










 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 



 
    

    
 

   
   

   
 

    
   

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

  
  
  

  
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



  

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 



  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

















Submission on Te Ara Tipuna Trail Proposal 

Submitted by:  

Date: 04-02-25 

To: Gisborne District Council 

Subject: Opposition to Te Ara Tipuna Trail Proposal 

Kia ora, 

, submit this opposition to the Te Ara Tipuna Trail proposal. 

concerns and reasons for opposing the project. 

1. Support for Landowners: We stand in solidarity with the landowners within the tribal 

and multiple-owned land blocks, which raises significant concerns about land use and access 
rights. Thes
the rights and wishes of the landowners are respected and upheld. 

2. Cultural and Environmental Impact: The construction and use of the trail could have 

a Hinetekahu. Additionally, the increased foot traffic and construction activities could lead to 
environmental degradation, including soil erosion, habitat disruption, and littering. It is 
crucial to protect our cultural heritage and natural environment for future generations. 

3. Lack of Consultation: We believe that there has been insufficient consultation with our 

We urge the council to engage in thorough and respectful consultation with all stakeholders 
before making any decisions. 

4. Alternative Routes: We propose that the council explores alternative routes for the trail 
that minimize the impact on private and multiple-owned land. Utilizing existing public land, 
road corridors, and reserves could be a more suitable option that respects the rights of 
landowners and reduces potential conflicts. 

Conclusion: In conclusion, we oppose the Te Ara Tipuna Trail proposal due to the potential 
negative impacts on land use rights, cultural heritage, and the environment. We stand in 

e 
council to consider our concerns and explore alternative routes for the trail. 

Thank you for considering our submission. 

 

 

























































      GisborneDC

Submission on Resource Consent Application – August 2020

1. Person making submission

2. Submission on



      GisborneDC

Submission on Resource Consent Application – August 2020

Yes No

3. Signature



 
    

    
 

   
   

   
 

    
   

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

  
  
  

  
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



  

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 



  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 











 
    

    
 

   
   

   
 

    
   

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

  
  
  

  
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



  

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 



  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 











      GisborneDC

Submission on Resource Consent Application – August 2020

1. Person making submission

2. Submission on



       GisborneDC

Submission on Resource Consent Application – August 2020

 Yes No 

3. Signature

 



  

Submission on Te Ara Tipuna Trail 

1. 
 (the Trust or applicant) 
the Trail). 

 

2. 
 (the RMA).  

 in 
     

my  -
my house (p 1 in Appendix A ). This 

   
 

 I  . 
 

 . 
  

Those   

purposes.  

     we 
house . The sand dunes 

   
and    Appendix A). 

sand dunes and 
 - The 

I  s
and       

6. I was 
the Council) 

ese were by 
. I ese 

.   

General Comment – Process  

 

  



  

 my submission
The   

 
 

General Comment -  

  

 .  

  
”. I 

 
 

 are  . 

 

 

-
 

 
.  

11. 
 

a. -

 

b. 

 

 

”. 

12. 
 

( ) 
are . 



  

 

  

be addressed . 

    
. 

  . 

  

 are 

  
  

 

 some  
 . These  

a. 
 

b. roposed a e    

 The  

d. The  on    

e. 
sand dunes  

T and 

  

Environmental impact to the coastal environment   

16. 
This is TRMP)  

 (ASCH) ’ .  

 T  in  
  

”. I on 



  

”.  

  
The 

Appendix A  
 

 and 
.  

  

) 

 
1  

 

. 
-  

. 
  

 The 
. 

  

 

21. The  

I

T
 

22.  
   

 
   in  . 

 
1   



  

 
 

  
is 

  

. 
 

    “… 
”.  has 

 or . The 
assess  and 

on .  

  

me 

 

 

assesses -
 a -  ’

 . A 
is 

his here and 
  

26. 
.  

Access to the Trail 

 

. 
 be    

. 
 .  



  

 

 ) 

2 here is

  

 

  
is 

  
  

 

 

. 
.  The 

 

on our 
or T (as shown in 

Appendix A).  
 

 T  and 
 

I 
be 

ahead here.   

  
 and 

 

 

- ”. 
 (and 

 
2  IA.  
  6  



  

many . This 
 

 M   . 

 
  

  
 

 

 

    
.  

 

. 
 

- .  

 The proposed  
 . 

.” he 

   
 

 

 

 

is 

.  

 

  I 
 iwi  

iwi re-  n



  

  

   iwi in my rohe 
-

is   

 

 . 

 The   
 

   where and 
. 

   

   

   
  

     
. 

  
.  

 This does no As  
-

   
   
 
   

  
 

 
 

  
. 

 
 



  

   
”.  

 I 

 and our   in   -

  

 – 
 

 

 

 

 

 ”  

 

 
re  

”.  

 

 

. The      

 The map . 

 

 

 

 

 



addressed
    

a. Appendix B

b.
  

Submission at Hearing

  

__________________________

Craig Gibbs

ad



  

Appendix A –  

 
 

Photo 1:  Photo 2: 
 

 
 
 

 

 

Photo 3:  Photo 4  
  

 
 
 



              
A

pp
en

di
x 

B 
– 

Tr
ai

l A
lig

nm
en

t 

 

























|   THE CATALYST GROUP   |   07 February 2025   | | Submission on Te AraTipuna Trail |- 1 -

7th February 2025

Gisborne District Council

15 Fitzherbert Street

Gisborne 4010

Submission on Te Ara Tipuna Trail consent application

T n koutou e ng kaimahi o te kaunihera,

Name of applicant: The Te Ara Tipuna Charitable Trust

Application Nos: GDC: DL-2023-112074-00, LR-2023-112076-00, LL-2023-112077-00, LV-2023-

112078-00/ BOPRC: RM23-0508-AP / ODC: RC2024-04

Type of resource consent applied for: Discharge to land, land use - works in a river/lakebed, land use - land 

disturbance, land-use - vegetation clearance.

Brief description of proposed activity: The Te Ara Tipuna Charitable Trust has lodged an application for 

multiple resource consents to enable the design and construction of Stage 1 of the Te Ara Tipuna Trail. The 

Stage 1 trail is a public walking trail only and runs for approximately 500km from Gisborne around the coast 

to p tiki. 

We oppose the application  

Clearly state which parts of the application you oppose or wish to have amended:

All of it.

The reasons for making our submission are:

The activity for which consent is needed spans across much of the East Cape. In the BOP/ p tiki region, 

there were 19 pages of parties that were notified about the proposal and the AEE sets out efforts that were 

made to bring the project to the attention of communities. According to the AEE: the consultation and 

M ori freehold and general landowners and trustees, and whãnau and family that live both within, and have 

connections to, the three territorial authorities.

Despite these efforts, at no stage was any direct consultation undertaken with the land entity Motuaruhe

3B1.

The proposal has potential to cause significant adverse effects on our property around where SH35 

traverses our land. For example, there are waterfalls on our land that could be promoted as a visitor site if 

the trail goes ahead. These waterfalls are w hi tapu and trespassing to see them would cause significant 
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cultural impacts. There would be environmental impacts because people would be walking over an 

untracked area, and due to the health and safety issues we would have to install signage at our own cost.

As the application stands, we are not convinced the applicants can address the consequences of such a path 

along a road corridor without first negotiating with adjacent landowners, including us.

We want to be included in the consent process going forward.

We wish the Gisborne District Council to make the following decision:

That GDC decline this application due to incomplete and insufficient engagement, and require the 

application be resubmitted only after proper consultation with us (and all affected landowners) and the 

resolution of outstanding issues.

Person making submission: 

Name in full: Nick T roa on behalf of land entity Te Motuaruhe 3B1.

Surname: T roa

First Name(s):  Nick

Address: 22 Thomas Ave, Te Atatu Peninsula
Mobile: 029 770 2747

Email: nickturoa@hotmail.com

Kind regards

Belinda McFadgen

Senior environment consultant

Representing Nick T roa
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Objecting to Te Ara Tipuna. 
Submission on Behalf of various hap -wh of Te Aitanga- -Hauiti Iwi
Name: Tui Tuakana Makea Marino. 
Email: manawapou@xtra.co.nz 
Ph 0276361197  
Kaum  Flats 4/34 Hauiti-   

E Te Roopu Kaunihera  

T  koutou katoa, 

E hiahia ana ahau kia tae a tinana me te k -a-waha m  

Ng . 

Tui 

 

 
 
#1 Project lead, a former Crown Minister possibly retaining the same agenda. 
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#2. Shane Jones now Minister of Resources, Energy, Fisheries, alongside the 
Fast Track Bill, Regulatory Standards Bill, Treaty Principals Bill & Referendum
revives concerns to oil exploitation and in further breach Te Tiriti O Waitangi.

 

 

#3 
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#4 Part submission in opposition for Ng karara Anaura Bay to Te 
Ara Tipuna project lead by the Tronp co-chair.
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#5 Wh ng r  farms, oppose Te Ara Tipuna project by the Tronp co-chair.  
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#6 hap survey on Te Ara Tipuna proposal by the Tronp co-chair. 
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#7. Traditional manawhenua context: Map in 
 Dr Monty Soutar pub. June 2008.  
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#8. This map portrays certain manawhenua & Marae 
of Te Aitanga- -Hauiti iwi falsely miss-represented instead as

Sec 34-40  Te Ariuru Marae is the, Hauiti-northern boundary Marae; Te Poho-
o- , rohe 6. 
 
Sec 41-48 Hinetamatea at Anaura to Te Poho-o-
southern Hauiti rohe is , rohe 7. 
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#9 The targeted displacement of ALL Te Aitanga- -Hauiti Iwi- traditional 
& contemporary assets, is primarily by this group & or its particular members
in a partnership with the Crown Settlement.

 

With others prior to Maui & Kelly, but to subvert, dominate & control all Hauiti 
Iwi-Hap related assets, resources & data for/by Ng ti Porou. 
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#10 Both Ruawaipu & U are considered subverted by Tronp now 
influencing the same regards to Te Aitanga- -Hauiti. Te Ara Tipuna seeks to 
gain legal authority over Hauiti-Iwi-Hap -shareholder land blocks referred to as 
Ng  in the 1st amended Wai 272 claim March 5th 2012 jus 3 

weeks prior the 3rd Reading. That information was then unavailable, due to 
their Confidential Crown Negotiations. 
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#11 From the Tronp AGM 2024 at P  to reaffirm details on #9 NP 
Rohe 6 & #10 NP Rohe 7, subverting various Hauiti Iwi-Hap . 
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#12 The following group aka TAHI, was formed to engage & implement the 
objectives summarised at the Hui-a-Iwi at Hauiti Marae, in 1986 as indicated in 
this letter. After strenuous Stats NZ consultation, 35 groups including Ng
Hine of Ng puhi, Ng  met the Stats NZ criteria  to 
reaffirm pre-recognised, Iwi  status. A copy of this letter was submitted at the 
last known Tronp AGM at Hauiti Marae. 

We are entitled to a peaceful existence of our Hauiti iwi-hap  manamotuhake 
t i runga to matou rangatirantanga, e ai ki t i. 
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See attached submission. 

See attached submission. 

Severne Dr Charlotte

Wellington

Featherston StreetLvl 3, 110

Resource.Management@tetumupaeroa.co.nz

GDC: DL-2023-112074-00, LR-2023-112076-00, LL-2023-112077-00, LV-2023-112078-00 BOPRC: RM23-0508-AP ODC: RC2024-04

Te Ara Tipuna Charitable Trust

Discharge to Land, Land Use - Works in a River/Lake Bed, Land Use - Land Disturbance, Land-Use - Vegetation Clearance

6011

0800 943 682



See attached submission. 

5/02/2025

Hannah McKinlay

Resource.Management@tetumupaeroa.co.nz

0800 943 682
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Te Tumu Paeroa

PO Box 5038 
Wellington 6140 
New Zealand 

 February 2025 

Gisborne District Council 
15 Fitzherbert Street, PO Box 747, Gisborne 4040 
Aotearoa New Zealand 

Te Ara Tipuna Trail Notified Resource Consent

1. Thank you for providing the opportunity to submit on
(Applicant) global resource consent application (Application) for the design and construction of
Stage 1 of the Te Ara Tipuna Trail (the Proposed Trail).

Organisation Background and Position
2. administers ,

as trustee or agent, approximately 22,485
59,950 -

functions, roles,
www.tetumupaeroa.co.nz.

3. The Trusts within our portfolio that are either intersected by (29
blocks) or adjacent to (62 blocks) the Proposed Trail1. This equates to approximately 7,552
hectares, across the Gisborne and Bay of Plenty regions, and represents approximately 13,737
beneficial ownership interests.

4. Given the sheer scale and varied nature of the land assets within this portfolio, the views of the
may not always be shared by all owners of whenua she administers.

5. neutral position on this resource
consent application.

1 We note that the notification reports for the resource consent application only identify 43 parcels 
impacted by the Proposed Trail. We have analysed the proposed 

route, based on internal GIS analysis compared with the spatial data in the Application and consider that 91
Trusts are likely to be affected. https://www.gdc.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0026/84176/TAT-
Notification-report-Schedule-2A-Notified-landowners-BOPOpotiki.pdf
https://www.gdc.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0027/84177/TAT-Notification-report-Schedule-2B-Notified-
landowners-GDC.pdf



reconnecting owners with their whenua but considers that there are several uncertainties and 
issues with the Application which require resolving before it is approved.

Submission Points

Social/Cultural Effects
6. agrees with

whenua. This intention is a key tenet of and compliments the 
vision2

7. of special 

reside on the whenua or not. 

8. Applicant
the right, as mana whenua, to exercise their rangatiratanga over decisions made regarding areas 
directly under their purview3 including who has the right to access and cross their whenua. 

9. visitor numbers could 
adversely impact the relationship that M ori landowners their culture and traditions 

which the M encourages the Council to carefully consider in assessing the 
application. 

Notification and Description of Locations
10. The notes the bespoke notification process that the Council has adopted, which 

involved public notification under section 95A(c) of the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) 

4.

11. wishes to register her concern about the correlation between the locations 
that maps show the Proposed Trail as both intersecting and adjacent and Schedules 2A and 2B of 
the Application which lists the Parties notified. 

12. Despite the application identifying 43 properties our own 
analysis of the A identified the Proposed Trail as intersecting or adjacent to 91 

2

3 See Appendix-10-Cultural-Impact-Assessment.pdf, p. 13.
4 See https://www.gdc.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0024/83751/FINAL-SIGNED-S95-Notification-Report-Te-
Ara-Tipuna-Charitable-Trust-Te-Ara-Tipuna-Trail-DL-2023-112074-00-Bundled.pdf.



properties received two 
notification letters from the Council, only one of which identified the specific property impacted. 

13. the discrepancy in both the specific properties identified 
and
land, not being appropriately identified. This reduces their ability to engage with this submission 
process and the Applicant.

Certainty of Effects
14. e notes that due to the assessment of environmental effects and technical 

reports being largely high-level overviews, it is difficult to determine the exact effects of a 
project of this scale at the property level, even if the Proposed Trail will be predominantly 
wayfaring. 

15. We acknowledge that while more comprehensive property-level assessments will likely be 
undertaken at the detailed design-stage, along with landowner negotiations, the current
uncertainty of effects limits our ability to offer more detailed feedback. 

16. recommends that, if approved, a condition be included in the resource 
consent to ensure that detailed property-level assessments and robust consultation with 
affected landowners is undertaken during the detailed design-stage and prior to works 
commencing. This will ensure that the actual effects of the proposed activities are understood 
and can be avoided, remedied or proposed conditions are set out
in paragraph 39 of this submission.

Working Farms
17. notes that approximately 90% of the 500-kilometre trail is to remain 

relatively untouched with the track composition to emulate a farm track. The intention is to 
provide users of the Proposed Trail with an immersive, wayfaring experience through the natural 
environment. Although we agree that this is a commendable vision, having largely unformed and 
unfenced tracks through working farms potentially poses significant health and safety effects, as 
well as landowner compliance risks.

18. The majority of land blocks (80%), within our portfolio, which are intersected by the Proposed 
Trail, are currently leased as part of working farms. While it is hard to determine how many 
users will be walking the track, the increased foot traffic through working farms raises health 
and safety risks, particularly in rural and coastal areas5. 

5

Increasing numbers of visitors will lead to increased pressures on the natural and physical resources of the 
.



19. that will be placed on 
landowners and occupiers to contact the Applicant to ensure that the hazard and health and 
safety mapping, in their Proposed Trail app, is accurate and up to date. Any delays in 
communication between the landowner/occupier and the Applicant could conceivably create 
potential health and safety risks for individuals using the Proposed Trail.  

20. understands that the Applicant, following resource consent approval, intends 
to negotiate easements with individual landowners. They state that these easements could 
contain conditions to mitigate on-farm health and safety risks. This means that health and safety 
risks are essentially addressed outside of the resource consent process. 

21. The purpose of the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) requires land to be sustainably 
managed in a way, or at a rate, that allows people and communities to provide for their health 
and safety6. Therefore, we believe that adverse on-farm health and safety effects, resulting from 
the implementation of the Proposed Trail, should be adequately considered and mitigated as 
part of this consent application process. 

22. also considers that not addressing adverse on-farm health and safety effects,
caused by the Proposed Trail, during the resource consent application process will create liability 
and compliance uncertainty for the Applicant, users and landowners.  

Natural Hazard Risks
23.

application are only addressed at a very high level. Given recent climatic events, particularly 
communities are informed of the potential natural 

hazards in their district and appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures are undertaken by 
resource consent applicants7. 

24. TRMP) is currently 
under review by the Gisborne District Council. The Council has acknowledged that the current 

over the past 10 years 8. Therefore, the current plan is no longer fit for purpose in terms of 
managing natural hazard risk.

25. The geotechnical report submitted with the application also appears to be, at this stage, a 
preliminary assessment of potential geotechnical risks. The report acknowledges that the 

6 Section 5.
7

subsequent policies; objectives NH O1 and NH O3 of the Bay of Plenty Regional Natural Resources Plan and 
subsequent policies; objectives 18.2.2 and 1 .
8 https://www.gdc.govt.nz/council/Review-of-TRMP/how-we-are-reviewing-the-trmp.



9

assessment was largely conducted via a desktop analysis with limited visual observation. The 

and there are likely to be further stability issues along the proposed track that could not be 
10.

26. The report concludes that the Proposed Trail is geotechnically feasible and that significant 
engineering solutions will likely not be required to create the Proposed Trail. These conclusions 
assume that further comprehensive site visits and assessments will be undertaken throughout 
the detailed design stage and the track will be realigned, where possible, to avoid potential 
geotechnical risks. 

27. which are 
intersected by the Proposed Trail, experienced damage11 due to Cyclone Gabrielle. The 
application does not appear to directly address this. 

28. therefore concerned that due to the TRMP no longer being fit for purpose 
-level geotechnical report, she may not be able to provide robust feedback as 

the technical evidence provided is somewhat limited. 

Alternative Routes
29. again acknowledges that the Applicant intends for 90% of the Proposed Trail 

to remain as a wayfaring route, largely untouched and in its natural state. The application notes 
that should adverse effects be discovered during the detailed design stage, the trail, where 
possible, will be re-routed. We also presume that if, once established, parts of the Proposed Trail
are closed due to farming or health and safety measures, alternative routes will also be 
provided. 

30. While understands the challenges of planning for these alternatives, she is 
concerned that the location of alternative routes has not been addressed as part of this resource 
application. Given the remoteness of parts of the Proposed Trail, alternative routes may be 
challenging to implement, particularly where these routes involve rougher terrain that trail users 
may be reluctant to follow. Further, without information regarding alternative routes, 
landowners may not be able to adequately assess the potential adverse effects of the Proposed 

the application
process.

9 https://www.gdc.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0027/83727/Appendix-11-Geotechnical-Assessment.pdf, p. 
22.
10 Ibid, p. 15. 
11 Reported damage ranged from minimal to severe. This included silt covered fields, damage to fences, 
culverts, crops, bridges, and erosion and slips negatively affecting tracks and production areas. 



Economic Issues
31. for the potential regional economic benefits identified in the 

application to be realised, particularly the establishment of possible tourist ventures that cross 
whenua 12

landowners face in developing their whenua. These challenges include:

The land not being economically viable in its own right; mostly less than 50ha, often 
marginal land classes, regularly legally or physically landlocked with large tracts 
underdeveloped and/or unoccupied with minimal improvements.

Accordingly, the land is often passively leased to neighbouring owners.

The income generated by the land is often insufficient to meet costs.

Having on average over 100 individual owners per parcel can complicate decision 
making, even when trustees are appointed to administer the land on behalf of owners.

Access to third party capital is highly constrained.

change. 

32. The blocks that are intersected and adjacent to the 
Proposed Trail exemplify these challenges:

On average, blocks impacted by the Proposed Trail are less than 83ha, with a median of 
25ha.  

90% of blocks impacted by the Proposed Trail are leased in some form with the 
remaining 10% currently unutilised. 

82% of blocks impacted by the Proposed Trail earn less than $5,000 per annum, with a 
median of $1,800 per annum. 

On average, blocks impacted by the Proposed Trail have 151 individual owners with a 
median of 89 owners.

33. As a result, significant upfront capital, from external investors will likely be required to establish 
tourism ventures on or adjacent to the Proposed Trail. 

34. from 
establishing tourism ventures on and adjacent to the trail will likely be limited by the challenges 

35. The Applicant intends
at the detailed 

design stage. The Proposed Trail currently accounts for, and avoids where possible
sites listed in Council plans13 she notes

may be captured by Council plans as 

12

13 See Appendix-09-Heritage-and-Archaeological-Assessment.pdf pp. 4, 6.



owners are sometimes reluctant to share this sensitive information with the Council/public. Not 
accounting for these sites in the finalisation of the trail may result in adverse effects. 

36. s the Applicant undertaking further consultation with owners of 

condition of proposed wording to this effect for 
the condition is set out in paragraph 39 of this submission.

Facilities Along the Route
37. that the Applicant does not intend to finalise the location of toilets, 

shelters, and huts until the detailed design stage. As this stage occurs post-resource consent 
approval, landowner s ability to understand and respond to the potential effects of these points 
of interests on their property, during this submission process, is limited. 

Recommended Conditions
38. -level. 

Her preference is for further consideration to be given to these aspects of the Application, and 
for the Applicant to provide further information so that submitters may comment on it before 
the Application proceeds. 

39. However, if the Council seeks to grant resource consent, the respectfully requests 
that the resource consent contains the following conditions:

The consent holder must undertake comprehensive property-level assessments of each 
block directly impacted by the proposed activity prior to commencing any works. These 
assessments shall identify any significant adverse effects and address how they would be 
avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The consent holder must notify all impacted and adjacent landowners of the proposed 
activity and the findings of the property-level assessments.

Impacted landowners must be given a sufficient period of time, on receipt of the 
property-level assessment, to provide written feedback to the consent holder. 

The consent holder is required to review and respond, in writing, to any feedback 
received by impacted landowners. Responses should address any concerns raised by 
impacted landowners and address how they would be avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The consent holder is responsible for all costs associated with the property-level 
assessments, landowner notification and feedback processes. 

The consent holder must provide the relevant Council with a summary report of 
assessments undertaken, feedback received, and solutions agreed to within 30 working 
days of the feedback period closing. 

40. Paragraphs 3 to 39
necessary and appropriate

to address the issues raised in her submission.



41. Trustee looks forward to discussing this submission with Council officials. We hope 
you find this information helpful and would be happy to clarify any questions or queries you may 
have. Please feel free to contact us by email at resource.management@tetumupaeroa.co.nz.

manaakitanga,

PP 
Dr Charlotte Severne
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