymouth 4314
section 352 of the Act)

Contact person: Stuart Bennett

(name and designation,

if applicable)

mail submission form to: submissions@npdc.govt.nz
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= Qakura Primary School is directly off State Highway 45, making access for
our children, whether in cars, walking or biking already dangerous. Our
children need to be extremely vigilant when crossing Donnelly Street. The
influx of traffic would escalate the dangers surrounding this crossing. The
current level of car use by parents/caregivers dropping of children before and
after school, primarily between 8:30 to 9:15am and 2:45 to 3:15pm takes up
all available on-street parking. Thus, parking would also be adversely
affected. If this subdivision was to go ahead, the added influx of people,
which will cause a surge in traffic and pedestrians, will have severe
implications for the safety of our children.

= Also of major concern is the specific zoning rules that the developer is
requesting to be applied to this development. l.e. 300 square metre sections,
an increase to the area of the site that can be covered by a building to 55%.
This will surely set a precedent for all future developers throughout Taranaki.
If we wanted to live in a city, we would have! You will have a lot of explaining
to do in the future if | seek to sub-divide my property into 400 or 500 square
metre sections and am told | cannot after you have given this developer
special permission!

» The current school will not be able to cope with the influx of new students.
We all know the Ministry of Education has no money so will the developer be
contributing to building and resourcing a new school to accommodate these
exra children?

= With this particular developer’s previous development, i.e. The Paddocks, did
this developer promise to provide something towards the infrastructure of the
Oakura Community and if so, did he deliver on these promises?

= Growth is a natural part of any community and | am not opposed to it. With a
strong council, that has the interests of its community at heart, this growth
usually occurs in a well-managed, structured way. | was under the impression
that the Council wanted to “advocate for a co-ordinated approach to the
growth of the village". The proposed development is far from what could be
defined as a “co-ordinated approach.”

= | have concern that the proposed development would encroach on the
National Park and would be detrimental to its ecosystems. | have watched
our community embrace the Restore Kaitake project, the proposed plan
change seems to negate this whole initiative.
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