Speech in Opposition to the Proposed Housing Development in Whakamaru

Submitted and presented by Melissa Verryt on behalf of my partner Gareth, my parents Tony &
Sheila Verryt, my brothers, Kieran & Bevan Verryt, and our neighbours Brett & Anne Davies and
Matt & Jess Algae

Introduction - Who We Are and Why We’re Here

Kia orana, I’m Melissa Verryt. My family and |, along with neighbours, started as holidaymakers
here one or two decades ago. Today, more than half of us live here permanently. We love
Whakamaru. We’ve invested in it, volunteered for it, and raised our voices to protect it. This
proposalis not small. It is not needed. It does not belong.

Ifit were six homes, if it filled a proven gap, if it enhanced our rural character with minimal harm,
if the developers had engaged openly from the start, if covenants could be enforced, and if
independent assessments guaranteed no net loss to our environment — then we could talk.

But none of those conditions are met.

What follows is not opinion. Itis evidence, experience, and a clear ask: reject this consent until
these harms are independently verified and meaningfully mitigated.

1. The Community Has Spoken - and the Numbers Don’t Lie

In January 2023, despite torrential rain, 30-40 residents turned out on a single day’s notice to a
meeting hosted at the developers’ temporary residence. That turnout reflects deep care. | ran
an independent survey under tight constraints. From a population of ~1,000, we received 54
responses.

The developer claims 46.3% support. That’s 25 people.

But 18 of those 25 — 72% — said the plan delivers no clear benefit to our community.
That leaves seven people who both supportit and see value in it.

Seven. Out of athousand. This is not division. This is nearly unanimous against a plan that fails
to connect existing residents to new ones. There is no pedestrian link from the proposed
subdivision to local businesses, the dam, or the reserve. No safe paths for prams, wheelchairs,
or dog-walkers.

No vision for merging communities — only isolation behind a new tree line and lining the wallet
of the developer.

2. Environmental Harm We Cannot Accept
We are custodians of a fragile ecosystem.



e Pekapeka, our long-tailed bats — nationally critically endangered — are present in the
development footprint. No current population survey exists. No mitigation plan is
funded.

¢ Lake Whakamaru is part of the Waikato River. It suffers repeated toxic algae blooms,
dense hornwort mats, and hidden rocks that damage boats. Water quality reports
(Waikato Regional Council, 2024) confirm swimming advisories for weeks each
summetr.

e The Waikato River Trail will receive gifted land — welcome — but the design excludes
safe walking access for families and the disabled.

We demand:
¢ Athorough independent bat survey before any consent.
¢ Abonded restoration fund to increase — not just protect — bat habitat
¢ Water quality monitoring tied to development milestones.

Destroying natural habitat with today’s knowledge is not progress. It is negligence.

3. Economic Promises That Don’t Add Up

I’m an owner and working Director of an ICT (Information Communication Technology)
business, we support local, nationwide and cross Tasman clients. | see workforce trends daily.

e Remote work is declining: Gartner (2024) reports 62% of global firms now mandate 2-3
office days weekly. In-person roles pay 12-18% more (Stats NZ, 2025).

e Local jobs are shrinking: Tokoroa’s mills have cut 180+ roles since 2022. Commercial
vacancy rates in Putaruru and Tokoroa exceed 22% (SWDC, 2024).

e Housing supply already exists: 47 sections remain unsold in Mangakino and Waipamu
Station — many with services and lake views. Average days on market: 198
(Realestate.co.nz, Oct 2025).

The developer promises “millions in economic benefit” and “ongoing jobs.”
But they admit:

e They will self-build with their own crews — no local contracts guaranteed.

e “Community jobs” to them means cleaning and mowing — not the skilled roles our
qualified residents already commute for.

A subdivision is not a commercial hub. It cannot generate diverse, sustainable employment.
And who buys a $1M+ home:

¢ Nextto afreedom camping reserve, turned construction zone for 20+ years?

o Beside a lake often unsafe for swimming in summer?



Demand is not proven. Riskiis.

4. Safety Risks We Cannot Ignore

e The boat ramp: Current exit requires both lanes to turn left safely. Adding 60+ homes
funnels all trailers into one entrance on the highway. A logging truck cresting the hill at
90 km/h meets a stuck boat: one accident, is one too many.

e Lake use is rising: Jet skis and boats have doubled since 2019 (WRC data). Locals now
avoid the lake in peak season. A former Coastguard resident monitored safely — but
“underutilised” does not mean “safe.” It means luck, not planning.

We demand:
¢ Road upgrades fully funded and built before Stage 1.

¢ Independent traffic modelling including logging routes.

Conclusion - It’s Not About Being Right. It’s About Doing Right.

Like many, we came to Whakamaru to downsize, simplify, and work to, or retire in peace — lock-
up-and-go homes, low maintenance, rural calm.

This plan delivers the opposite: noise, dust, and a fractured community for decades.

As 1 Corinthians 8 reminds us: “Knowledge puffs up, but love builds up.” This is not about the
developers’ rights. It is about our collective duty to protect people, place, and future
generations.

Our Ask is Clear:
1. Denyconsentinits current form.

2. Require independent environmental surveys, infrastructure funding, and genuine
community benefit — before any reconsideration.

We are not against growth. We are against avoidable harm. Thank you.

Supporting documents: survey data, water reports, vacancy stats, and traffic diagrams
available on request.



