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DISTRICT Date received:

Kaipara Fe Ovanganui + Two Oceaus Twe Harbours Submitter ID:

Submission Form (Form 5)
Submission on Proposed Kaipara District Plan

Form 5: Submissions on a Publicly Notified Proposed District Plan under Clause 6 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991

Return your signed submission by Monday 30 June 2025 via:
Email: districtplanreview@kaipara.govt.nz (subject line: Proposed District Plan Submission)
Post: District Planning Team, Kaipara District Council, Private Bag 1001, Dargaville, 0340
In person:  Kaipara District Council, 32 Hokianga Road, Dargaville; or

Kaipara District Council, 6 Molesworth Drive, Mangawhai

If you would prefer to complete your submission online, from 28 April 2025 please visit:
www.kaipara.govt.nz/kaipara-district-plan-review/proposed-district-plan

All sections of this form need to be completed for your submission to be accepted. Your submission will be
checked for completeness, and you may be contacted to fill in any missing information.

Full name: '€ Roroa Whatu Ora Trust & Te Roroa Manawhenua Trust Phone: 021545928

Organisation: Te Roroa Whatu Ora Trust & Te Roroa Manawhenua Trust
(*the organisation that this submission is made on behalf of)

Email: netanaproductions@gmail.com (Trustee Contact)
Postal address: 1 Waipoua River Road, Aranga

Postcode: 0376
Address for service: name, email and postal address (if different from above):

1 Waipoua River Road, Aranga 0376

Trade Competition

Pursuant to Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in trade
competition through the submission may make a submission only if directly affected by an effect of the proposed
policy statement or plan that:

a) adversely affects the environment; and

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

Please tick the sentence that applies to you:

[1] I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission; or

| could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
If you have ticked this box please select one of the following:

| am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission

| am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission

Signature: \ ’M\’\—' Date:

(Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making the submission.)

Please note: all information contained in a submission under the Resource Management Act 1991, including names and
addresses for service, becomes public information.

[]| | do notwish to be heard in support of my submission; or

| do wish to be heard in support of my submission; and if so,

| would be prepared to consider presenting my submission in a joint case with others making a similar
submission at any hearing



mailto:districtplanreview@kaipara.govt.nz
http://www.kaipara.govt.nz/kaipara-district-plan-review/proposed-district-plan

(1) The specific provisions of the Proposed
Plan that my submission relates to are:

(2) My submission is that:

(include whether you support or oppose the specific
provisions or wish to have them amended and the reasons for

(3) | seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council.

(Please give precise details for each provision. The more specific you can be
the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concerns.)

your views)

Chapter/Appendix/ | objective/policy/rule/ | Oppose/support | Reasons

Schedule/Maps standard/overlay (in part or full)

Chapter SASM | Policy + Oppose in The SASM chapter fails to adequately identify or Amend the SASM chapter to require that all identification and evaluation of wahi

P y PP protect Te Roroa wahi tapu and cultural tapu and cultural landscapes within the Te Roroa rohe must be led by Te Roroa
Over|ay part landscapes. It uses archaeological definitions rather . . = .
than Te Roroa-led cultural knowledge systems. using our own tikanga and matauranga. Include a minimum 100m buffer zone
around any identified wahi tapu, with all activities requiring Te Roroa consent.
Yy p quiring

Schedule of Sites | Schedule Oppose in The Schedule omits many Te Roroa Update the schedule to incorporate the sites listed in the Sixth Schedule of

and Areas of art wahi tapu and does not recognise the the Te Roroa Manawhenua Trust Deed. Provide a pathway for Te Roroa to

Significance to P Sixth Schedule of the Te Roroa update and maintain the list through a formal partnership protocol.

Maori Manawhenua Trust Deed.

Planning Maps | SASM Overlay |Oppose in Cultural site overlays do not reflect Te | Amend SASM overlays in planning maps to reflect Te Roroa cultural

art Roroa cultural landscape mapping. landscape mapping and provide for real-time update mechanisms via
P No buffer zones are provided. co-management agreement with Te Roroa. Include a wahi tapu buffer zone
layer (minimum 100m).

Chapter Zones |Zoning of Treaty | Oppose in Treaty settlement lands are zoned the same as | Introduce a Treaty Settlement Land Zone that enables papakainga,

general rural land, limiting Te Roroa's ability to | acq_cyltural enterprises, native reforestation, and other permitted activities
Settlement Land part develop in accordance with its Deed obligations : ; oo co
(e.g. papakainga, eco-cultural tourism). defined in partnership with Te Roroa. This must apply to all lands returned
’ via settlement processes.
Chapter Obijectives + Oppose in The objectives do not reflect the Amend policies to state that Te Roroa, through its PSGE entities, is the
o governance role of the Te Roroa PSGE | primary decision-making authority on matters relating to land, water, and
Tangata Policies art
9 P or mandate for Te Roroa-led taonga within our rohe. Require early, genuine, and documented

Whenua assessment and monitoring. engagement.

Definitions Wahi tapu, Oppose in Definitions rely on Replace current definitions with ones devgloped in partner_s_hip with Te
tangata whenua, | part archaeological frames and falil [R)Of%a. Def(|jn|tt|ons rr:ustI r?flectk'll'e Rloro_a t;kangal, orall Itrad:t:cons, and I;I'rust
cultural values to embed Te Roroa tikanga eed mandates, not solely archaeological or colonial legal frameworks.

Chapter Rule Oppose in Efilrt_hworks can proceed near potential | Require that any earthworks within 100m of known or potential wahi tapu

wahi tapu without requiring Cultural may not proceed without: (1) a Cultural Impact Assessment approved b

Earthworks part 9~ y notp . ' Imp PP y

Impact Assessment or Kaitiaki Te Roroa, and (2) on-site cultural monitoring by Te Roroa kaitiaki.
monitoring by Te Roroa.

Natural Hazards | Objective + Oppose in Climate change provisions do not Include new provisions requiring iwi-led climate adaptation

and Climate Policy part g‘a’;')‘t’gt;i ':g:rf‘i:;?(‘)":'\elglgnigble planning in partnership with Te Roroa, prioritising flood-prone

Change coastal communities. areas, low-lying papakainga, and kaimoana habitats.

Add further pages as required — please initial any additional pages
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	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow1: Chapter SASM
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow1: Policy + Overlay
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow1: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow1: The SASM chapter fails to adequately identify or protect Te Roroa wāhi tapu and cultural landscapes. It uses archaeological definitions rather than Te Roroa-led cultural knowledge systems.
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow1: Amend the SASM chapter to require that all identification and evaluation of wāhi tapu and cultural landscapes within the Te Roroa rohe must be led by Te Roroa using our own tikanga and mātauranga. Include a minimum 100m buffer zone around any identified wāhi tapu, with all activities requiring Te Roroa consent.
	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow2: Schedule of Sites and Areas of Significance to Māori
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow2: Schedule
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow2: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow2: The Schedule omits many Te Roroa wāhi tapu and does not recognise the Sixth Schedule of the Te Roroa Manawhenua Trust Deed.
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow2: Update the schedule to incorporate the sites listed in the Sixth Schedule of the Te Roroa Manawhenua Trust Deed. Provide a pathway for Te Roroa to update and maintain the list through a formal partnership protocol.
	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow3: Planning Maps
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow3: SASM Overlay
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow3: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow3: Cultural site overlays do not reflect Te Roroa cultural landscape mapping. No buffer zones are provided.
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow3: Amend SASM overlays in planning maps to reflect Te Roroa cultural landscape mapping and provide for real-time update mechanisms via co-management agreement with Te Roroa. Include a wāhi tapu buffer zone layer (minimum 100m).
	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow4: Chapter Zones
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow4: Zoning of Treaty Settlement Land
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow4: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow4: Treaty settlement lands are zoned the same as general rural land, limiting Te Roroa's ability to develop in accordance with its Deed obligations (e.g. papakāinga, eco-cultural tourism).
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow4: Introduce a Treaty Settlement Land Zone that enables papakāinga, eco-cultural enterprises, native reforestation, and other permitted activities defined in partnership with Te Roroa. This must apply to all lands returned via settlement processes.
	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow5: Chapter Tangata Whenua
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow5: Objectives + Policies
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow5: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow5: The objectives do not reflect the governance role of the Te Roroa PSGE or mandate for Te Roroa-led assessment and monitoring.
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow5: Amend policies to state that Te Roroa, through its PSGE entities, is the primary decision-making authority on matters relating to land, water, and taonga within our rohe. Require early, genuine, and documented engagement.
	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow6: Definitions
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow6: Wāhi tapu, tangata whenua, cultural values
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow6: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow6: Definitions rely on archaeological frames and fail to embed Te Roroa tikanga.
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow6: Replace current definitions with ones developed in partnership with Te Roroa. Definitions must reflect Te Roroa tikanga, oral traditions, and Trust Deed mandates, not solely archaeological or colonial legal frameworks.
	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow7: Chapter Earthworks
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow7: Rule
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow7: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow7: Earthworks can proceed near potential wāhi tapu without requiring Cultural Impact Assessment or kaitiaki monitoring by Te Roroa.
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow7: Require that any earthworks within 100m of known or potential wāhi tapu may not proceed without: (1) a Cultural Impact Assessment approved by Te Roroa, and (2) on-site cultural monitoring by Te Roroa kaitiaki.
	ChapterAppendix ScheduleMapsRow8: Natural Hazards and Climate Change
	objectivepolicyrule standardoverlayRow8: Objective + Policy
	Opposesupport in part or fullRow8: Oppose in part
	ReasonsRow8: Climate change provisions do not involve Te Roroa knowledge or adaptation planning for vulnerable coastal communities.
	3 I seek the following decisions from Kaipara District Council Please give precise details for each provision The more specific you can be the easier it will be for the Council to understand your concernsRow8: Include new provisions requiring iwi-led climate adaptation planning in partnership with Te Roroa, prioritising flood-prone areas, low-lying papakāinga, and kaimoana habitats.


