Good morning Ms. Morrison- Shaw, Mr. Combs and all.

Thank you for allowing me to have my say as to why | am
fully against the proposed subdivision in Whakamaru by Mr.

Quigley.

Whakamaru means to protect, to safeguard, to shelter & to
provide security. Allowing a subdivision here is not protecting
Whakamaru, the wildlife, the forest, the lake, it is in fact
doing the complete opposite.

In the applicants own reports there are threats to numerous
species, some of which are on the at-risk register. Of greater
concern however is the poorly executed bat survey that was
completed. According to bat expert Neil Henderson...it is
highly likely that if a thorough survey was to be completed
there would be more activity of the critically endangered
long tailed bat.

On the subject of the applicant’s reports, many of these were
completed using smaller lot numbers & are so out of date the
information is incorrect, some were just factually untrue. E.g.
The original traffic report said that there had been no serious
accidents, yet information freely available on the Waka
Kotahi website disputes this. Both traffic reports only focused
on the Ongarito road & not the surrounding ones, which will
become rat-runs should this development be allowed.

Other reports say that iwi consultation had taken place &
that they were in support of the development. Again, as we
can see from submissions by the Raukawa Trust, this is not
true. The proper respectful consultation, under the Treaty of



Waitangi has not occurred. Despite repeated references to
consultation with iwi, Mr Quigley concedes that no Cultural
Values Assessment was ever provided, meaning the effects
on cultural values remain unquantified and potentially
misunderstood. Mr. Quigley’s claims that iwi are “satisfied”
lacks documentary support.

Without a Cultural Values Assessment, Mr Quigley fails to
satisfy s6(e) and s8 of the Resource Management Act, which
states “It is the duty to recognise and provide for the
relationship of Maori with their ancestral waterbodies and to
take into account the principles of Te Tiriti o Waitangi.”

Speaking of public consultation, this has been poorly
executed by the developer, which led to uproar on local
social media pages & that of the camping community. There
was a meeting a few years ago that we attended & we were
assured by the Mr. Quigley that he would keep us all in the
loop & requested our email addresses. That did not happen,
which caused a lot of stress & upset for the residents of
Whakamaru village & Waipamu station something his own
reports advised against doing.

Mr. Quigley’s latest reports are based on an overreliance on
hearsay from social contact with locals and being on the
Whakamaru Rate Payer & Resident’s Association (WRRA)
committee. Statements such as “I have been congratulated
by many locals” and “I am on the committee of the WRRA”
do not represent consultation under the Resource
Management Act. These are personal interactions he has
had, not formal engagement processes. The survey results
cited show the community was split, which is not a



consensus. Presenting that as community endorsement is
therefore misleading.

In these reports numerous comparisons are made to
Waipamu station, which is ridiculous as they are not
comparable. This development proposes 66 sections on a
31.68 hectare area compared to Waipamu Station, which has
50 sections over a 3,468 hectare area. Many of these sections
at Waipamu are still for sale as are many in Mangakino. At
the time of writing there are 41 houses for sale & many of
those have been on the market for many years, indicating
that there really is no demand for housing in this area. The
reliance on a single agent’s opinion is not an adequate
economic justification for a rezoning of this scale. If this
proposal was to be approved there is every likelihood that it
would go into liquidation, leaving ugly part-completed
infrastructure instead of the forest we enjoy today. This is
what happened to Serenity Cove, before it was sold off as
Waipamu Station. Evidence also exists of this at the
developer’s previous development in Tamahere.

Being a resident of Waipamu Station | directly overlook the
proposed subdivision & therefore will be affected by noise &
light pollution. As it is the assortment of shipping containers
that Mr. Quigley has causes us problems. Parties,
motorbikes, even lawn mowing disturbs the peace of our
home, this will be exacerbated with another 66 households.
When the Quigleys leave their lights on for weeks on end the
light pollution is astonishing, we can’t bear to think what will
happen should this development be approved.



Campers have for generations enjoyed the security & shelter
that Whakamaru provides. It will be a great loss to many of
them outside of the area who use it regularly. Tensions
between home-owners & campers would inevitably arise
potentially creating a further problem for our extremely
stretched emergency services. Mr Quigley is offering small
public gains (e.g. the Waikato River trail, & some
campground land) to justify large private gain. This proposal
in essence trades off 66 private lifestyle blocks for the
assigning of a small strip of land and a campground access
road. These claimed “public benefits”” are minimal compared
with the permanent change to landscape character, loss of
rural attractiveness, and potential impacts on lake quality.

It is interesting that of the supporters of this development
only 3 were actually local, the rest came from the area where
the Quigley’s reside. The majority of their submissions were
simply one sentence, indicating that as a friend they had just
put a submission in to play the number’s game. Those against
the submission made far more in-depth comments,
indicating that they had actually read all the evidence & are
truly committed to making sure that this development does
not go ahead.

Mr. Quigley’s opening document is written by himself. His
personal history and good intentions are not relevant to any
planning merits. His emotional report cannot be allowed as a
substitute for technical evidence under the Resource
Management Act. Research has shown that in fact he also
has other developments in hand in Tamahere & Glen Massey.
One 18 lot consent in fact lapsed & so Mr. Quigley then
submitted another for a 25 lot consent, & yet still no houses?



What is to say this won’t happen here? This demonstrates
that he is a developer with no concern for the landscape, he’s
purely in it for his own personal gain.

Mr. Quigley has provided incomplete evidence... specifically
there is no cultural values assessment. There is insufficient
benefit to the public, the private profit outweighs the
community or environmental gain & sets a dangerous
precedent for further lakeside division.

The proposal is inconsistent with the General Rural Zone of
the South Waikato District Plan, which seeks to maintain the
openness and natural character of rural landscapes. Farming
& Forestry are the main uses of land within this zone, not
construction.

This is An Outstanding Natural Landscape, not a building site.

In conclusion, | implore the panel to do the right thing here
for our community, for our environment, for our birds, our
animals, our bats, our lake & our trees. To protect
Whakamaru, to provide the existing residents the security &
shelter, that the village name in fact means.

Thank you for your time.



