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l, Lois Margaret Easton, of Gisborne, Principal Consultant, swear:

My full name is Lois Margaret Easton. I am a Principal Consultant for

Kereru Consultants, an environmental science and planning consultancy

engaged by the West Coast Regional Council to support the

development of Te Tai o Poutini Plan (TTPP).

I make this affidavit in support of the TTPP Committee's Notice of Motion

(Application) to strike out the Notice of Appeal filed by John Currie on

21 November 2025 (Notice of Appeal) on the TTPP Committee's

decision on the TTPP.

3 I hold a l\Iaster of Science (Environmental Science and Botany)with first

class honours from Auckland University, obtained in 1995.

4 I have 25 years' experience in planning and resource management

including 10 years at the Waitakere City Council and five years at the

Gisborne District Council. The remaining time I have worked as an

environmental and planning consultant primarily providing policy advice

to local government and not for profit organisations.

5 My experience involves policy development, writing district plans and

regional plans. I have written section 32 and 42A reports and appeared

at hearings for the development of several plans involving matters

principally around the natural environment, Mdori issues and rezoning of

land. I have represented the Waitakere District Council and Gisborne

District Council in mediation on appeals and have presented planning

evidence.

6 ln recent years I have been involved in the development of the TTPP

and I am now assisting the TTPP Committee in relation to the appeals

filed with the Environment Court against the TTPP Committee's decision

on TTPP.

7 I am familiar with the content of the Notice of Appeal that is subject to

the TTPP Committee's Application.

Scope of affidavit

8 ln this affidavit l:

(a) provide background on the TTPP process;

(b) explain Mr Currie's attempted submission on the TTPP;
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(c) set out the TTPP Committee's responses to Mr Currie's attempted

submission; and

(d) provide background on Mr Currie's appeal.

Background on the TTPP process

9 The TTPP was notified on 14 July 2022. The period for lodging

submissions ended on 11 November 2022 (after being extended by the

TTPP Committee from 30 September 2022).

10 534 submissions were lodged on the TTPP, amounting to over 15,000

ind ividual submission points.

11 The summary of submissions was published in April 2023, with further

submissions closing in June 2023. 230 further submissions were

received.

12 An lndependent Hearings Panel (lHP) was delegated the power to hear

submissions and make recommendations to the TTPP Committee.

Hearings on the TTPP began in October 2023 and continued through to

March 2025 on a topic-by-topic basis.

13 Two variations to the TTPP were also notified throughout this process.

Variation 1 addressed activities on the surface of waterbodies, and was

limited notified. Five submissions were received on Variation 1, all in

support of the Variation.

14 Variation 2 addressed coastal hazards, including updated mapping for

some of the hazard overlays. A large number of submissions and

further submissions were received on this variation, and a hearing was

held on 17 -20 March 2025.

15 The IHP provided its recommendation reports to the TTPP Committee

from mid-2025.

16 Following receiving the recommendation of the lHP, the TTPP

Committee publicly notified its decisions on submissions on the TTPP

under clause 10 of Schedule 1 of the RMA on 10 October 2025.

Mr Currie's attempted submission on TTPP

17 Mr Currie attempted to lodge a submission on the TTPP concerning

lndustrial Zones in the Buller Dlstrict on 20 November 2024. A copy of

that attempted submission is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit A.
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Mr Currie's attempted submission related to parts of the plan included in

the Commercial and lndustrial Zones Topic. Hearings on that topic were

held on 1 and 2 July 2024. Given this timing, Mr Currie's submission

was not included in the s 42A report circulated prior to the hearing or

considered during the hearing

When the IHP released its recommendation report on the Commercial

and lndustrial Zones Topic in September 2025, this did not include

consideration of the submission made by Mr Currie.

TTPP Committee's response to attempted submission

A response to Mr Currie's attempted submission was sent to Mr Currie

on behalf of the TTPP Committee on 17 December 2024. A copy of this

email is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit B.

21 This email explained to Mr Currie that it was not possible for his

submission to be accepted at the time as the public submissions

process was effectively complete. The email noted that Variation 2 was

the only aspect of the TTPP for which submissions were still open. This

email also noted the potential ability for Mr Currie to have his concerns

heard by becoming a section 274 party to another appeal on these

matters at the appeals stage of the TTPP process.

22 While Variation 2 was still open for submissions, Mr Currie's submission

was outside the scope of the Variation (which related to coastal

hazards). This was addressed in paragraph 14 of the Report titled

'Summary of Submissions Received on Variation 2: Coastal Hazards'

dated 16 January 2025 (Report). A copy of the body of the Report is

attached to my affidavit as Exhibit C (noting this excludes Appendices

1-3 of the Report). Paragraph 14 sets out that the submission (of Mr

Currie) was outside of scope of Variation 2 in its entirety. As such, the

submission was excluded from the Variation 2 process.

23 On 16 January 2025, the TTPP Committee moved the information in the

Report be received and that the Summary of Submissions be accepted

and publicly notified. A copy of the'minutes of the meeting of the TTPP

Committee dated 16 January 2025 are attached to my affidavit as

Exhibit D.
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Mr Currie's appeal

Mr Currie lodged an appeal against the TTPP Committee's decision on

the TTPP on 21 November 2025. Mr Currie is appealing against the

lndustrial Zones in the Westport area and seeks relief in respect of

specified sites. A copy of the Notice of Appeal is attached to my affidavit

as Exhibit E. ln that Notice of Appeal, Mr Currie states that he made a

submission on the TTPP.

25 The Court issued a letter of acknowledgement of Mr Currie's appeal on

24 November 2A25. A copy of the acknowledgment letter is attached to

my affidavit as Exhibit F.

26 On 5 December 2025, Wynn Williams wrote to Mr Currie on behalf of the

TTPP Committee to request that Mr Currie withdraw his appeal due to a

lack of standing as he did not make a valid submission on the TTPP. A

copy of that letter is attached to my affidavit as Exhibit G. This letter

again noted to Mr Currie that it may be possible for him to become a

section 274 party to someone else's appeal of the TTPP. Mr Currie did

not take this opportunity and is not a section 274 party to any other

appeals on the TTPP.

27 Mr Currie responded by way of letter on 19 December 2025 stating that

he would not withdraw his appeal. A copy of this letter is attached to my

affidavit as Exhibit H.

Sworn at Gisborne this 1"t day of April

2026, before me:

Lois Margaret Easton

A Solicitor/Deputy Registrar of the High Court of New Zealand
Justice of the Peace

Jurre Meilriclc
Solicitor
Gisbome
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ir{y submission is late trecause since the TTPP has been under review I
and have only just retumed to Westporl on a rllore regular basis.

rrArr

John Currie
57 Stafford Street
Westport"
2{\/fi12024

Solicitor
Gisbome

F'irstly I r.vili give a brief historl and tur account of rny experience in living in a residential area in a
industrial zone.

As a famiiy *'e arrived to our residence at 57 StafTord Street in about 1959. My parents wished to

enjny the quiet rural life style and bring up the family (which ended up a Iarge tamily). in the rural

environni.ent.

In the nineteen eighties the Council declared lhe Robertson, Stal'tord Streets and McKenna Road

area industriai, this was rvithout any consllltation with ani; of the rcsidents in the area. In the

nineteen nineties as the Resource ivlanagernent Act (RMA) came into existence the council sent

notitlcation to request comments on the area being industrial. This was before any of the l{eav1'to
General irrdustries \\.ere on their current sites.

In my submissinn I pointcd out to thc Council that the land was high productivc agriculture land

and to get 1o this site. transport for any industry rvould have to tral'el through the residential zone.

The councils reply was that they electe'ci ttr retain the land as industrial.

The land in the Robefisor: Street area became the site o1'air eltgineerit-q industry it'hich has

expanded over time. Then the Staffrrrd Street area Lrecame the site of a trucking firrn and concrete

manufbcturing plant and lately some engineering fimrs have established in the huiiding.

Originally ttre Staffbrd Street site rvas to have a ball-rnill crushing plaxt established on it. hut the
tou'xs residents protested ta have this stripped. the horrendous noise from a plant like this would
have been heard all ovcr thc tolvn.

The noise from all these indr"rstries has increased overtime and still increasing. T'here is limited
hours during the day that the industries can r.r,'ork on these sites but these have ncvt:r hecn observed
'fhere is light pollution at nigirt, continual noise on a daily basis. this includcd Saturda3''s ancl

Sunda1,s. althougfr Sunda,v at times doesn't appear as bad as th* other days.

l"he noise involves the Engineering industry on Robertson Street, tlre likes oi'machines u'orking in
the yard, machinery noise from the w,orkshop, rvhich is even louder when the rvorkshop doors are

open. 1'his noise can be heard in my kitchen even though the rvall cavities are insulated and the
windorvs are douhle glazed.

Ilor the concrete rnanuf,acturing sites *'e have crushing plant noise and dust and mzur1'vehiele
movements to and lrorn the site. trucking gravei to be crushed for concrete material. Visits by the
cement prcr,'ider" metal recycling truck etc.

'i}e trucking lard has multiple noises. There are also erthr'r engineering f,rms housed rr.ithirr the
building r,r'hich create their ow:n noise, fieight agents frequently visit the site a.nd there is a twetty
tbur hour fuel stop on the yard. All vehicrle movements for these sites have to transr,'erse thrcugh the

t

EXHIBIT NOTE
This is the annexure marked "A" referred to in the annexed affidavit of Lois

Margaret Easton fra€{fiatGisborne on this / r i- 
day of April 2026 before me:

of the Court of New ZealandA Solieitor I



residential areas of the town.

Some recent er,'ents are: Monday 18s November the yard on the Stafford Street site was graded with
tire hucket of a l,rader. The resultir:g extrernely loud screeching sound cotttinuecl from atrotri 0900 to

1200 and again for about an hour in the afternoon.

'l'uesday the 19'h November the Engineering ',vorkshop in Robertson Street had machinery running

tiil after 2?30 ar night. 'l"he noise is that rvhich i can hear in my kitchen.

The best part is thc trventy lbur hours coal trucking to lkamatua. With this the noise is basically' all

over the twenty four hours of the day with the oclci short lull in lhe early hours of the moming, when

I have gained a short antount of sleep. I have keep detailed records of vehicle movements and noise

since the 12'r' of October and these records shorv that i get very- little sleep.

fhe trventy fbur hours trucking came about because of the rail tunnel collapse at Reefton. The

Buller District Council (BDC) gave the trucking lirm permission to opemte t$'entv fbur hours ancl

as the trucks are unable to caily a full load because of bridge weight restrictious hetween Ngaliarvau

and Westport. Coal is dumped at the Staffbrd Street site and trucks travelling to Stillwater top up

their loads at the trucking,vard.

As you can see there is no time that i can enjoy the naturai characters of the rural environment iu
my retirement because of the devastating aflbcts by the inatr'rpropriate placement of the surrounding

industries which hal'e destroyed the amenity values and qualitl' ol'the environment of this area.

Submission on Industrial Zones in the Buller District.
John Currie
20tnl2a24

Quote
Reporf Nine Industrial Zones

Functional and Operational Constraints of Industrial Activities:
The functianal and operational conslraints. and potential ftrr adr'crse environmental efl'ects. mean

tlrat careful consideration needs to be given to detennining optirnal locations ibr industrial zoning.

Key issues:

A highty productive industry seclor is critical to the etfbctir,e functioning of the West Coast. As

industry is a large economic contributor to the communit,v. it is vital to maintain the integrit-v of the

sector. The resource managsment issues for irrdustr-v ou the Ftst Coast are:

Providing adequate land fbr industrial uses:
"lbgether, land supply and the location of the leLnd are critical in ensuring the industriai sector is
supported. I"and needs to be feasible. sen'iced. developable and connected to transpofi netw'orks in
*rder to meet the grorving population's demands.

Managing the adverse etTeots of industry:
The operational and functional needs of the industry means that industry has the potential to
generate significanl adverse eflbcts on the envirorunent" lJre RlvtA directs the comrnittee to
prioritise the presen ation of the natural character of tlre environment. and maintenance and
enhancement of the amenity values and the quality of the environment. TTPF must provide fcrr

I



industrial activities and their contribution to social and economic r,vell being. rryhiie making sure

appropriate saleguards are in place to protect the environrneff fiom their adverse effects.
Unquote

The lndushial Zote encompassing Robertson, Stallbrd Streets and McKenna Road.

This land is high vah.rc productive agricultural land.

it is not onl;-" an inappropriate area for an irrdustrial zone because of the high value agricultural land.
but it also borders residential and rural residential areas and is located itr an area that doesn't have
good heav-v vehicle access and good visibility from an arterial road.

I'he proposal is to rezone the Robertson. Stafford Streels and McKenna Road industrial area to
Ceneral Industrial. This will mean the high quality agricultural land that tlris area is sited on rvill be

lost. I\4ost of the land in this zrined industrial area is still used fbr agriculture.

My undcrstanding is that there are other arcas around Wcstport that were recently denied planning
permission to subdivide fur housing because ol"the importance of the land for agriculture. Yet the
Robertson. Stafford Streets, McKenna Road area is still available for industrial use.

"flo get to the Stalford Street Industrial sile (wliich is a trucking site, concreting manufacturing site.
(.which includes a gravel crushing plant), engineering site and a 24 hour fuel stop), upon entering
Westport from the S,est via the Buller Bridge heav5, vehicles need to traverse 2.4km of road thrr:ugh
thc residcntial area of Westport township via Palmerston, Mill, Queen and Stafford Streets.

'l"here is another slightli, shorter route via Menzies. Itoebuck, Queen and Staftbrd Streets. but this
also traverses the residential area.

Its is also not appropriate ibr additional reasons in that the lurnofi to Menzies Street is a right hand
turn at the base of the ramp finm the Buller Bridge on a cun'ing doll.n hill run ra'hich would become
a dangerous bottle neck for trallic arir.ing fi'om the Buller Bddge as there is no inside passing bav
The camber on the road doesn't promote a right hand trun especialll' for fuily laderr large truck and
trailer rurits as it is to the left, an1' opposing traffic rvould mean that the ftlly laden trnck unit would
have tn rvait to turn right to enter Menzies Street. 'Ib use this route w<ruld cause a build up of tralIc
fiom the Bullcr Bridge and with a truck and trailer unit t'aiting tc move offtiom a stationary
position there is increased possibili't.v of a roiid accident.

To also get to this site from the northem arca. hcar.y vehiclss travel via Stcphens road. McKenna
Road and StafTord Street. T'he section of Stephens road from the Bridge to McKenna Road is not
built fcr heavy truck movements. It is ven, narrorv and has a poor foundation and road surtace. as

lras been denronstrated by the 24 hour tmckilg of coal over this road from 24 June 2Q24.

With 24 hour trucking of the coai the 1ruck and trailer units tlren leave the Stafford Sreet site and
travels tt'r the state highwa.v via tbe llr.rller Bridge through the residential zone.

'I'he Robertson Street site also has to be accessed through the residential area via Palmerstrin. Mill.
Derby and Robertson Streets. A distance from the Buller Bridge af 1.85 km.

Sergeants Flill Industrial area is in the ceiltre of a ruml residential area. The question is s'hether or
not this is now a sr,ritable industrial site.

t



l'he Buller District is full of indiscriminate subdivisions with very fg11' places now available to have

Inclustrial sites, especially Heavy Industry. By proposing to rezone the old Cement works site tr:

light Industrial we are ciestroying the prospects and ability of furure generations to pttt their mark on

the District.

Trvo of the key issues is to provide adequate land for industrial uses and managing the adverse

eiTects of the industry. These issues rvould not be sorted if the cement works site was rezoned to

light industrial. The intcgrity of thc sector would not bc maintained.

We need to have Heavy Industry sites on the coast. we can not direct the districts future rvhen this is

not ours to make. We do not knorv what the future holds and we should not be restricting decision

makers of the future liom determining the development r:f the Buller District'

Clape Foulu'ind. the old cement works site is alread,v designated I{eavy lndustr.v and there is a

proposal to rezone it to light industry and rural residcntial'

As has been shown by the past siting of the cement works on this site it is an ideal Heary Industry

site and probabl.v the only suitable I{eavy Industry site in the Buller District.

As we don't knorv what the luture holds n'e should be creating a l)istrict Plan that allow's our lirtrre
leaders and citizens to make their orm decisions on u'here the district should progress too.

Therefore this site should be kept I'Ieaq'' Industry with allowance for General Industry to be also

included.
The area was recentll' considered for a S/aste to Energy Plant. r've rvill not be able to or oLIr future

decision makers be able to plan any Heavy Industry projects like this in the future if u'e rezone to

Light Intlustrial ancl Rural Residential. This would definitely- be a big detriment to our community'

In the u'or ds of Doris Day "the future is not ours to see". so 1 :'e should not tre determinirrg it t-or our

hrture citizens by destroying their the last bastions of hope for an-v Heavl' lnclustry of the ftlture-

The Roberlson, StafTord Street and McKema Road Industrial Zone should be rezoned rural in

keeping w'ith the surnrunding rural areas and to preserve the high value agricultural land and

prevent the noise and othcr pollutants that is norv created lronr these sites.

Over a determined time the industries at the eastem errd of Robertson Street and those in Statlbrd

Street should be moved to a more suitable industrial area.

T'he industry at the end of Robertson Street rvould be ideally situated on the old cement works site

at{)ape Foulw'ind. along with the concrete manufacturing industry.

I he lrucking lndustry would be better suited at a site befbre the Buller Bridge to reduce the

numbers of large truck and trailer units entering the towlls residential area.

The Robertson, Staflord Street, McKenna road area industries have many issues, like vehicle access

via residential areas, poor visibility from an arterial road, noise and other pollutants tcl the

surrounding rural and residential areas. Which mean that they dont comply with the current Buller
District Plan, Iet alone the proposed TTPP

I



Thank you for considering my submission and I hope the intbrmation is helpful in the preparatioti

of a r,vorkable TTPP for all citizens of the Buller and \Vestcoast into the future.

John Currie

5 pages
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Tracey Ellis

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Attachments:

a

Unfortunatety it is not possibte for this submission to be accepted at this time. The Ptan was notified
for submissions in mid 2022, a Summary of Submissions Received was then compil.ed in Aprit 2023,

with further submissions on that ctosing in May 2023. That effectivety compteted the pubtic

submissions process.

Subsequent to that, there have been two Variations:

TTPP lnfo <info@ttpp.nz>
Tuesday, 17 December 2024 12:12 PM

curriejoh n789@ g mail.com
TTPP lnfo
Fw: Proposed TTPP - lndustrial Zones Buller District THIS SUBMISSION CANNOT BE

ACCEPTED AT THIS TIME

Submission on lndustrial Zones Buller District.pdf

EXHIBIT NOTE

a Variation 1: Activities on the Surface of Water. This simpty made severat amendments to that
particutar section of the Ptan to confirm that Port activities in Westport Harbour and at the
Port of Greymouth are Permitted Activities under the Ptan. This was undertaken on a timited
notified basis (i.e. notified to affected persons onty); and
Variation 2: CoastaI Hazards - a pubticty notified Variation, essentiatty updating three of the
Ptan's Coastat Hazard Overtays, for which submissions ctose on Thursday 19 December 2024
at 5.00pm. Detail.s are availabte on the TTPP Website at https://ttpp.nzlvariation-2-coastat-
hazards-2l.

Variation 2 is the onty aspect of Pl.an formutation for which submissions are presentl.y being

accepted. ln fact submissions on the overatl Pl.an itsetf have not only progressed through the Further
Submission stage, the lndependent Commissioners have atready concluded their Hearings on at[ the
Ptan topics. The onty exception to this is that white Variation 2 is primarity about changes in Overlay

mapping, persons can comment on those provisions of relevance in the Naturat Hazards Chapter as

part of their submission. The submissions on Variation2are due to be heard in the finatweek of
March 2025.
Obviousty, it woutd make it extraordinarity difficutt to accept tate submissions on the overatt Ptan at
this stage, given the stage in the process that has now been reached. And if an exception is made for
you, then reatisticalty it woutd be impossibte not to make similar exceptions for numerous others who
now decide they wish to submit if not having done so or add to submissions atready todged.

The Commissioners are expected to begin reteasing their decisions on the various Ptan topics from
Aprit 2025. Such decisions can then be appeated to the Environment Court. lt is then potentiatty
possibte under Section 274 of the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) for persons to "become a

party to" proceedings deal.ing with resotution of the Appeat concerned, if the person or organisation
concerned believes they/it have an interest in such proceedings that is "greater than that of the
genera[ pubtic". White information must be retevant to the Appeat in question, it at least provides a

potentia[ avenue for later invotvement in proceedings, when and where the initiaL submission round
has been missed. Detaits of
the Appeats received is given

.lutie Metfiick
Solicitor
Gisbome

This is the annexure marked "B" referred to in the annexed affidavit of Lois
Margaret Easton s\qln-at.Qis-borne on this / s ^ day of April 2026 before me:.-

A Solicitor / Deputyfiegfs,trar of the High Court of New Zealand

Thank you for your recent emait, attaching a submission on the lndustriaI Zones within the Butter

District under the Proposed Te Tai o Poutini Ptan (TTPP).

I



I am sorry that the response cannot be more favourabLe, but it hopef utty explains why the approach
taken in this instance has been necessary.

Cheers
Doug Bray
$enior Poticy Ptanner (TfPP)

TTPP Info
West Coast Regional Council

w.-^e;d Inloorttpp.nz K* a-* u"*

re
From: John Currie
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2024 10:41 AM
To: TTPP lnfo
Subject: Proposed TTPP - lndustrial Zones Buller District

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization

Dear Planners

I have attached my submission regarding the industrial zones in the Bulter District.
The reason for the lateness is stated in the submission.
Atso the statements in the report regarding Robertson ,Stafford Streets and McKenna Road as a

suitabte industrial" site, I betieve to be incorrect.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter

John Currie

2

This email may contain informatian that is c*nfidential, proprietary or subiect tc l*gal privil*ge.

If you are notihe intended recipientyou are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of
this message or data is prohibited. lf you have received this email message in error, please notifo the

sender and erase all cooies of the messaoe and attachments.
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Te Tai o Poutini
PLAN
A combined dist,ict plon for the West Coost

Prepared for:

Prepared by:

Date:

Te Tai o Poutini Plan Committee

Doug Bray, Senior Policy Planner

16 January 2025

Subject Summary of Submissions Received on Variation 2: Coastal Hazards to the
Proposed Te Tai o Poutini Plan

SUMMARY

This report brings the summary of submissions on Variation 2 - Coastal Hazards to the Committee for

acceptance and seeks approval to notifl/ the further submissions period beginning t7 January 2025.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the information be received.
2. That in accordance with Clause 7( 1) of Schedule 1 of the RMA' the Summary of Submissions

contained within Appendix 1 be accepted and publicly notified for the receipt of fufther
submissions.

3. That in accordance with Clause 7(2) of Schedule 1 of the RMA, copies of both public notice
and the Summary be served on those who lodged submissions.

4. That the required two-week period for receipt of further submissions open on 17 January
2025, with a closing time of 5pm on Friday 31 January 2025.

EXHIBIT NOTE
This is the annexure marked "C" referred to in the annexed affidavit of Lois

Margaret Easton on this /s ' day of April 2026 before me

A Solicitor /'Befrdlrnegi*rar of the High Court of New Zealand

3lll3o$'**
Gisbome
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BACKGROUND

1. Variation 2: Coastal Hazards to the Proposed Te Tai o Poutini Plan (TTPP) has been undeftaken to
better inform application of the following three Coastal Natural Hazard Overlays:

. Coastal Hazard - Severe

. Coastal Hazard - Alert

. Coastal Hazard - Setback

This has been through the incorrcration of superior UDAR (light detection and ranging) data, in
preference to these Overlays being informed by less reliable space shuttle data. Such information

is not yet available for those areas north of Hector and south of Jackson Bay, while the work in the

Greymouth area from the Taramakau River to CoMen has only recently been completed. Those

three areas were not, therefore, affected by the Variation. The Variation also had no impact on the

immediate areas of Westport and Hokitika, as the Overlays in those areas were already informed

by LiDAR data at the time of the Plan's public notification for submissions in mid-2022.

2. The Variation did not affect the CoastalTsunami Overlay or any other of the Plan's Natural Hazard

Overlays and made no speciflc changes to the provisions of the Plan's Natural Hazards Chapter'

However, as the Coastal Hazard overlays affect how natural hazard provisions (pafticularly

objectives, policies and rules) apply to particular properties, submissions have now been sought on

these provisions as they relate to Coastal Hazards.

3. Originally Variation 2 was titled Coastal Natural Hazard Mapping, and was publicly notified on 27

lune 2024. Submissions were invited on the changes to mapping of the Coastal Natural Hazard

Overlays only. Submissions closed on 30 August2024, with a further submissions period closing on
25 October 2024. ttz Submissions and 10 further submissions were received on Variation 2 as

originally notified.

4. At its 12 November 2024 meeting, TTPP Committee approved renotification of Variation 2 to expand

the scope of submissions to include the objectives, policies and rules ("the provisions") for coastal
hazards, along with the changes to coastal hazard mapping. This followed concerns expressed by
Submitters that restricting the coverage of submissions to mapping only was unduly restrictive, as
it did not enable Submitters to include comment on provisions which may have altered in their
application to a given property due to changes of the mapping overlays themselves. The TTPP

Committee had considered such concerns and agreed that restricting submission coverage in this
way could be deemed contrary to the Principles of Natural Justice (as set out in and required by

the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990).

5, Variation 2 was therefore publicly re-notified on 21 November 2024 in accordance with Clause 5 of
Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA). A public notice was placed in the
Westport News, Greymouth Star, The Messenger and Hokitika Guardian, calling for submissiors.
ln addition, notice of the Variation was served on over 2,000 coastal properties across the West
Coast Region, plus the following organisations:

o Ministry for the Environment

. Department of Conservation

r Te Rrlnanga o Ng6ti Waewae

. Te R0nanga o Makaawhio

r West Coast Regional Council

o Buller District Council

o Grey District Council

o Westland District Council

Copies of the Variation documents were placed in the Buller, Grey and WestlaM District Council

Offices, the Westpot, Greymouth and Hokitika Public Libraries and the West Coast Regional Council
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(WCRC) Offices. This included maps showing whether or not areas were affected, and the extent
to which Variation 2 had affected the Overlays concerned.

6. The mailout (c.f. public notification in the newspapers) was the principal means by which awareness
of the Variation was generated. This included an updated Information Sheet, which made reference
to the TTPP Website and included a copy of the public notice. Discussion of the Variation is still on
the Website at https:/lttpp.nz&o.a$tpl-lrazards-variatiorti, with the information provided there being
very similar to that conveyed in the Information Sheet. The Website page includes a link to a Map
Viewer, which enables properties to be zoomed in on in order to see precisely how the overlays
affect a given property, and to what extent the Variation has altered such overlays relative to a
given property.

7. Two concerns raised about the initial notification were that some unaffected property ownem
received letters and that the Map Viewer had not been entirely functional. Consequently, those
numbers to whom notification was served was reduced from over 4,000 to just over 2,000. Property
owners were informed via one of five generic letters based on level and extent of change to their
property resulting from the Variation. The Map Viewer was upgraded to show the impacts of the
proposed changes to the three Overlays on individual propefties, both prior to and as a result of
the Variation.

B. The closing date and time for submissions was Thursday 19 December 2024 at 5.00pm. When
advising of the renotification, those who had already submitted were informed that they could
either leave their existing submission as it was, add to their existing submission or replace it with
a new submission. Ultimately 55 submissions were received, from both new submitters and
previous submitters who wished to add to and/or clarif,T their existing submission.

SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS

9. 112 submissions were received following initial notification, and all within the timeframe agreed
These were from the following:

Mary Stewart (Submitter 222) - mary,ada.stewart@gmaiLcom
David and Janice McMillan (Submitter 670) - pir]dav2U@Sra,co,nz
Dee Deaker (Submitter 69 1 ) - dea kefdea naqequntsG,maiLeom
Mark Vanstone (Submitter 708) - sundogsurf@gmail,com
Kenneth Wi lts hi re (Submitter 7 49) - keil, wrlts 1i re @yahso. qo. nz

Jane Whyte and Jeff Page (Submitter 467) - jane@response;:lannl::r$,c-q.ne

Mandy Deans (Submitter 549) - mandydeane@yahoo,conl
Paparoa Track Services Ltd, Craig and Sue Findlay, Tim Findlay, Punakaiki Beach Camp
(Submitter 605) - jorja, hunt@tprl.co, nz

Dave Henderson (Submitter 742) - 12 Russell Street Westpott 7825
David Hughes (Submitter 743) - 322 Palmerston Street Westport 7825
Les and Kathy McManaway (Submitter 751) - lesnrcmanaway@ot-rtlook.com
Lynda Reynolds (Submitter 752) - 294 Utopia Road Westport
Marilyn McKinney (Submitter 753) - 1718 Peel Street Westport 7825
Maxmi I I ion Donnelly ( Submitter 7 54) - tlea cl,:cqast9@gmai | .conr
Patricia Paxton (Submitter 755) - p.a. p_axtonGlqilajl,com
Piet and Alison Geldenhuys (Submitter 757) - pietg,fixtra-co.rtz
Ray Karl (Submitter 759) - r:aykarl@xtra,c*,le
Ronald Williams (Submitter 760) - 105 Domett Street Westport 7825
Wendy Sheenan (Submitter 7 61) - wenclya ncji eesa @hotma i I,com
Desna Bruce-WaIker (Submitter 692) - desnabruce@gmaiLcom
M ichael Rogers (Submitter 709) - rockiesm i n i ng@lrctma i i, co. nz.

Mitchel I Rogers (Submitter 710) - mitchellrrage$@halmai l.com
Forest Habitats Ltd (fu bmitter 186) - ba rry@q*cdonej I consu lting.co, nz
Michael Snowden (Submitter 492) rosie.hill@toddendwalkereafl and
ben. russel I @loddandlva lker.com
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Barbara Clark (Submitter 673) - lucapemag0@gilnaile$l
Bigg les Ltd ( Submitter 685) - brett@tow npla nni r":g.co. nz

Neils Beach Special Rating District Committee (Submitter 669) - iohn.allisonsulto.n(&xtra.co.nz
Al I ison Sutton ( Submitter 672) - s utto*office @xtra.co. nz
Finn LiMqvist (Submitter 694) - suelind"nz@tg:rail,cont
MTP Ltd (Submitter 711) - bretl@tolynplanning,co.na
Murray and Rachel Petrie (Submitter 712) - mrrray@mcarthu:"ridQe.co,na
Rod Thornton (Submitter 7 24) - rodthornton653-@gmai I,conr

Westpower Ltd (Submitter 547) - [r1*rtinK@xtra.co"L.rz
Charlotte May (SubmitterT62) - m?y|cid- xira,conz
John Sutton ( Submitter 704) - iqb&* lJ isqasutton@{ ra, co. nz
P & A Horrell (Submitter 715) - b:ejt@towtoJa-nning,co.nz
Vance and Carol Boyd (Submitter 447) - r,vcnb@xtra,cp.u
Karen Lippiatt (Submitter 439) - kairiip$att@gmaii.cotn
Chris Reynolds (Submitter 362) - c.nu. re):n*lds i&xira.Lo,na
Laurence Rueter (Submitter 381) - itvn:elerLe@Sfia1i-eoa
Richard Arlidge (Submitter 419) - rihitecubet@gnrail,ccm
Lyn Mclntosh (Submitter 469) - lynmcinloshi&xlra,co.rtz
Frank OToole (Submitter 595) - anna@blS.nz
Grey District Council (Submitter 608) - rllehael,nrcenanerr(dgreydc,govt.nz
Gary Clarke (Submitter 667) - westportfi{oilnorslegel.co,nz or admin@canno!-siegal.co.nz
Anna Leary (Submitter 668) - anna@annaleary.cqrr
Brette & Irene-Sharel Kokhoorn (Submitter 671) - sharel.kockshoorn@jamesprinl,co.nz
Helen & Tom Sawyers (Submitter 674) - h.tsawyers@xtra^co,rz
Joshua Tranter (Submitter 675) - jashmarkt@gmail,conr
Mike MacMillan (Submitter 677) - PO Box 141 Karamea 7864
Adriana James (Submitter 678) - adriana,jam*159@gmail.com
Adrienne Fraser ( Submitter 67 9) - e I izafras.e 1275 @gma i L corn

Alexa Kl iebenstei n ( Submitter 680) - a lexa e. kl iebeusleirl @omai I, com
Andrew Dem pster ( Submitter 681 ) - s I prurredra bbi t{2@q.ruarLcon
Andrew Lissema n ( Submitter 682) - A tdyljsseman@gmar l -co,*r
Andrew Wiffen (Submitter 683) - vviffe ndei rying@g ma i l. com
Ash Oldham (Submitter 684) - l928cXqd@s&arLesnl
Brian McFarlane (Submitter 686) - Mmcfarlane@xtra.co,nz
Christine Carter (Submitter 687) - Q8002bwell@gnail.com
Colman Creagh (Submitter 688) - 2 Anderson Street Rapahoe 7803
Craig Hipson (Submitter 689) - craig.hipsonGiclouci.com
David Gourlay (Submitter 690) - davegou rl ay@ua*oo, conlau
EIizabeth Duncan (Submitter 693) - eianeaustin@hotnaiI.com
Daniel Reynolds ( Submitter 695) - da nreynoldscorxulti np@Smai I, eont
George Field (Submitter 696) - georgefie|d86@qnatLcom
Gl en Kingan ( Submitter 679) - offl ce@ ka ra meaheL-e[a rter.ea. nz

Jason Jacobs (Submitter 698) - shar:lijas@vahoo_,,co.tiz
lim and Anne Murray (Submitter 699) - glenntorestation@xtra,co.nz
Jocelyn Bi llet (Submitter 700) - lael. krzfr nne G)outl 0o
Joey Keen (Submitter 701) - njkeens@smail,com
John and Suzanne Willetts (Submitter 702) - SJtrjle$g@xlra.es.ne
John Phillips (Submitter 703) - 78 Domett Esplanade Greymouth 7802
Karamea Aerodrome Inc (Submitter 705) - karameaaer-oine@$maiLgsnl
Irene and Ken Tiller (Submitter 706) - tillerbayT@gmaii.cont
Kevin Srnith ( Submitter 707) - kevi nsn ith. kiw i @gmEi l. eon
Murray Gibson (fubmitter 713) - mrgrbson@xtra.co.nz
Nicholas Keen (fu bmitter 714) - ni chol as.&Sen@pol i ce. tl gvt, rt;
Paul Drake (Submitter 7t6) - ekard(oslilgshot,co,lz
Paul Fraser (Submitter 7t7) - outtarangel2@gntall,eom
Paul Murray (Submitter 7tg) - paulnr@pb.co.nz
Paul Scott (Submitter 719) - scottptgy@xtra.co.rle
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' Prue and Daimon schawalger (gy9litti 720) - prue5s-ghqlnlailconr

. Punakaiki rarm r-tiliuu*='titizzrl - inlo@::a'r:cQ"k*rac(s"co'na

: R;. R"ynoros tsunmitte r 722) - rae' r:eylolds@qnlail'co5"l

. Rebecca sru.khur,li'ii;umifer z

: ii;;-ffit"v (s'u*itte r 725) - rosbl-7@ouueakes*r

: s.; d#tbunm''tilizzol-la'rycqfei:zotlos . - -
. Stephen anO pautine-i'unitr. (Sub{f+gr

: Si&; Miller (SubmitterT2B) - solak9@vahoo'coryr

. siril uddictat (Submitter'z2e) - sirddr::3:*::H:;l*f.?f*
: i;;d R.ynolds ('submitter 730) - tani a' t euoillslipullu-es'.qrrlt.

o Tom McGaveston iito*'[i"izi1)
. fiuro. n"id (Submitter 732) - ilevreid5(ahotm*il'cs'rll

. Vanessa Kingan iSuO'itt"''23) - nesslewisGgnrail'con

. vict i Ster"nion isuOtnitttt 734) - micipelandvic@xira'co"t"tz

. wifiiu* Sage (Submitter 735) - ryqgge.PjCra'effz
r Hans Gutenbrunner (Submitter 236) - hslrl@'d-ra-eqJrz ,1^
. Laurie and Marleni ioifint (Submitter z:zl - larriecottins+zO

. Susan Norgart (SuLmitte' 738) - susanancrgarttoyahoo'co'uk

: m; Pa>ao-n (Submitter 739) - p'a'pgIlon@silralt'c*m

o Ann Lamploush iil'ii'iiitti'z40ETsqB Peel *reet westport 7B2s

. ou*o iirreri (submitter 741) - damer@xtra'co'nz"

. DerekRoberts tS'Or."ittetZ+'{l@
r Grant no*nenvill'nmitter z+'O) - uant'*;Y:O'rqwbqrve
o Jane Abraham fs'uJ*ititizqzl - rjylTffimuse Roadlairdown westport 7891

r Janette oonarosloi"i'duL-rnittti z+0 - ianeileWdd1?3 smaii'cam

: "P;;liit.otos 
(3uomitter 756) - ifhonei/ryqil'l? rrTszs. niinu.f Blick (bubmitter 758) - i?l P

. Hamish ruacnetiiisubmitter 30D ntmacbeth@vah*o'

o Garry Duckett ti,lu*itttiz4s) -'411utopia Road Yt:!p9118e2
. Kerera Corbett-Manera (Submitter zSOi I k$:-erac-ot'betUnanqa@q$ail'cotl1

e Antheo Keenan (Submitter 759) - kq'elanl@kinect'co'nz

10, 55 submissionswere received following re-notification' and all withinthe timeframe agreed' These

were from the following:

o Adriana de Ruiter James (Submitter 678) - adriana'ja::ies59@qmatLegm

. nofiirst (Sunmitter zgi) - caleb@brorvnandconlpal"t'v'cs t'tz

o Andy ano snirr;v"Ntr"isldlGt zost - atevandshirlev@hotnrail'com

. auffi. Fumily (Submitter 766) - helenlon*vogroup'co'rtz

o Barry Hughes lSuO*itttr. 77])--bazh2011@gmail'cont

r Biggles Limite; (Submitter e-8^sJ. - hr'gtl@to:e'rnplqnni ng'co' ttz

. Charlie :onnsonisunmifter 7qQ qtlarlieismailtracgroup'com

r Christine caft;; isuo*iittt 6B7j 08002br'vell@grmail'cqm 
'

r Christopne, Si:o'nanser (SubmittgrTeO) - cistiohanser@icloud'com

: 6iil Reidv (Submitter 792) - reido-@xtra'es*nz

. David Hoxnam (iubmitter Z9f ) - !taveoz69@1?t 
a

. Deborah firnruood (Submitter 793)-- bj'roclte(sxtra'co'ttz 
'

o Desna gruce w;][e"-(Suu'ittt' 662) 
j 

desnabruce @nntai l'com

r Departm"nt oi loi'it'*iiion (Submitter 602) - mtrrass @doc'qovl' nz

. Fioi,i ebir (suomitter 783) - fiblairh@hotmail'cqir

o ForestHabitatsLimited(SubmitterfAt @
o Gerrit eroen#tO (iuut'iitttt 794) - gelriti356@grnail'cpm

. Ciihit, Sinclair (Submitter 769) - yolE@queenstown'co'nz

. Grili Gear (Submitter 782) - s?nl'q'cql@!c:p' ^.*. Helen anO fom Sawyers (Submitter 674) - h'tsar-ryYerstg)xtra'cc'nz

. James ucrrrea isuoi'itt"i 768) - iamesmce]rea@gmail'corn

r Jan Phillips tSrOmitte' 796) - ian'm'phillips@icloud'com
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Jane Whyte and leff Page (Submitter 467) - janefalreslonsepla:rnlng,co,nz

Joshua Tranter (Submitter 675) - ioshmarkt@flntaiLco:ir
Kathryn Wall (Submitter 771) - kjwall65$gnrail,com
Kevin Boyd (Subm itter 787) - kevi n, ca pefou llvi nd@g ma i l.com
Kevin Smith (Submitter 707) - kevinsmith.kiwi@gmail.co:rt
Michael and Vivian Nixon (Submitter 767) - nixongang@xtra.co.nz
Michael Simon (Submitter 789) - yvangapekanrgs@gmaiI.c m
MTP Limited ( Submitter 7 Ll) - brett@to:;vnpla nn i n g. co. nz

Natural Hazards Commission (Submitter 775) - resilience-@naturalhazards.gBW.nz
Neil Aldred (Submitter 770) - dearneil@hotnuil,co*t
Neu Tec Mining Limited (Submitter 779) - neu-tecminingltd@lrcInu:lxqm
NgaiTahu (Submitter 620) - TTW:s:"rqaitahu,ivrli.na and Phrlt&$aehQrcaita!:u,irvi,nz-
Norma O' Dea (Submitter 7BB) - :ra!"nia,carters?Siasinail"eam
Okarito Kayaks Limited (Submitter 774) - kayaks&okarito"co.ne
P and A Horrell (Submitter 774) - b.ett@townpiarnir
Pam Birmingham (Submitter 772) - psbrrni&yahoo.-ep""m

Paul Reynolds (Submitter 756) - jflihoneyS6@grail.com
Pa ul Truman (Submitter 7 84) - rest@awatu na l"romeslead, co. nz
Pauline and Stephen Tranter (Submitter 727) - oaulinetr:anterT@H{nail.coin
Pauline Te Rakau (Submitter 776) - henriterakauG;outlook,com
Penny and Mark Rounthwaite (Submitter 778) - ltarounth outlook.co.nz
Prou nth.fl @outlook. com
Rae Reynolds (Submitter 722) - rae,reynolcls@0maii,cqm
Rex and Anthea Keenan (Submitter 763) - keenanr@kineclco.*z
Robert Schouten (Submitter 795) - No Email Address: 9 Main Road NgakawauTB24
Ros Bradley (Submitter 725) - rosbl7@outlgok"com
Scenic Hotel Group (Submitter 483) - sam@planzcc:rsulta*ts.co.t":z
Shelley Taylor (Submitter 790) - shelley"laylai"?9@gmail.com
Stua t Lidd icoat (Submitter 7 29) - s I i dd icoat@eleclronet, co. nz

Te Tai o Poutini Plan Committee (Submitter 171) - do,utg-.bravQwcrc'qqvt.na
Vance and Carol Boyd (Submitter 447) - rycnbG)xlra.eo.nz
Wendy Stua rt ( Su bm itte r 7 77 ) - rrye nelvsl ua$45Gya hc*ep.nz
Westpower (Submitter 547) - MartinK@Sra.co.nz
William and Glenda Karl (Submitter 781) - raykarl@xtra.co,nz

or

11. All 167 submissions received (i.e. the 112 received following initial notification and the 55 received
following re-notification) are summarised in Appendix 1 to this report. This attachment is a

Summary of Submissions Received by Plan Provision.

12. Following initial notification, the Submissions had been previously summarised in two Appendices

- i.e. Appendix 1, being thosespecificallyrelated to Coastal Natural Hazards Mapping and Appendix
2, being those on so-called "Other Parts" of the Plan, Initially those in Appendix 2 were deemed
"out of scope", because they did not relate specifically to Coastal Natural Hazards Mapping.

13. Following the decision to re-notiry Variation 2 on the basis that a broader range of submissions can
be accepted (i.e. those applying to provisions of relevance in the Plan's natural Hazards Chapter,
and paticularly those Objectives, Policies and Rules of relevance), it is understood that all 167
submissions received will now be within scope. While it is noted that several submissions do include
one or two points which may be outside the overall scope of the Variation, there are no submissiotu
which could now in their entirety be deemed "out of scope", The Independent Commissioners can
decide whether or not any given submission point made by a particular submitter is out of scope/
while the Reporting Planners will advise their Mews on any such submission points in the Section
42A Report.

14. Following re-notification, only one submission was received that was out of scope in its entirety.
That was a submission relating to industrial zoning in the Buller area. The fubmitter was advised
that at the time, submissions were being received on Variation 2 only, that such a submission was
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clearly outside the scope of that Variation itself, and the best opportunity to raise any such concerns

will occur once decisions on the Commercial and Industrial Zones have been released and can be

potentially appealed to the Environment Court. That particular submission has, therefore, been

excluded from the Variation 2 process itself.

15. As was the case when Variation 2 was initially notified, a number of submitterswho responded to
its re-notification have asked to be heard in support of their submissions. The Hearing itself is
scheduled for Tuesday 18 to Wed 19 March 2025 in Westport (NBS Theatre) and for Thursday 20

(Hokitika RSA) and Friday 21 (Hokitika St Johns) March 2025 in Hokitika. Should further time be

required at what is expected to be a well-attended meeting on a Variation that has generated

considerable public interest, the Hearing will be re-convened online during the week24 to 28 March

2025.

16. Ten further submissions were received following the previous notification of submissions ahead of
the decision to renotifo Variation 2 in its entirety. Calling for Further Submissions is a required

statutory step and typically does not generate high response.

17. It is recommended that the Committee accepts the Summary of Submissions contained within
Appendix 1 and directs that the 10-working day period required for receiving Further Submissiors

commence on Friday 17 January 2025 and conclude on Friday 31 January 2025 at 5,00pm. This
will ensure that any such Further Submissions received can be considered in a timely fashion by

staff responsible for preparing the Section 42A Report and undertaking other requirements ahead

of the Hearing itself.

18. The letter inviting submitters to make Further Submissions and the public notice to be insefted in

local newspapers are included as Appendix 2 and 3, Consistent with submissions received both

following initial notification and re-notification being accepted, further submissions received during

the initial period 12 to 25 October 2024 and this period 17 to 31 January 2025 will both be

considered by the Reporting Planners in preparing the Section 42A Repoft and the Independent
Commissioners in making their decisions.

Doug Bray

Senior Policy Planner (TTPP)
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'lb Tai o Pautini
PLAN
A, rr:nrbiri+rj dislricl iilor: f Dr llrc l'.re"rt {i.rcr.l

MINUTES OF MEEI-ING OF TE TAI O POUTINI PLAN COMMITTEE HELD ONLINE VIA ZOOM AT g.OOAM ON

15 JANUARY 2025

Present

R. Williams (Chairman), Mayor T. Gibson (GDC), Cr B. Cummings (WCRC), Cr P. Haddock (WCRC),

Kaiwhakahaere F.Tumahai(NgatiWaewae), CrA. Cassin (WDC), CrG. Neylon (BDC),lVlayorJ. Cleine

(BDC), Cr A. Gibson (GDC), Kaiwhakahaere P. Madgwick (Makaawhio), Mayor H. Lash (WDC)

ln attendance

Joanne Soderlund (GDC), Simon Pickford (BDC), Carissa du Plessis (BDC), J. Armstrong (TTPP Project

Manager), Barbara Phillips (WDC), J. Allen (WCRC), Doug Bray (WCRC), Chu Zhao (WCRC), Olivia

Anderson (WDC)

Welcome

Apologies

None received

Gisbome
R. Williams pointed out that the minutes of the 13tr' of December are not complete, so they will be

confirmed in February.
R. Williams suggested that they only deal with the minutes of the l-2th of November at this time.

Moved (Cr Haddock / Cr Cummings)

Thot the minutes of the meeting held 12 November 2024 be confirmed
Carried

Report - Summary of Submissions Received on Te Tai o Poutini Plan Variation 2 - Coastal Hazards

Doug Bray briefly described the background and the renotification of Variation 2 in November. These

submissions closed on the 19th of December. Approximately 1,700 properties were sent letters
rega rding the renotification.

D. Bray noted that 167 submissions were received in total - with 112 received following initial
notification and 55 received following re-notification. He pointed out that the summary of
submissions is listed in Appendix 1.

D. Bray commented that information about further submissions will be sent to all submitters
tomorrow. They will have ten working days to make further submissions, closing at 5pm on Friday 31

January 2025.

t

EXHIBIT NOTE
This is the annexure marked "D" referred to in the annexed affidavit of

Lois Margaret Easton sworn at Gisborne on this ls r day of April 2026
re me:

Court of New ZealandA Solicitor /

,

the

Confirm minutes of the previous meeting held 12 November
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Moved (Cr Haddock/ lVayor Cleine)

1. That the information be received.

2. Thot in accordonce with Clause 7(1-) of Schedule 1 of the RlvlA, the Summory of
Submissions contained within Appendix 1 be accepted and publicly notified for the

receipt of further submissions,

3. Thot in occordance with Clouse 7(2) of Schedule 1 of the RMA, copies of both public

notice and the Summory be served on those who lodged submissions.

4, Thot the required two-week period for receipt of further submissions open on 17

Jonuory 2025, with o closing time of Spm on Friday 3L Jonuory 2025

Corried

The next meeting will be held at Buller District Council on 25 February

Meeting ended at 9.08 am.

NETT MEETING

Chairman

Februarv 25,2025

Date

2
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Form 7

Notice of appeal to Environment Court against decision on proposed policy statement

or plan or change or variation
of Sche&tle l, Resource Manugement Acl 199 I

To the Registrar

Environment Court

Auckland, Wellington, and Christchurch

I, William (John) Currie, appeal against a decision (or part of a decision) of Te Tai 0 Poutini Plan

Committcc on the following policy statement (or plan or changc or variation):

Te Tai O Poutini Plan fstate tlte name of the proposed or existing policy statement or plan or change

or variation to which the decision relatesf.

I made a submission on that policy statement - 5764.(or plan or change or variation). I

am not* a trade competitor for the purposes of of the Act.
*Select one.

*l am directly affected by an effect ofthe subject ofthe appeal that

(a) adversely affects the environment;

*Omit paragraph if you are not a trade competitor.

tSelect one.

I rcceivcd notice of the decision on l0/1012025.

The decision was made by Te Tai O Poutini Plan Committee.

The decision (or part ofthe decision) that I am appealing against is:fstate-
The Industrial Zones in the Westport area,

. a summary- of the decision or port of the decision; and

. the specific provision or matter that the decision includes in, or excludes Jrom, the policy
stalement or plan or change or variation (or that the decision propo- ses to include or
exclude)).

The reasons for the appeal are as follows:

I believe that the proposed industrial sites around Westport are incorrectly classified and the

Stafford/Robertson Street site is an inappropriate site for industry.

I seek the following relief: Reclassifu

the old cement works site at Cape

Foulwind to General/Heavy industry.

Remove the Staflbrd/Robertson Street

site to an appropriate area like Cape

Foulwind and reclassify the area to

rural. Reclassify the other industrial

zones around Westport to light

industry.

I attach the following documents* to this notice:

EXHIBIT NOTE
This is the annexure marked "E" referred to in the annexed affidavit
of Lois Margaret Easton sworn at Gisborne on this l5'' day of

<Affi14o26 before me:

A Solicitor / ffiegfutrat" of the High Court of New Zealand

Sliiin$'ffi
Gl'sbome

I



(a) a copy of my submission or further submission (with a copy of the submission opposed or
supported by *y further submission):

(b) a copy ofthe relevant decision (or part ofthe decision):

(c) any other documents necessary for an adequate understanding ofthe appeal:

{Files as outlined in the appeal submission:}

Stafford and Robertson Street industries-working final 20Nov 2025

Submission on Industrial Zones biller District (original submission)

Industrial Area Jan 24 - Signed letter to BDC : Reply from Mayor -Mat 24

Coal Trucking 28 Nov 24
Letter from BDC 09Jun25 - noise

BDC District PIan - Analysing non compliance

Noise Times (11 files).

(d) a list of names and addresses of persons to be served with a copy of this notice.
*These documents constitute part ofthis form and, as such, must be attached to both copies ofthe notice lodged with
the Environment Court. The appellant does not need to attach a copy ofa regional or district plan or policy statement.
In addition, the appellant does not need to attach copies ofthe submis- sion and decision to the copies ofthe notice
served on other persons ifthe copy served lists these docu- ments and states that copies may be obtained, on request,
from the appellant.

Westcoast Regional Council, PO Box 66 Greymouth, 7840. TTPP Committee * info@ttpp.nz.

Date:21 November 2025

Signature of appellant : /-t .,,*t *''
(ar person authorised to sign 6n behalf
of appellant)

Address for service of appellant: 57 Stafford
Street, Westport

Telephone:03 789 7691
Fax/email :curriej ohn789@gmail.com
Contact person: John Currielname und designation, dapplicablef

Note to appellant

Appeals other than in relation to freshu,ater planning instruments

You may appealonly if-

t



. you referred in your submission or further submission to the provision or
matter that is the subject of your appeal; and

. in the case of a decision relating to a proposed policy statement or plan (as

opposed to a variation or change), your appeal does not seek withdrawal of the

proposed policy statement or plan as a whole.
'fhe Environment Court, when hearing an appeal relating to a matter included in a
document under of the Act, may consider only the question of law
raised.

Appeals in relation to-fresltwater planning instruments

You may appeal only if-
. you addressed in your submission or further submission the provision or matter

that is the subject ofyour appeal; and

. the relevant regional council rejected a recommendation of the freshwater hear-

ings panel and decided an altemative solution which resulted in-
(a) the provision or matter being included in the freshwater planning instru- ment;

or

(b) the provision or matter being excluded from the freshwater planning
instrument.

If a regional council decides to reject a recommendation of the freshwater hearings

panel that is outside the scope of submissions, you may appeal to the Environment

Court in respect of that decision or the alternative solution proposed by the council if
you made a submission.

Notesfor all appeals

Your right to appeal may be limited by the rade competition provisions in
of the Act.

You must lodge the original and I copy of this notice with the Environment Court

within 30 working days of being served with notice of the decision to be appealed.

The notice must be signed by you or on your behalf. You must pay the filing fee

required by regulation 35.

You must serve a copy of this notice on the local authority that made the decision and

on the Minister of Conservation (if the appeal is on a regional coastal plan). within 30

working days of being served with a notice of the decision.

You must also serve a copy of this notice on every person who made a submission to
which the appeal relates within 5 working days after the notice is lodged with the

Environment Court.

Within l0 working days after lodging this notice, you must give written notice to the

Registrar of the Environment Court of the name, address, and date of service for each

person served with this notice.

However, you may apply to the Environment Court under of the Act for a
waiver of the above timing or service requirements (see 38).

I



Advice to recipients of copy of notice of appeal

How to become party lo proceedings

You may be a party to the appeal if you made a submission or a firther submission on

the matter of this appeal.

To become a party to the appeal, you must,-
. within 15 working days after the period for lodging a notice of appeal ends,

lodge a notice of your wish to be a party to the proceedings (in form 33) with
the Environment Court and serve copies of your notice on the relevant local
authority and the appellant; and

. within 20 working days after the period for lodging a notice of appeal ends,

serve copies ofyour notice on all other parties.

Your right to be a party to the proceedings in the court may be limited by the trade
competition provisions in and of the Act.

You may apply to the Environment Court under of the Act for a waiver of
the above timing or service requirements (see 38).

*How to obtain copies of dacuments relating to oppeal

The copy of this notice served on you does not have attached a copy of the appellant's
submission and (or or) the decision (or part of the decision) appealed. These docu-
ments may be obtained, on request, from the appellant.
*Delete ifthese documents are attached to copies ofthe notice ofappeal served on other persons.

Advice

If you have any questions about this notice, contact the Environment Court in Auck-
land, Wellington, or Christchurch.

Schedule I form 7: replaced, on 3 Septernber 2020. by olthe Resourcc Management
(Forms. Fees, and Procedure) Amendment Regulations 2020 (LI 2020/180).

t
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ENVIRONMENT COURT OF NEW ZEALAND

24 November 2025
ln reply, please quote reference

ENV-2025-CHC-000100

William (John) Currie
Te Taio Poutini Plan Committee

Dear Parties

Currie v Te Tai o ini Plan Committee

Topic(s): Appeals against the Te Tai o Poutini Plan - West Coast Districts

I acknowledge receipt on 24 November 2025 o'f:
- Appeal By Submitter On Proposed Policy Statement Or Plan pursuant to

Clause 14 of the First Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991
- one additional copy of the above
- filing fee of $684.00
- notice of the name, address and date of service for each person served with

the above application.

Mediation
This case may be able to be resolved by negotiation or mediation, rather than by a
full hearing and a decision by the court. Mediation can be directed by an Environment
Judge or requested at any time by the parties, Mediation is an informal process,
where an independent person meets with the parties to help them to reach
agreement on all or some of the questions in dispute. Mediation is a process, which
can be relatively quick and inexpensive. Parties and their advisers can talk openly
about the dispute and their attitudes to it. Any technical or legal questions can be
identified and discussed.

A mediator does not judge the case or impose a decision, but helps the parties to see
if they can reach an outcome of their own.

An Environment Commissioner of the Environment Court may be asked to act as
mediator, see section 268(1) of the Resource Management Act 1991. The parties
are not asked to pay his/her expenses. An Environment Commissioner acting as
mediator will not be involved in hearing the appeal if agreement cannot be reached,
and the case on the appealwill not be prejudiced by the mediation if it is not
successful.

Environment Court of New Zealand
20 Lichfield Street, Christchurch 801 1 | WX1 1 1 13, PO Box 2069, Christchurch 8013 | New Zealand

Phone: I Fax: (03) 365 1740

EC4 1 00_AcknowledgeCaseLodgement

.rutie Mettid(
Soticitor
Gisbome

EXHIBIT NOTE
This is the annexure marked "F" referred to in the

annexed affidavit of Lois Margaret Easton sworn at
Gisborne on this i'' of April 2026 before me:

A Solicitor, Bepuffiegistrar of the High Court of
New Zealand

i



If negotiation or mediation is not successful in resolving the case, the file is then
returned to the control of the Case Manager and Judge.

The parties may agree to engage a private mediator instead of an Environment
Commissioner. This would involve payment of the mediator's fees and expenses. A
private mediator may be chosen because of special skills.

Further information about private mediators can be obtained from the Arbitrators'and
Mediators'lnstitute, PO Box 1477, Wellington, or LEADR NZ (lnc), PO Box 10991,
Wellington, email: leadrnz@xtra.co.nz or telephone: (04) 470 01 10.

lf the matter proceeds to hearing, you will be notified of any hearing date and time as
well as the associated hearing and scheduling fees.

lnformation about the Environment Court and its procedures can be found on the
Ministry of Justice web site (http://www.justice.govt.nz) and is also available from the
M in istry for the Environment (http://www. mfe. govt. nz).

Gase Management

The Environment Court operates a caseflow management system for all proceedings
filed with it. The Court will supervise or manage the time and events involved in the
life of this case, from the time it is filed, to the time it is disposed of. lnitially a copy of
this appeal will be referred to an Environment Judge shortly after its filing for
assignment to a case track.

What is a case track?

The Court specifically manages the flow of cases through a Case Tracking system, of
which there are three distinct management tracks. They are:

Standard:
This management track will include most s.120 appeals, non-urgent enforcement
proceedings and other miscellaneous proceedings. The Court will typically issue
standard directions to the parties, with an emphasis on avoiding unnecessary court
appearances at the interlocutory stage and a hearing within six months of
commencement.

Priority:
This track is for the more urgent cases, such as urgent enforcement proceedings;
also appeals that the Court considers require priority resolution, or matters for which
more intense case management is required.

Parties On-Hold:
Cases will be placed onto this track (unless the managing Judge othenvise directs) in
circumstances where parties advise that they are not actively seeking a hearing to
(for example) negotiate or mediate.

Where your case has not already been assigned to a case track then the
Managing Judge will alloeate your case to a specific track and you will be
notified of this by way of separate correspondence.

t



ENVIRONMENT COURT OF NEW ZEALAND

Please direct any correspondence or enquiries to myself as Case Manager for this
matter and note the above Court reference.

Sophia Preston
Hearing Manager
ENVIRONMENT COURT
Direct dial phone: 027 214 3320
E-mail address: Sophia. Preston@ ustice. govt. nz

Environment Court of New Zealand
20 Lichfield Skeet, Christchurch 801 1 | WXI 1 1 13, PO Box 2069, Christchurch 8013 | New Zealand

Phone: I Fax: (03) 365 1740

EC4 1 O0_AcknowledgeCaseLodgement
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ENVIRONMENT COURT OF NEW ZEALAND

LIST OF PARTIES

Lodqement:
lnitiator
Respondent

Respondent

ENV-2025-CHC-000100
Currie, William (John)
Te Taio Poutini Plan
Committee
Te Taio Poutini Plan
Committee

Currie v Te Tai o Poutini Plan Committee
William (John) Currie, 57 Stafford Streeet, Westport
Kate Dickson, Wynn Williams & Co - Christchurch, P O Box
4341, DX WX11179, Christchurch
Lucy de Latour, Wynn Williams & Co - Christchurch, P O
Box 4341, DX WX1 1179, Christchurch

I

EC4010_ListOfParties



5 December 2025

Attention: John Currie

John Currie
57 Stafford Street
Westport

Byemail to: curriejohn7S9@gmail.com

r.G..

EXHIBIT NOTE
This is the annexure marked "G" referred to in the annexed affidavit
of Lois Margaret Easton sworn at Gisborne on this/r'- day of

April2026 before me:

A Solicitor / Beputy*cgistrar of the High Court of New Zealand

.lutie Metticlr
Solicitor
Gisbome

Dear Mr Currie

Withdrawal of Appeal ENV-2025-CHC-000100 on the Te Tai o Poutini Ptan

1. We act for the Te Tai o Poutini Plan Committee as the respondent in the above appeal.

2. We write in response to your appeal ENV-2025-CHC-000100, concerning lndustrial Zones
within the Buller District on the Te Tai o Poutini Plan (TTPP or Plan).

3. On behalf of our clients, we request that you withdraw your appeal, as it lacks standing
because you did not lodge a valid submission on the Plan.

Background

4. On 20 November 2024, you attempted to lodge a submission on the proposed TTPP
concerning lndustrial Zones in the Buller Dish'ict.

5. On 17 December 2024, you were advised via email that your 'submission' was unable to be
accepted as it was received well outside the submission timeframe. The Plan was notifled for
submissions in mid-2022, with a Summary of Submissions Received compiled in April 2023.
Further submissions on the Summary closed in May 2023, completing the submission
process.

6. Your submission was received after the hearing of other submissions and evidence relating to
lndustrial Zones had been completed. Your submission could not be considered by the
lndependent Hearing Panel, and did not form part of the Panel's decision.

Ability to appeal TTPP Committee's decision

7. ln order to file an appeal to the Environment Court regarding a provision in a plan, a person
must have made a submission on the PIan.1 As your submission was not accepted, a valid
submission was not made on the Plan and therefore you have no standing for your appeal.

8. We understand that because you had lodged your proposed submission through the TTPP
Committee's Spoken platform it was automatically allocated a submission number, despite
being out of time. Because the submission number was automatically allocated, you then
mistakenly received the email notifying you of the ability for submitters to appeal.

9. While we acknowledge that receiving this email may have resulted in some confusion, your
ability to appeal is still restricted as you had not lodged a valid submission on the TTPP.

10. For this reason, we invite you to withdraw your appeal.

Resource ManagementAct 1991, sch 1 cl 1 (1Xa).

AUCKLAND +64 I 300 2600

WYNNWILLIAMS.CO.NZ

CHRISTCHURCH +64 3 379 7622
email@wynnwilliams.co.nz

QUEENSTOWN +64 3 379 7622

WYNN WILUAru\S
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Next steps

11. lf your appeal is not withdrawn, we will apply to the Environment Court to strike out your
appeal, under section 279(4) of the RMA.

12 Finally, while your appeal lacks standing, it may be possible for you to "become a party" to
someone else's appeal under section 274 of the RMA. This is possible if you have an interest
in that appeal that is "greater than that of the general public". Participating in an appeal as a
section 274 party does not allow you to seek an outcome outside of that sought in that party's
notice of appeal. We recommend you seek independent legal advice on this matter.

We look forward to your response.

Yours faithfully
Wynn Williams

Kate Dickson
Senior Associate

P +64 3 379 7622 M +64 27 353 3620
E kate.dickson@wynnwilliams.co.nz

13.

2WYNNWILLIAMS,CO,NZ WYNN WILLIAI\AS
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19 December 2025

Attention: Kate Dickson

@Wyrn Williams.co.nz

Ry emailto:

Dear Ms Dickson GiSbOme

I have been issued with a submission number for my submission into the ttpp. Any problem with
the issue of this number is not mine. My submission was lodged on the 21llnAz4 and it was not

urtil the 2711112024 that I was issued with a submission number. Therefore a sttbmission number

was not automatically issued.

I have exposed some very glaring issues with the ttpp regarding the proposed industrial zones in and

around Westport. Therefore I'm very surprised that on reading and analysing my submission that the
ttpp committee is prepared to ignore these very important issues and continue with their current
version of the plan.

Was not the ttpp supposed to solve these types of problems and be a guiding light for the future of
the Buller District and the rest of the Westcoast?

The legislated objectives outlined in the ttpp are not being met in the proposal for the industrial
zones in and around \I/estport, The serious issues/abnormalities that I have outlined do not meet
these objectives.

I do care that under the ttpp that the right things are done for the Buller and Westcoast. Excluding
my submission would mean that the right things are not being done for the Buller District regarding
the indusfial zones in and around Westport.

Therefore I will NOT be withdrawing my appeal.

Yours faithfully

John Currie

EXHIBIT NOTE
exure marked "H" referred to in the annexed
Margaret Easton sworn at Gisborne on this
dav of Aoril 2026 before me:

.-+- |

A Solicitor / Depufficgfstrar of the High Gourt of New
Zealand

Julie

This is the ann
affidavit of Lois

/sr
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