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To: steve@riceres.co.nz

Subject: Further comments regarding Quigley proposed subdivision, Ongaroto Rd Whakamaru, subsequent to new

National direction Instruments.

Mzr Steve Rice

South Waikato District Council

I was a submitter (n0.081)and objector to the above mentioned subdivision, and wish to comment in relation
to some of the newly amended National Direction Instruments, as they apply to this subdivision and my
submissions.

This land which is the subject of a subdivision application is currently under a production forestry use, is of
easy rolling contour and yellow brown volcanic ash soils , and immediately adjacent to Lake Whakamaru,
being a part of the Waikato river/awa.

In my original submission I made mention of the fact that the land is currently zoned rural, for good reason.
To protect it from such subdivision.

Under the new policy statement for highly productive land, which would include this land, Part 2, states the
objective of this National Direction Instrument, is to "Highly productive land is protected for use in land
based primary production both now and for future generations".

Part 3.6 specifically restricts urban rezoning of highly productive land.

Tier 2 and 3 territorial authorities may allow urban rezoning of highly productive land only if:1 a- the urban
rezoning is required to provide sufficient development capacity....( as demonstrated in my original
submission, and by others this clearly is not the case)

B- there are no other reasonable practicable and feasible options.... ( again there are several other options
available in this case even if there was an established 'required development capacity')

C- the environmental, social, cultural, and economic benefit , of development must outweigh the long term
cost of the loss of highly productive land( clearly this is not possibly as there is no demonstrated need in the
first place, and the effects on the environment will be devastating and irreversible, not to mention social and

cultural values)

Point 2 a b and ¢ are noted in relation to how council must view other options, before rezoning, of
productive land.

Points 3 and 4 . I would content, none of these situations apply, and so no council may allow any such
rezoning, as is being applied for by the developer, Mr Quigley.

Point 3.7 Avoiding rezoning of highly productive land for rural life-style.



Councils must avoid this except under point 3.10. Three point 10 states council must be satisfied 1 a- there
are long term constraints on the land ( clearly none exist for forestry as it is currently under production

forest)
1 b- the subdivision avoids any significant loss of production. ( again this cannot be the case as this

subdivision proposal will eliminate all primary production on this land)
And point 2- the applicant is required to demonstrate the lands inability of production. ( again clearly this
cannot be demonstrated, as the land is currently in production forestry, as re-planted by the current owner
himself, and his proposed subdivision would eliminate this production)

Under the National Policy statement for Indigenous biodiversity, as amended 2025, part 3.14 it is noted ( as
the land is currently under production forestry) 'any plantation must be managed over the course of the
rotation of production, in a manner necessary to maintain the long term populations of threatened or

declining species (indigenous)present

Being under forestry , it is recognised there will be significant numbers of indigenous plant and animal
species living within the forest block , including various plants, invertebrates and bird life, all declining in
numbers throughout the country.

In my original submission, I made mention of the awa, the Waikato River, which ﬂowsbalongside this land,
and of my cultural links to this land.

Under the amended National Direction Instrument for fresh water, it is difficult to see how such an extreme
intensified change in the land use due to this proposed subdivision will assist, enhance, or improve Te Mana
o te Wai, of this awa, te awa o Waikato, ( again it appears council would have no option but to decline such

a rezoning application in this instance)
In conclusion, therefore, I again implore council to uphold there part of the bargain, as a representative of
our community, as a kaitiaki of our lands, and water ways, as a guardian of what is truly a taonga, this

beautiful valley , to preserve its peace and beauty, its mana, on our behalf, protect this back yard as it is, and
let urban pollution continue else where.

Thank you
Peter martin

submitter 081



