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Submission Form {Form 5}

Submission on
Proposed Kaipara District Plan

Form S: Submissions on a Publ¡ely Notified Proposed District Plan under Clause ô of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991

Return your signed submission by ltdonday 3fl June 2025 via:

districtqlanreview@kaipgla4ort¿t.¡¿ isubject line: Proposed Distri-ct Plan Submission)
DistrictFlannintTeãm, Kaipara Distríct Council, Private Bag 100'1, Dargaville, 0340

Kaipara Distí'rtCauncil, 32 Hok¡anga Road, Dargaville; or
Kaiþara Distrlct Council, 6 Motesworth Drive, Mangawhai

lf you would prefer to complete your submission onliñe, ftnrn 28 April 2025 please visit:
r¡n¡vw. kai pa ra. oovt. nzlkaipara-district-plan-reviewlprooosed-distri ct-plan

All sections of this form need to be completed for your submission to be accepted- Your submission wlll be checked

for completeness, and you may be conlacted to fill in any missing information.
0274 815414

Full Na Ewan Roneld Price

Manqawh ai Estates Parinershin

KAIPARA

Submitter lÐ:

Email:
Post:
ln pelson:

?.7 JUN 2CI25

ft,IIANGAVVIIAi
District

" the submission is made on Þehalf of
outlook"co.nz

Postal
ngawhai

0540

Address for Service: namet email and pûstal addresS (¡f different fom abo,re):

Trade Gomnetition

Pursuantto Schedule 1 of the Resource ManagementAct 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in trade
competition through the submissiün may make a submission only if clirectly affected by an effuct of the proposed

policy statement or plan that:

a) adversely affects the environment and

b) does not relatetotrade competition orthe effects of tradecompetition.

Please tick the senlence that applies to you:

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

l@!d gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission-

lf you haveticked thís box seJecf one of, the followíng :
lam by an effect of the subject matter of the submission

affected by an effect of the subject matler of the submission

L>
(signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making the submission)

please note: all informatìon contained in a subnrission under the Resource Management Act 1991 , including names and

for service, becomes publíc íntormation.

I glg¡gt wish to be heard in support of my submission; or

I gþ wish to be heard in support of my submíssion; and if so,

I would be prepared to consider presenting my subrnission in a joint case with others making a similar
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lr"rr"r. producing food have controls from

Ithe Ministry, exporter,and customers

lgenerally by audit. Fertiliser ¡s defined in the

lorder and on the bag.Farmers are generally

lrequired to have a Growsafe certificate

lrenewed regularly .There is neither t¡me nor

lmoney for another inspector or inspect¡on.

I

Ihe Rule referred to is justified in the overview of
Hazardous substances as " the Plan has the supporting role

of controll¡ng the land use activities..."

The category is limited to minor írritation.The farmer has

record keeping obligations already imposed and supervised

Meantime, houses have sprouted over farms,industrial

workhops appeared on main roadt such as

fomorata ,intensive residential development, is next to
gated commun¡ties.

lCouncil has to clarify the plans so that we all

lknow what is appropriate, and everybody

lsticks to them.

Ithat 
means less complicated rules, and more

lsupervrsron.

lrhe plan maps ignore the fact that Paul Road

ladjoins the orchard , and there are issues to
lbe addressed over uostream dra¡n

lmaintenance. the regular flooding of Clarke

lnoad ¡s not addressed

I

Our land is partly alongside the Mangàwhai estuary and

Horne Creek. we have not been adversely affected by

flood water in the 44 years we have owned it. We have

been bothered by activity by neighbours which seems

st¡ll to be in the too hard basket,

There should be a printed copy of the plan

available at all Council offices

The Area around Clarke Road has not had active

milking sheds for years. What is still in pasture is used as

run off, much of ¡t is supporting houses. Devich Road,

and Cames Road are examples. The area bounded by the
Mangawhai/Hakaru Growth area described in subdiv¡sion

SUB P12 refers to " restricted further subdivision."but
the Overview of the Subdivision section seems to allow
development ¡n the General rural zone, while

recognising the Rural Lifestone zone ís the best place for
further res¡dential development.

There needs to be provision for creatioh of
lifestyle lots, within clear criteria, rather that
leaving room for intensive residentìal sites

arising within a General rural zone.

l(3)seek

lcouncl

the following decsions from Kaipara

lsnecifics

Reasons

Multiple supervis¡on ìs a waste

of money

Much is made of managing growth

with spat¡al and structure plans

and Chapter 3A of the current
plan since November 2013

Who does what?

that reduces access to the issues

For many ratepayers

The appropriate zone is Rural

Lifestyle

(2)My submission is that:

Oppose/support
(inpart or full)

HS-R3

ch 3A

maps

Ihat clause

defines the
purpose of the
general rural zone.

It has no relevance

to 27.777ha oi
which 5.5ha is in

active orchard use

Object¡ve/policy/
rule/standard/
overlay

That assumes the
reader has full
competence with
a screen,and

assumes new

mater¡al is

identif¡ed as such.

Esplanade and floods

Fertiliser in General Rural

Managed Growth

Chapter/

Appendix/

Schedule/maps

lhe documents are only available

on screen.There is no printed

version.

GRUZ - 01

(1) The specific prov¡sions of the
Proposed Plan that my

submission relates to

L


