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Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

1 Preamble

1.

The purpose of this s42A Report is to recommend to the Hearings Panel whether PC47 as notified, or amended
by submissions, will better meet the purpose of the Resource Management Act 1991 compared to the existing

provisions.

This report is prepared under s42A of the Resource Management Act 1991. It has been prepared at the
request of Taupo District Council (TDC) in relation to Plan Change 47 — Maori Purpose Zone (PC47).

This report has been developed collaboratively by two separate authors being Rowan Sapsford and Hilary

Samuel.

Rowan Sapsford

4,

8.

My full name is Michael Rowan Sapsford. | am a Director of ROAM Consulting in Taupd. | have held this

position since 2018.

| hold a Bachelor of Resource and Environmental Planning (Massey University 1998) and a Post Graduate
Diploma in Rural Studies - Natural Resource Management (Massey University 1998). | have been employed in
the practice of planning and resource management both in Aotearoa New Zealand and overseas for some 25
years. This experience includes working as a Senior Planner and Team Leader Environmental Policy at TDC
from 2004 to 2011.

| was commissioned by TDC to assist with the development of PC47. | have worked on the plan change since
2023, including leading the engagement process and developing the plan change and associated Section 32

document. Recently | assisted with summarising the submissions and developing this Section 42A report.
Hilary Samuel

My full name is Hilary Mary Samuel, and | am a Senior Policy Advisor in the Policy Team at TDC. | hold the
qualification of Bachelor of Resource and Environmental Planning, with First Class honours from Massey
University. | have twenty-four years of planning and resource management experience including policy and
strategy development, project management, process management of private and Council led district plan

changes growth and spatial planning and preparation of evidence for hearings.

For the past seven years my primary role has been project managing the review of the Taupo District Plan.

1.1 Code of Conduct

We confirm that we have read and are familiar with the Environment Court’s Code of Conduct for Expert
Witnesses, contained in the Environment Court Practice Note 2023, and agree to comply with it. Our
qualifications as experts are set out above. Other than where we state that we are relying on the advice of
another person, we confirm that the issues addressed in this statement of evidence are within our area of
expertise. We have not omitted consideration of material facts known to us that might alter or detract from

the opinions that we express.

1.2 Legal Advice

10. In preparing this report we have relied on legal advice of Mr James Winchester as it relates to submissions on

MPS-1.
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1.3 Scope / Purpose of Report

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20

This report has been prepared in accordance with Section 42A of the Resource Management Act to:

e assist the Hearings Panel in making their reccomendations on the submissions and further

submissions on the Proposed District Plan; and

e provide submitters with an opportunity to see how their submissions have been evaluated and the

recommendations being made by officers, prior to the hearing.
This report responds to submissions on PC47 - Maori Purpose Zones.

We have provided a recommendation to assist the Hearings Panel on the submissions and further

submissions to the MPZ chapter (Appendix 1) and have also provided a track change version (Appendix 2).

Introduction

In July 2025, the Government issued a media release advising that legislation (Plan Stop legislation) was to be
introduced preventing Councils from undertaking District Plan reviews and requiring the withdrawal of all
proposed plans that were not at the hearings stage. Some Plan Changes met the criteria for an automatic
exemption to the Plan Stop legislation, but others that were considered to support the Government’s
priorities in areas like housing were eligible to be considered through — and subject to - an exemption

process.

TDC applied for an exemption for PC47 on 26 August 2025 andreceived an exemptionto continue
this proposed Plan Change from the Government on 3 December 2025, along with full exemptions for

proposed Plan Changes 48 (Designations) and 49 (Minor Corrections).

PC47 was notified on 19 February 2026 in accordance with s74 of the RMA, and submissions were open until
19 March 2026. Further submissions opened and closed on 16 April 2026 and 30 April 2026, respectively.

The timeline for preparing this plan change is set out in the Section 32 document.

The current district plan (ODP) became fully operative in 2007. The Council is required to commence a review
of those provisions in the district plan that have not been reviewed in the last 10 years, pursuant to s79 of the
RMA.

There is no Maori Purpose Zone in the ODP. PC47 would introduce a new zone into the ODP.

This report analyses and responds to submissions received on those provisions as proposed in PC47.

2.1 Structure of this S42A Report

21.

22.

23.

24.

For efficiency and in accordance with Clause 10(3) of the First Schedule of the RMA, the following evaluation
has been undertaken on an issues-based approach, however individual submission responses can be found in

Appendix 1.

The evaluations provided should be read in conjunction with the summaries of submissions and the

submissions themselves.

Appendix 1 of this report contains a schedule of all PC47 submission points and associated further

submissions. The officers’ recommended response is identified for each of those submission points.

Appendix 2 contains a running text version of PC47 that sets out the officers’ recommended amendments

showing the recommended changes to PC47 because of submissions. Recommended additions are shown
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as underlined text as follows: new text. Recommended deletions are shown as struck through text as follows:

deletedtext. Each change is footnoted with the corresponding submission point associated with the change.

3 Statutory Considerations

3.1 Statutory Requirements

25. Before a plan change can be incorporated into a district plan it must fulfil several statutory requirements set

down in the RMA, including matters provided for in:

a)

Part Il, comprising Section 5, Purpose and Principles of the Act; Section 6, Matters of National

Importance; Section 7, Other Matters; and Section 8, Treaty of Waitangi;
Section 31, Functions of Territorial Authorities;

Section 32, Duty to consider alternatives, assess benefits and costs;
Section 74, Matters to be considered by territorial authorities; and

Section 75, Contents of district plans.

26. The statutory requirements under the RMA for each aspect of the Plan Change have been summarised in the

s32 Report and are only referenced within this report. Analysis of the degree to which PC47 is consistent with

the relevant provisions listed above is undertaken within the body of the s32 report and in the concluding

statements as considered necessary.

27. The purpose of this s42A assessment is to determine whether the provisions of PC47 should be confirmed,

amended, or deleted, after consideration of the alternative provisions sought in submissions.

3.1.1 Section 32AA Matters

28. This report is structured by reference to identified key issues to evaluate and provide reasons for the

recommended decisions on similar matters raised in submissions. An evaluation is required under s32AA of

the RMA for any recommended changes to the Plan Change.

29. Afurther evaluation under section 32AA is conducted for every provision proposed for material amendment,

taking into account the following relevant considerations.

Whether the amended objectives are the best way to achieve the purpose of the RMA.

The reasonably practicable options for achieving those objectives.

The environmental, social, economic, and cultural benefits and costs of the amended provisions.
The efficiency and effectiveness of the provisions for achieving the objectives.

The risk of acting or not acting where there is uncertain or insufficient information about the

provisions.

30. The s32AA further evaluation contains a level of detail that corresponds to the scale and significance of the

anticipated effects of the changes that have been made. Recommendations on editorial, minor, and

consequential changes that improve the effectiveness of provisions without changing the policy approach are

not re-evaluated.
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3.1.2 Procedural Matters

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

No site visits or pre-hearing meetings were considered necessary in respect to PC47.

Several meetings and discussions were held with Submitter 14, Maia Wikaira on behalf of The Titari, Rangipoia
and Rea Whanau. These discussions focused around additional areas within Kohineheke Reserve that the
whanau wished to be rezoned as MPZ and the general status of the land under the Te Ture Whenua Maori

Act 1993. These discussions occurred as follows:

e 23 April 2026 — phone conversation regarding area that was not mapped as part of PC47
e 28 April 2026 — online meeting regarding areas that were not mapped as part of PC47.

e 19 May 2026 — email regarding land status of Kohineheke Reserve.

A prehearing meeting was offered to Submitter 10- Nukuhau Pa, Ngati Rauhoto - Ngati Te Urunga, to discuss

their submission. This offer was declined by the submitter, and the meeting did not take place.

No late submissions were received.

Consideration of Submissions Received

PC47 was notified on 19 February 2026 for a period of 20 working days. Submissions closed at 4:30pm on
Thursday, 19 March 2026. A total of 18 submissions, consisting of 149 submission points, were made on PC47.

Submissions were received from landowners, iwi groups, individuals and infrastructure and energy providers.
A full list of submissions and further submissions on PC47 is contained in Appendix 1 —Submissions. Appendix

1 also contains the officers’ recommendation for each submission.

There are several submissions in support of the provisions that form PC47. In all cases the support of these
submissions is noted and generally accepted. There are situations where the provision supported is
recommended for change. In such cases the submissions in support are accepted in part given the

recommended changes to the supported provisions.

Appendix 1 contains a schedule of all submissions received on PC47 and any associated further submissions.
The schedule also sets out the officers’ recommendations to Accept, Accept in Part or Reject each submission

and the reason given.

On review of the submissions several Key Issues have been identified. These are matters that have been raised
by several submitters and generally challenge or question some of the key principles that underlie PC47.
Responses to these key issues are set out below. They are also referenced in the officers’ recommendations
for relevant submission points in Appendix 1. Where changes have been identified as a result of consideration
of these key issues, they are set out or referred to under each issue. All changes to PC47 recommended by
officers, including those not relating to Key Issues, are shown in the PC47 Hearing Text document contained

in Appendix 2.

4.1 Plan Change 47 Purpose

40.

The Taupo District Council has initiated PC47 to introduce a Maori Purpose Zone into the ODP. The purpose
of the plan change is to provide a planning framework that better enables the use and development of land
in @ manner that responds to the social, cultural, environmental and economic aspirations of Maori

landowners and communities within the district.
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41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

The District Plan currently contains a range of conventional zoning mechanisms which have largely been
developed around standard urban and rural land use patterns. While these zones provide for a wide range of
activities, they do not always appropriately recognise the unique characteristics, aspirations, ownership
structures and development patterns associated with Maori land. Submitters and landowners have identified
that existing zones can create unnecessary barriers to papakainga style development, cultural activities,

collective land use models, and the integrated use of land for social, cultural and economic purposes.

Importantly, there is no statutory requirement under the Resource Management Act 1991 for the Council to
establish a Maori Purpose Zone. However, the development of PC47 represents a proactive response to the
strategic direction framework already embedded within the ODP. In particular, the plan change gives effect
to, and assists in implementing, the objectives and policies of the Strategic Directions chapter which recognise
the relationship of Maori with their ancestral lands, water, sites, wahi tapu and other taonga, and support the

ability of Maori communities to provide for their social, cultural and economic wellbeing.

The introduction of the MPZ therefore reflects a deliberate policy choice by Council to provide a more
enabling and tailored planning framework where there is a demonstrated need and desire from landowners
for such an approach. PC47 is intended to better align district plan provisions with the outcomes anticipated
through the strategic directions of the ODP, while also recognising the distinct characteristics of Maori land

and Maori community development patterns.

PC47 has not been developed as a district-wide rezoning exercise applying generally to all Maori land. Rather,
it has been initiated in response to specific requests from landowners seeking a planning framework more
suited to the intended use and development of identified land parcels. The provisions have therefore been
developed having regard to the particular characteristics and aspirations associated with those sites, while

also ensuring that the wider purpose and function of the District Plan is maintained.

This context is important in understanding the key issues discussed throughout this report, particularly Key
Issue 1 relating to the appropriateness and rationale for establishing a Maori Purpose Zone and the extent to

which the ODP should provide bespoke planning mechanisms to implement its strategic directions.

4.2 Key Issue 1 — Relationship with Higher Order Policies

46.

47.

48.

Several submissions seek stronger or more explicit recognition of higher order documents, iwi planning
documents, and Maori values frameworks within PC47. The submissions seek additional reference to
documents such as Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki, iwi environmental management plans, tikanga-based planning
principles, Te Mana o te Wai, and other strategic or cultural planning frameworks relevant to the Taupo
District.

The submissions generally raise two related matters. The first is whether these higher order documents and
principles were appropriately considered in the development of PC47. The second is whether the contents of

those documents should be expressly repeated or restated throughout the MPZ provisions themselves.

In respect to the first matter, we are satisfied that the relevant statutory and non-statutory documents were
appropriately considered through both the plan development process and the Section 32 evaluation process.
The Section 32 report identifies that the development of the MPZ provisions was informed by a range of

sources including:

e Part 2 of the RMA;

e the National Planning Standards;
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49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

e the Waikato Regional Policy Statement;

e the Operative and Proposed Strategic Directions chapters of the Taupo District Plan;

e engagement with iwi, hapd, Maori landowners and trustees;

e tangata whenua values and aspirations identified through that engagement process; and
e |wi management plans and planning documents

e wider strategic and cultural planning documents relevant to the district.

Section 3.8 of the Section 32 includes specific consideration of settlement and iwi legislation including Te

Kaupapa Kaitiaki (Section 3.8.3).

Importantly, Section 6 — Matters of Strategic Direction of the ODP now forms part of the operative planning

framework and provides district-wide strategic direction that must be taken into account in the development
and implementation of all subsequent plan provisions, including PC47. Section 6.6 Tangata Whenua contains
extensive direction relating to tangata whenua values, Maori land development, Te Tiriti o Waitangi principles,
matauranga Maori, kaitiakitanga, tikanga Maori, Te Mana o te Wai, and recognition of iwi and hapd

relationships with ancestral land and taonga.
Strategic Direction 6.6 was specifically developed to:

e recognise and provide for the relationship of Maori with ancestral lands, water, sites, wahi tapu and

taonga;
e support the exercise of mana whakahaere and kaitiakitanga;
e enable development on Maori land;

e recognise the importance of matauranga Maori and tikanga Maori in land use planning and decision-

making; and
e recognise and provide for documents such as Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki.

Strategic Direction Policy TW-P1 specifically recognises the statutory role of Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki under the
Ngati Tawharetoa Claims Settlement Act 2018. The inclusion of reference to Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki within the
strategic directions mean that PC47 must “recognise and provide for” its vision, objectives, values and desired
outcomes when preparing and reviewing planning documents. Those principles are now embedded within

the operative District Plan framework and apply across the whole district not just Maori land.

Accordingly, we do not consider that PC47 needs to restate or duplicate the full suite of higher order strategic
direction already contained within the operative Matters of Strategic Direction chapter. District Plans are
intended to function as integrated planning documents where higher order objectives and policies provide
district-wide direction, while more specific chapters and zones provide area or activity specific
implementation frameworks. The MPZ provisions must therefore be read and applied together with the

Matters of Strategic Direction chapter and the wider District Plan framework, rather than in isolation.

In our view, repeating the same strategic provisions, cultural principles, or higher order objectives throughout
multiple chapters of the Plan would not represent efficient or effective plan drafting. It would create

unnecessary duplication, increase plan complexity, and create potential inconsistency risks over time where
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55.

56.

57.

58.

provisions are amended in one part of the Plan but not another. This is particularly relevant where district-

wide objectives and policies already apply to the interpretation and implementation of the MPZ provisions.

This approach is consistent with established plan drafting practice and with the framework promoted through
the National Planning Standards. The Matters of Strategic Direction chapter exists specifically to provide
overarching guidance that informs subsequent zone, subdivision, infrastructure, natural environment, and
activity-based provisions. The role of PC47 is therefore not to recreate the Matters of Strategic Direction
chapter within the MPZ provisions, but rather to implement and give effect to those strategic directions

through an appropriate zoning and regulatory framework for identified Maori land.

The Section 32 process for PC47 also identifies this relationship. The Section 32 evaluation notes that the MPZ
framework has been developed in response to the strategic directions and the wider district planning
framework, including recognition of tangata whenua values, Maori land development, integrated
management, and cultural outcomes. In that respect, the MPZ provisions are an implementation mechanism
for the strategic direction already established through the District Plan, rather than a standalone strategic

framework.

Importantly, the existence of district-wide strategic direction does not diminish the relevance of those
documents or principles in resource consent decision-making. The operative Strategic Directions chapter
must still be considered in the assessment of resource consent applications, plan changes, and wider planning

processes. The MPZ provisions will therefore continue to be interpreted and applied within the context of:

e the Strategic Directions chapter;

e the tangata whenua objectives and policies;

e Te Mana o te Wai provisions;

e recognition of matauranga Maori and tikanga Maori;

e iwiand hapd relationships with ancestral land and water; and

e relevant statutory acknowledgements and settlement legislation.

Accordingly, while acknowledging the intent of the submissions seeking stronger recognition of higher order
documents and iwi planning frameworks, we consider that the operative District Plan already contains
substantial strategic direction addressing these matters. In our view, the notified approach appropriately
relies on and implements that existing strategic framework rather than unnecessarily duplicating it
throughout the MPZ chapter. This represents a more efficient, coherent, and integrated planning approach

and is consistent with the structure and intent of the District Plan as a whole.

4.3 Key Issue 2 - Purpose and Function of MPZ

59.

A number of submissions raise questions about the purpose and function of the MPZ. These submissions
approach the issue from different perspectives. Some submitters consider that the MPZ should be more
enabling of a broader range and scale of development, including commercial, industrial, rural industry,
tourism, service, and trust-enterprise activities. Other submitters raise concerns that the MPZ could become
too enabling, particularly where activities may generate adverse effects on adjoining residential, rural, or
transport environments. There are also submissions that appear to understand the MPZ as a zoning tool that

could or should apply more generally to Maori land across the district.
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60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

10

The starting point is the National Planning Standards (NPS). The NPS identify the Maori Purpose Zone as a
special purpose zone for “areas used predominantly for a range of activities that specifically meet Maori
cultural needs, including but not limited to residential and commercial activities.” The national direction
therefore confirms that MPZs are not limited to marae or papakainga, nor are they limited to residential
activity. They can include commercial and other activities. However, those activities must be understood
through the core purpose of the zone: they are activities that specifically meet Maori cultural needs. The
National Planning Standards provide a broad signal, but they do not define the detailed land use framework,
thresholds, activity status, or effects management approach for a Maori Purpose Zone. That work must be

undertaken locally through the district plan review or plan change process.

PCA47 has therefore developed a local planning response for the Taupo District. The Section 32 report records
that the MPZ is intended to better provide for the development and utilisation of Maori land in a way that
reflects the cultural, social, and economic aspirations of tangata whenua, and to support self-determination
through a more flexible and enabling framework that respects kaupapa Maori, tikanga, and the relationship

of Maori with ancestral land.

The Section 32 report also identifies the resource management issue that PC47 is responding to, in that there
are a number of barriers to developing Maori land, especially multiply owned. Some of these barriers occur
within the TDP while others sit outside under other legislation etc. Specific difficulties include the tenure
constraints of multiply owned Maori land, the difficulty of raising capital, and the tendency for Maori land to
be treated in the same manner as general title land despite those different tenure and ownership

circumstances.

In our view, the purpose of the MPZ is therefore best understood as a targeted enabling zone for Maori land,
rather than a general development zone. Its function is to provide a plan framework that recognises the
particular relationship of tangata whenua with ancestral land and enables a range of activities which support
that relationship. This includes papakadinga, marae, community, cultural, educational, environmental,
residential, and economic activities. However, those activities are to be enabled because they support the
purpose of the zone, not because the MPZ is intended to function as a single use zone or a general commercial

or industrial zone.

The principles used to develop PC47 are important in this respect. The Section 32 report records that the MPZ
framework was developed with wider engagement. The principles tested through that process included that
Maori land would only be zoned MPZ where owners chose that outcome; that the focus would be on enabling
use and development of Maori land; that wider rules such as natural hazards would continue to apply; that
different approaches would be taken for rural and residential settings; that marae would be specifically
recognised; that traditional land uses would be provided for in a mixed-use environment supporting
residential, community and commercial uses; and that site-specific standards could be used to recognise the

unigue qualities of a site.

These principles are reflected in the proposed provisions. PC47 states that the purpose of the MPZ is to enable
a range of activities on Maori land that specifically meet Maori cultural needs and assist Maori communities
to provide for their unique social, cultural, environmental, and economic needs within the Taupo District. It
also states that the zone recognises the relationship of Maori with ancestral lands and enables tangata

whenua to exercise customary responsibilities as kaitiaki and mana whenua.

The objectives and policies then give effect to that purpose. MPZ-O1 recognises the relationship of Maori with
their culture, traditions and ancestral lands by providing for activities that specifically meet Maori cultural

needs, including social, cultural and economic development. MPZ-O4 enables Maori purpose activities and
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67.

68.

the comprehensive, coordinated and efficient development of ancestral land, while still requiring actual or
potential adverse effects to be avoided, remedied or mitigated. MPZ-P1 provides for a range of activities,
including Maori purpose activities, Maori cultural activities, residential activities, small-scale business
activities, business services, education, accommodation, agricultural, pastoral and horticultural activities, and

community facilities.

For that reason, we do not agree with submissions that characterise the proposed MPZ as being simply
restrictive. The proposed framework is materially more enabling than the existing underlying zones for the
specific purpose of Maori land development. It expressly provides for a mixed-use environment and
recognises economic development as part of Maori cultural needs. However, the zone is not intended to
provide for all forms of economic development at any scale. The words “including but not limited to residential
and commercial activities” in the National Planning Standards do not mean that all commercial, industrial, or
large-scale activities must be permitted or anticipated. Rather, they confirm that such activities may form part
of an MPZ where they are connected to the purpose of the zone and where their effects can be appropriately
managed. In our view PC47 provides for viable, appropriately scaled, and intergenerational Maori land

development, and recognises economic development as a legitimate and anticipated outcome within MPZ.

Several practical scenarios were developed as part of the engagement material to demonstrate how
development could be scaled on site relative to other zones such as General Rural Zone. These scenarios were
used to focus engagement on the tangible application of the standards that were being consulted on. We
note that several submissions are querying the application of the proposed PC47 coverage standards, the
scale of development they permit and how the mix of activities (Community and Business, indoor and outdoor
etc) could work. To assist in this discussion, we have set out a scenario of a permitted development within a

Rural MPZ that includes a combination of the standards at play.

69. The scenario is for a 4ha MPZ Rural site which has a marae.
Activity Type Components Included Total % of Total Site | % of Total
Area (m?) | Area Built
Coverage
Marae Existing marae buildings 1,100 2.75% 0%
Residential 12 papakainga  dwellings, @ 2,100 5.25% 38%

(average 135m? each)
and 8x75m? kaumatua units

Business (indoor) Retail, office and | 1,500 3.75% 27%
processing/industrial buildings
Business (outdoor) Yard based activity 3,000 7.50% -
Community and  Education | Kura, hauora rooms, | 1,800 4.50% 32%
buildings whanau/community facility
Ancillary / Rural Support Storage sheds, covered | 200 0.50% 4%
infrastructure and ancillary
structures
Total Actual Site Coverage 6,700m 17% 100%
(excluding outdoor activities)
Total Coverage Counting Toward 5,600m 14% 85.00%

MPZ Standard
(excluding marae)

70.

11

While just a hypothetical scenario, it does provide an example of the level and mix of development that could
occur on site on a permitted basis. As a comparison, if the same site had a General Rural zoning then the

maximum permitted building coverage would be 4,000m? which would have included the Marae. The
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71.

72.

73.

industrial buildings would also be restricted to having a gross floor area of 100m? before requiring a resource

consent.

Itis important to reiterate that MPZ provisions only apply to those lands specifically proposed to be identified
as Maori Purpose Sites (MPS) in Schedule 13.11 MPZ and the District Planning maps through PC47. MPS are
defined as a contiguous land area zoned as MPZ, which may comprise one or more allotments. There were 5
MPS proposed to form the MPZ in the Taupd District. The opt-in approach was used in recognition that Maori
landowners and trustees are best placed to determine whether they wish their land to be included in this
zone. It also ensures that the zoning is not imposed on Maori landowners who may have different aspirations
for their whenua and may wish for other planning mechanisms etc. to be applied to their land. Where
landowners requested their lands to be identified as MPZ, a co-design approach was adopted to identify any

specific standards that could be applied to their MPS to better enable their anticipated use of their land.

The MPZ is therefore neither a symbolic overlay nor a general development entitlement. It is a special purpose
zone with its own policy logic. It recognises that Maori land has particular cultural, legal, historical, and
ownership characteristics. It enables a broader range of activities than would otherwise be available under
many existing zones. However, it retains a planning framework that manages effects, recognises the rural or
urban setting of each Maori Purpose Site, and ensures that activities remain functionally compatible with the

purpose and function of the zone.

In our view, the notified approach is broadly appropriate. However, there is merit in refining the wording of
the introduction and policy framework to better reflect the direction in the NPS and the purpose of the Zone.
Specifically, MPZ are to function as a zone that is “...predominantly for a range of activities that specifically
meet Maori cultural needs.” The MPZ need to be able to enable the development of Maori land
predominantly for a range of activities and effectively function as a mixed-use zone. On this basis reference
to character, as noted by submitters, is not appropriate but ensuring focus on the ability of MPZ to effectively

function in manner that reflects their purpose is.

4.3.1 Recommended Amendments to PC47 from Key Issue 2.

74.

75.

76.

77.

12

We recommend that the following changes are made to the introduction, objectives, policies and rules of
PCA7:

Revise the first para of the introductory text as follows:

The purpose of the Mdori Purpose Zone is to provide for areas that function predominantly to enable a range

of activities en-tAgeri-Hand that specifically meet Maori cultural needs including but not limited to residential

and commercial activities. Mdori Purpose Zones are located on land owned by tangata whenua / mana whenua

and are intended to assist enable Mdori communities to provide for their unique social, cultural, environmental

and economic needs within the Taupo District.

Revise Objective MPZ-01 as follows:

MPZ-01 The Maori Purpose Zone recognises the relationship of Mdori with their culture, traditions and
ancestral lands by providing for a range of activities that specifically meet Mdori cultural needs, including
social, cultural and economic development, and allows whénau to better establish and maintain an

ongoing relationship with their ancestral lands.

Revise Objective MPZ-04 as follows:
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MPZ-04: Maori Purpose Activities and the comprehensive, coordinated and efficient development and use
of ancestral land is enabled in the Maori Purpose Zone, whilst ensuring actual or potential adverse effects

of activities are avoided, remedied or mitigated.

78. Revise Policy MPZ-P1 as follows:

MPZ-P1 Provide for activities within the Mdori Purpose Zone that meet Mdori cultural needs, including

but not limited to:

6. Hauora, social services and educational facilities;

Make a consequential change to MPZ Standards S8 as follows:

S8 - Community and Education Facilities uses{includes-education,spiritualand-health-facilities)-

79. Revise Policies MPZ-P2 — MPZ-P5 as follows:

MPZ-P2 Recognise and provide for the purpose rele—character and function of different Maori Purpose

Zones including those located within rural and urban settings.

MPZ-P3 Manage the scale—cheracter location and intensity of activities within a MPZ to ensure that they

are compatible with the purpose and function end-character of the Mdori Purpose Zone.

MPZ-P4 Manage activities that are potentially compatible with the purpose; and function—eséd
predeminant—character—of the Maori Purpose Zone and ensure it is appropriate for such activities to
establish inthe-pgeri-PurpeseZene having regard to ...

MPZ-P5 Avoid land use and development which is incompatible with the purpose and function end
eharacterof the Maori Purpose Zone.

80. Revise MPZ-R2 Matter of discretion d as follows:

d. Any effects on the emenity-of-thezone-and-its ability of the zone to function effectively as a mixed-use

site.

4.3.2 Key Issue 2 Section 32AA Evaluation

81. The submissions on PC47 raised matters relating to the purpose, intent and function of the MPZ, including
the role of economic development, the mixed-use nature of the zone, and the relationship between activities
and Maori cultural needs. In response, amendments are recommended to the chapter introduction,
objectives, policies and matters of discretion to better clarify the intended function of the MPZ and improve

consistency across the chapter.

Effectiveness and Efficiency
82. The recommended amendments are considered to be an effective and efficient response to the issues raised
in submissions. The amendments improve clarity regarding the purpose and function of the MPZ, better

recognise that social, cultural and economic activities can collectively support Maori wellbeing, and improve
consistency between the objectives, policies and rules.

13
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83. The amendments also improve implementation by clarifying that activities within the MPZ should support the
purpose and functioning of the zone while remaining compatible with surrounding development. The changes
are primarily clarificatory in nature and build on the notified framework without introducing significant

additional complexity or regulatory burden.

Costs / Benefits

84. The recommended amendments provide cultural, social and economic benefits by improving recognition of
integrated Maori land development and the role of economic development in supporting Maori wellbeing
and self-determination. The amendments also improve certainty for landowners, applicants and decision-

makers regarding the intended role and operation of the MPZ.

85. The amendments are not anticipated to result in significant costs as they do not fundamentally alter the
notified framework. While some submitters sought a broader commercial or industrial framework, such an
approach could reduce the distinction between the MPZ and standard commercial or industrial zones and

increase the potential for incompatible activities and adverse effects.
86. Overall, the benefits of the amendments are considered to outweigh any associated costs.

Risk of Acting or Not Acting

87. Therisk of acting is considered low as the amendments largely clarify and refine the notified provisions rather

than introducing a materially different planning approach.

88. The risk of not acting is considered greater. Without the recommended amendments there is a risk that the
intended purpose and functioning of the MPZ remains unclear, leading to inconsistent interpretation and
uncertainty regarding the role of economic development and the relationship between activities and Maori

cultural needs.

Decision About the Most Appropriate Action

89. The recommended amendments are considered to be the most appropriate response to the matters raised
through submissions. The amendments improve the clarity, coherence and implementation of the MPZ

provisions while retaining the overall notified framework and strategic intent of PC47.

90. Overall, the amendments are considered to be the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of the RMA

and the objectives of the Maori Purpose Zone chapter.

4.4 Key Issue 3 —Management of Internal and External Effects within a MPZ

91. A number of submissions raise concerns regarding the management of effects within the MPZ. These include
submissions seeking the relaxation or removal of performance standards relating to matters such as setbacks,
building coverage, business activity thresholds, noise, traffic generation, and the scale and intensity of
development. Some submissions also seek a more permissive framework on the basis that Maori land should
be enabled to develop in a manner equivalent to, or more intensive than, other urban or rural zones. Other
submissions seek more effective recognition of the effects of specific activities such as industry, in the

provisions.

92. In considering these submissions, it is important to distinguish between the purpose of the MPZ and the
planning mechanisms used to implement that purpose. While the MPZ has been specifically developed to
enable a broader range of activities on Maori land, it remains a land use zone within the District Plan and

therefore must still manage actual and potential adverse effects on the environment in accordance with the

14
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93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.
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RMA. The enabling nature of the zone does not remove the requirement to appropriately manage effects,

infrastructure demands, functional considerations, or compatibility between activities.

The notified provisions recognise this balance explicitly. MPZ-O4 provides for Maori purpose activities and the
coordinated and efficient development of ancestral land “whilst ensuring actual or potential adverse effects
of activities are avoided, remedied or mitigated.” Similarly, MPZ-P3 requires the activities to be managed so
they remain compatible with the purpose and function of the zone, while MPZ-P4 requires consideration of
infrastructure capacity, environmental effects, internal conflicts, and natural hazards. MPZ-P5 then directs

that land use and development incompatible with the purpose and function of the MPZ is to be avoided.

These provisions are important because the MPZ is intentionally structured to function predominantly as a
mixed-use environment. Unlike many conventional zones, the MPZ anticipates the co-location of residential,
cultural, community, commercial, accommodation, and land-based activities on the same site. That mixed-
use outcome is a deliberate reflection of how Maori land and communities often function in practice.
However, the inclusion of a broad range of activities also creates the potential for both internal and external

effects if scale and intensity are not appropriately managed.

Internal effects are particularly relevant within the MPZ framework. These include potential conflicts between
residential activities, marae activities, business activities, community facilities, agricultural activities, and
other enabled uses occurring on the same MPS. The notified provisions specifically recognise this through
MPZ-P4.5, which requires consideration of whether “potential conflict between activities within the zone can
be avoided or appropriately remedied or mitigated.”. The ability of a MPZ to function effectively is in part,

through the management of the effects of the range of activities on a site.

This is an important aspect of the proposed framework. The purpose of the MPZ is not simply to maximise
development yield. Rather, it is to support the ongoing functioning of Maori land as a culturally appropriate,
mixed-use environment capable of accommodating multiple generations, activities, and functions over time.
Standards relating to building coverage, setbacks, building height, business activity scale, and dwelling
numbers assist in maintaining that balance and ensuring that one activity or development outcome does not
undermine the ability of the wider site to continue functioning effectively for Maori cultural, social,

environmental, and economic purposes.

The management of external effects is equally important. While the MPZ provides for a broader range of
activities than many underlying zones, activities within the zone can still generate effects on surrounding
environments and infrastructure networks. This includes traffic generation, stormwater generation, noise,
lighting, odour, servicing demands and infrastructure capacity constraints. There are also situations where
activities that may be acceptable internally within an MPZ could create adverse effects on the functioning of

adjoining residential or rural environments if they are not appropriately managed.

The District Plan has a statutory obligation to manage those effects and ensure the wider environment
continues to function effectively. This principle is reflected throughout the proposed provisions. MPZ-P4.3
specifically requires consideration of whether there is “adequate existing and/or planned infrastructure to
service the activity”, while MPZ-P4.4 and MPZ-R2(1)(e) require consideration of effects on the environment

and the functioning of the surrounding environment, including infrastructure effects.

Accordingly, we do not agree with submissions suggesting that the standards are unnecessary simply because
activities occur on Maori land or within a Maori Purpose Zone. The standards are not intended to frustrate
development. Rather, they are implementation tools that assist in achieving the objectives and maintaining
the intended purpose and functioning of the zone. They also provide an important transition between the

enabling nature of the MPZ and the surrounding district-wide planning framework.
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100.1t is also important to recognise that the proposed standards and rules operate as thresholds or triggers for

assessment, rather than absolute development limits. Most activities within the MPZ are permitted where
standards are met. Where standards are exceeded, activities default to Restricted Discretionary Activity status
under MPZ-R2. The restricted discretionary framework is significant. It means that activities are still
anticipated by the plan and can be considered on a case-by-case basis, but with assessment focused on
identified matters of discretion relating to effects, compatibility, infrastructure, amenity, traditional use, and

environmental functioning.

101.Importantly, the notified provisions do not establish discretionary or non-complying activity pathways for

these matters. Nor do they provide for public notification. All applications under MPZ-R2 are expressly non-
notified. This reflects a deliberate policy choice within PC47 to provide a streamlined and proportionate
consenting pathway that supports Maori land development while still retaining the ability to assess and

manage effects where activities exceed anticipated thresholds.

102.In our view, this strikes an appropriate balance between enabling development and managing effects. The

framework is materially more enabling than many equivalent urban or rural provisions within the wider
District Plan. Activities that exceed standards are not automatically discouraged or rendered inappropriate.
Rather, the standards identify the point at which further assessment is appropriate to determine whether the
scale or intensity of development remains compatible with the purpose and function of the zone and whether

adverse effects can be appropriately managed.

103.We also note that several submissions appear to assume that economic development within the MPZ should

necessarily extend to large-scale industrial or intensive commercial activities. In our opinion, that approach is
inconsistent with both the purpose of the zone and the planning rationale underpinning the notified
framework (see Key Issue 1). The MPZ is intended to support integrated mixed-use Maori land development,
including economic activity. However, it is not intended to function as a substitute industrial, commercial, or
business zone detached from the cultural, residential, community, and environmental context of Maori land.
The use of thresholds for business activities and the exclusion of industrial activities from urban MPZ sites
reflects this distinction and assists in maintaining compatibility between activities and the surrounding

environment.

104.0verall, we consider the notified framework appropriately balances enabling development with effects

management. The standards and restricted discretionary framework are an integral part of achieving the
objectives of the MPZ. They ensure that the zone remains flexible and enabling while still managing the
potential internal and external effects that can arise from intensified mixed-use development. In our view,
the submissions seeking wholesale removal or substantial relaxation of standards would undermine the
coherence and functioning of the zone and reduce the ability of the District Plan to appropriately manage

effects in accordance with the purpose of the RMA.

441 Recommended Amendments to PC47 from Key Issue 3.

105.To provide for the effective management of effects of activities within MPZ, we recommend the changes

outlined below are made to the introduction, objectives, policies and rules of PC47.

106.We recommend acceptance of the submission points by Cheal Consultants relating to the effective
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recognition of natural hazards, noise, odour and the effects of industrial activities within urban areas:

e The addition of a new matter of discretion to MPZ-R2 (1) relating to natural hazards
e The addition of MPZ-R3- NC Activities for Industrial activities within MPZ-Urban
e The addition of a new permitted activity standard relating to air emissions in MPZ
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e Theinclusion / recognition of MPZ Urban into Noise-R2
e The inclusion / recognition of MPZ Rural into Noise-R8
e The removal of the proposed Noise-R9 MPZ
107.We recommend acceptance of the submission points by NZTA and Fire and Emergency New Zealand, relating
to the potential impacts of develop on the safe and effective operating of State Highways and reverse

sensitivity effects associated with traffic noise:

e Areduction in Equivalent Vehicle Movements in TRANS-R5 (6) for those MPZ fronting a State Highway
e Clarification of the application of standards for driveways and accessways under TRANS-R5 (10) to MPZ.
e Inclusion of MPZ-Rural into Noise-R8 so that they are subject to the Noise Control Boundary where
necessary.
108.We recommend acceptance of the submission made by Shane Heremaia relating to the difference in risk
associated with dispersed dwellings rather that concentrated development and the associated relevance of
the dwelling cap:

e Arevision of MPZ-R3 S6 Number of Dwellings per MPS as follows: No more than 15 per MPS which have
a nominal allotment less than 2 ha

109.We recommend acceptance of the submission points of Waitetoko Marae, Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau
and Wikaira Whanau relating to the effects associated with resident vs non-resident businesses and the
appropriateness of referring to traditional use on site:

e The removal from of MPZ-R1 2 of the requirement for businesses to be run by residents of a site

e The removal from MPZ-R2 of the consideration of the effects on the ability of the site to provide for
traditional uses.

e The inclusion of exceptions to MPZ-R3 S4 Maximum Building Height to enable culturally appropriate
structures and those structures which will not have a less than minor effect to exceed the set building
height.

4.4.2 Key Issue 3 Section 32AA Evaluation

110.The submissions on PC47 raised a number of matters relating to the management of effects within the MPZ.
In particular, submissions sought amendments to performance standards relating to matters such as building
coverage, setbacks, traffic generation, business activities, noise, and the scale and intensity of development.
Other submissions sought greater recognition of the potential effects of specific activities, including industrial

and commercial activities, both within the MPZ and on surrounding environments.

Effectiveness and Efficiency

111.The recommended amendments are an effective and efficient response to the matters raised in submissions.
The amendments retain the overall enabling intent of the MPZ while reinforcing that activities and
development within the zone must remain compatible with the purpose and functioning of the zone and

appropriately manage adverse effects.

112.The recommended amendments improve the effectiveness of the provisions by better distinguishing between
the purpose of the MPZ and the planning mechanisms used to manage effects. In particular, the amendments
clarify that while the MPZ is intended to support a mixed-use pattern of development, it is not intended to
function as an unrestricted commercial or industrial zone. The provisions continue to provide for a broad
range of activities while using standards and policy direction to manage intensity, compatibility, infrastructure
demands and adverse effects.

17
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113.The amendments are also considered to be efficient as they build on the notified framework and existing

district plan mechanisms rather than introducing a substantially different regulatory approach.

Costs / Benefits

114.The recommended amendments provide benefits by improving certainty regarding the scale and intensity of
development anticipated within the MPZ and by ensuring that effects on adjoining sites and infrastructure
can continue to be appropriately managed. The amendments also support the continued functioning of the
MPZ as a mixed-use environment capable of accommodating residential, cultural, community and economic

activities together on Maori land.

115.The recommended amendments recognise that Maori land development often occurs incrementally and in
an integrated manner and that the planning framework needs sufficient flexibility to accommodate that
pattern of development. At the same time, the amendments retain standards and policy direction necessary

to manage incompatibility between activities and external effects on surrounding environments.

116.The amendments are not anticipated to result in significant additional costs as they largely clarify and refine
the notified provisions. While some submitters sought a significantly more permissive framework, removing
or materially relaxing the standards could result in greater potential for reverse sensitivity effects,
infrastructure constraints, incompatibility between activities, and development outcomes inconsistent with

the purpose of the MPZ.

Risk of Acting or Not Acting

117.The risk of acting is considered low as the recommended amendments largely clarify and refine the notified

framework rather than introducing a materially different approach.

118.The risk of not acting is considered greater. Without the recommended amendments there is a risk that the
relationship between the enabling intent of the MPZ and the management of effects remains unclear. This
could lead to inconsistent interpretation of the provisions and uncertainty regarding the anticipated scale and

intensity of development within the zone.

119.There is also a risk that, without appropriate effects management provisions, activities could establish within
the MPZ in a manner that undermines the functioning of the zone or creates adverse effects on adjoining

environments.

Decision About the Most Appropriate Action

120.The recommended amendments are the most appropriate response to the matters raised through
submissions on Key Issue 3. The amendments appropriately balance the need to enable integrated and
flexible Maori land development with the need to manage internal and external effects and maintain the

overall functioning of the Maori Purpose Zone.

121.0verall, the amendments are considered to be the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of the RMA
and the objectives of PC47.

4.5 Key Issue 4 — PC47 Engagement Process

122.Several submissions, raise concerns regarding the adequacy or effectiveness of engagement undertaken
during the development of PC47. Concerns are raised that there was insufficient consultation with Maori
landowners or the wider Maori community regarding the proposed MPZ framework and associated site-

specific rezonings.

18
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123.In considering these submissions, it is important to first clarify the scope and purpose of PC47. The plan

change does not seek to apply the MPZ across Maori land generally within the Taupo District. Rather, the
notified provisions relate only to specific parcels of land where owners, trustees, or representatives requested
consideration of a Maori Purpose Zone through the plan development process. This distinction is important
because several submissions appear to proceed on the assumption that PC47 represents a district-wide
rezoning of Maori land. That is not the case.

124.The Section 32 report records that the notified MPS were identified through direct engagement with

landowners and trustees who expressed an interest in the MPZ framework and sought consideration of
rezoning through the District Plan review process. The plan change therefore adopted an “opt-in” approach,
rather than a blanket or district-wide zoning exercise. Land was not included within the MPZ unless there was

a request or agreement from the relevant owners or trustees.

125.The engagement process undertaken as part of PC47 is recorded in Section 4 of the Section 32

documentation. That process included engagement with iwi, hapl, Maori trusts, landowners, trustees, and

other interested parties regarding:

e the purpose and function of the MPZ;

e the types of activities anticipated within the zone;

e the distinction between urban and rural MPZ environments;
e the management of effects;

e infrastructure and servicing matters;

e cultural aspirations and development opportunities; and

e whether there were site-specific matters or requirements that should be recognised through the

planning framework.

126.The engagement process included face to face meetings with individuals, landowners and trusts, online hui,

distribution of information and presenting at workshops facilitated by iwi entities. The underlying approach
of the engagement process was to provide opportunities for open discussion and engagement on the
development of the plan change throughout its development. Of specific relevance to submissions received
were presentations to Ngati Tawharetoa Hapu Clusters, hui with Te Kotahitanga o Ngati Tlwharetoa and
TOwharetoa Settlement Trust facilitated workshops at Waitahanui and Nukuhau Pa. A key focus of these

engagements was to seek input into the engagement process and the development of MPZ provisions.

127.Importantly, the development of the MPZ provisions was not undertaken as a conventional top-down zoning

exercise. The framework evolved through an iterative engagement and co-design process as captured in the
Section 32. Initial discussions on the development of the MPZ chapter began at a conceptual level.
Engagement commenced in 2023 with the circulation of an information sheet outlining the potential scope
and content of an MPZ chapter, and seeking input from iwi and hapl on matters they considered should be
incorporated.

128.The planning principles underpinning the MPZ were tested and refined through engagement with tangata
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whenua and Maori landowners to better understand how Maori land is used, occupied, governed, and

developed within the Taupd District context. This included discussions regarding mixed-use development,
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papakainga, marae activities, economic development opportunities, intergenerational occupation, and the

practical constraints associated with Maori land tenure.

129.Building on this feedback, a draft framework for the chapter was developed to support further discussion and

targeted engagement with those Maori landowners and other entities who had expressed a particular interest

in the development of the chapter.

130.The draft plan change was made available publicly for discussion and feedback from 4 February 2025 to 2

May 2025. Opportunities were made for parties to meet and discuss the draft plan change and make
submission. Engagement during this phase was varied. There was a focus on enabling engagement in a
manner that suited the landowners, trusts, hapu etc who wished to discuss the matter further. The draft plan

change was revised as a result of this feedback prior to notification.

131.The Section 32 report also records that landowners and trustees were specifically asked whether they sought

any site-specific provisions or standards to apply to their Maori Purpose Sites. This is reflected in the structure
of the notified provisions, which allow for specific standards or requirements to be identified within
SCHED13.11 — MPZ where appropriate. The framework therefore recognises that Maori Purpose Sites are not
uniform and may have differing aspirations, characteristics, infrastructure constraints, cultural values, or

operational requirements.

132.In our view, this approach reflects a genuine and appropriate co-design methodology. Rather than imposing

a pre-determined zoning model, the Council sought to work alongside those landowners and trustees who
wished to participate in the process and develop a framework that responded to the identified aspirations

and issues associated with Maori land development within the district.

133.We acknowledge that not all submitters agree with the outcomes of the process or the final notified

provisions. However, disagreement with the content of the plan change does not demonstrate that
engagement was absent or ineffective. The RMA does not require unanimous agreement on proposed
planning provisions. Rather, the purpose of engagement is to inform the development of the planning
framework, identify issues and aspirations, and provide opportunities for participation in the plan-making

process. In our opinion, PC47 has achieved that.

134.We also note that the First Schedule process itself forms part of the engagement and participatory framework

under the RMA. Notification of the plan change, submissions, further submissions, hearings, and
recommendations all form part of the statutory process through which concerns can be raised, tested, and
considered. The submissions form part of that process and are being considered through this s42A

assessment.

135.0verall, we are satisfied that the engagement process undertaken for PC47 was robust, appropriate, and

consistent with the scale and nature of the plan change. The process was clearly documented in section 4 of
the Section 32 evaluation and involved direct engagement with affected Maori landowners, trustees, iwi and
hapi representatives, and (later in the plan development process) other interested parties. The engagement
process occurred iteratively and at all levels from November 2023 to May 2025. The process provided multiple
opportunities for engagement and input into the development of the Plan Change from Maori including those
who challenged the process through submissions. The resulting provisions reflect that engagement and
incorporate a flexible framework capable of recognising both district-wide strategic direction and site-specific

aspirations where appropriate.

136.Accordingly, we do not consider that further changes to the notified provisions are required in response to
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submissions alleging inadequate engagement or consultation.
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4.6 Key Issue 5 — Definition of MPS-1

137.A number of submissions and further submissions raise issues relating to the extent, status and

appropriateness of the land identified as MPS-1 within PC47. Submissions in opposition to MPS-1 raise
concerns relating to reserve status, flooding, natural hazards, infrastructure servicing, ecological values, public
access, and the status of the underlying land. In contrast, submissions and further submissions by the Titari,
Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and Te Tari Whakatau — Office of Treaty Settlements support the application of
the Maori Purpose Zone to the land and confirm that the land forms part of longstanding ancillary redress

arrangements associated with the Ngati Tarangitukua settlement process.

138.Importantly, while several submitters oppose the zoning, in our view, the submissions do not raise substantive

planning matters that would independently justify removal of MPS-1. Many of the concerns raised relate to
existing natural hazard constraints, reserve status, ownership matters, ecological considerations, or future
development feasibility. Those matters are either already managed through other statutory frameworks,
including the Waikato Regional Plan, natural hazard overlays, and reserve management processes, or would
continue to apply regardless of the underlying district plan zoning. In particular, the submissions do not
demonstrate that the proposed MPZ framework is inherently inappropriate in planning terms for the land

concerned.

139.While the matters raised by submitters are acknowledged, they do not in themselves establish that a MPZ is

fundamentally inappropriate for the land. As identified in the further submission by the Titari, Rea and
Rangipoia Whanau, a number of the matters raised relate to historical or ownership issues outside the direct
scope of the plan change process and, in some instances, appear to rely on outdated assumptions regarding
the status and progression of the ancillary redress process. Importantly, future activities and development
within the zone would remain subject to the wider provisions of the District Plan, Regional Plan requirements,
natural hazard controls, reserve revocation processes where applicable, and any future consenting
requirements. The notified MPZ provisions do not remove the application of those statutory controls or

automatically enable unrestricted development of the land.

140.The submissions by the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau confirm that the proposed zoning arose through

pre-notification engagement with Council and reflects the aspirations of the future owners of the land to
provide for cultural, social and economic development associated with their ancestral lands. The submissions
also identify additional land intended for future transfer to the whanau that the submitters consider should

also be included within the broader MPZ framework.

141.Following notification of PC47, it was brought to the attention of Council that there is a discrepancy between

the area mapped as MPS-1 and the legal descriptions referenced within Schedule 13.11. Specifically, the
mapped extent of MPS-1 omits Section 2 SO 36174 despite that land being referenced within the schedule
associated with MPS-1. Importantly, this omitted land is separate from the additional area identified within
the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau submission seeking expansion of MPS-1. The omission of Section 2 SO
36174 from the notified planning maps was not raised in submissions, and therefore raises a potential

jurisdiction issue under Schedule 1 of the RMA

142.In response to these matters, Council obtained independent legal advice from Mr James Winchester dated
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15 May 2026, attached as Appendix 3. The legal advice concludes that there is a material inconsistency
between the legal descriptions referenced within Schedule 13.11 and the land actually identified within the
notified planning maps as MPS-1. The advice further concludes that the planning maps are the primary
reference point for determining the extent of notified zoning proposals and that there is significant

uncertainty as to whether there is jurisdiction through the First Schedule process to amend the planning maps
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toinclude the omitted land. The advice also concludes that the omission is unlikely to constitute a minor error

capable of correction under clause 16(2) of Schedule 1 to the RMA.

143.Having considered the legal advice, we accept that there is insufficient jurisdiction through the current
Schedule 1 process to amend the notified planning maps to include Section 2 SO 36174 within MPS-1. In
particular, we consider that the recommended approach is appropriate having regard to the procedural
requirements of Schedule 1 to the RMA and the need to ensure that any amendments remain within scope.
On that basis, we recommend that Schedule 13.11 be amended so that the legal descriptions associated with

MPS-1 are amended to align with the extent of land actually shown within the notified planning maps.

144.A separate issue arises in relation to the underlying legal status and tenure of the balance of MPS-1. The legal
advice addresses the relationship between Maori land status and the MPZ provisions. As notified, PC47
expressly provides that Maori Purpose Sites are Maori land within the meaning of section 129(1)(a), (b) or (c)
of Te Ture Whenua Maori Act 1993. The advice notes that, based on Mr Winchester’s understanding, the land
subject to MPS-1 is not currently Maori land for the purposes of Te Ture Whenua Maori Act 1993. However,
given that the land is currently subject to transfer and associated ancillary redress process there is some
uncertainty in this view. However, the advice also recognises that the Crown remains committed to
transferring the land to the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau through the ongoing ancillary redress process

and that this process is actively progressing.

145.This issue also extends to the parcel of land which requested to be added to MPS-1 through the Titari, Rea

and Rangipoia Whanau submission.

146.The legal advice concludes that land status issues are generally more appropriately considered as merits
matters rather than strict jurisdictional thresholds within the district plan process. Nevertheless, the advice
identifies that the notified drafting of PC47 may unintentionally create uncertainty by establishing what is
effectively an “entry criterion” requiring land to already hold Maori land status before the MPZ can apply. In
this regard, while the strategic intent of PC47 was clearly to recognise and provide for land intended to return
to Maori ownership through Treaty settlement and ancillary redress processes, the current wording of the
notified provisions creates uncertainty as to whether the zoning can lawfully apply prior to the formal

completion of that transfer process.

147.Having considered the submissions received, the further submissions, and the legal advice obtained by
Council, we consider that the principal issue with the balance of MPS-1 is not whether a Maori Purpose Zone
is inappropriate in planning terms, but rather whether there is sufficient legal and procedural certainty to

retain the zoning given the current land tenure and status of the land.

148.While we acknowledge the strong policy rationale supporting the proposed MPZ framework for this land, and
acknowledge that opposition submissions did not raise substantive planning matters that independently
justify removal of the zone, we accept the legal advice that there remains material uncertainty regarding the

relationship between the notified provisions and the current legal status of the land.

149.Accordingly, and taking a cautious approach to ensure the legal robustness of PC47, we recommend that the
balance of MPS-1 be removed from PC47 at this stage. This recommendation is made primarily as a
consequence of the identified legal uncertainty associated with the current land status and tenure
arrangements, rather than because the underlying intent or planning rationale for the zoning is considered

inappropriate.

150.We note however that the legal advice also acknowledges the complexity of Maori land law and that there

may be additional clarity or evidence presented through the hearing process regarding ownership and land

22



Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

status matters, including the relationship between the ancillary redress process and the application of Te Ture
Whenua Maori Act 1993. The evidence before Council confirms that the Crown transfer process remains
active, that the future whanau owners support the zoning, and that the proposal arose through a considered
pre-notification engagement process. We remain open to considering further legal submissions or evidence

presented at the hearing that may resolve the identified jurisdictional and land status issues.

4.6.1 Recommended Amendments to PC47 from Key Issue 5.

151.For the reasons set out above We recommend that:
a) MPS-1isremoved from PC47 planning maps; and

152.SCHED 13.11- MPZ is amended accordingly including the subsequent renumbering of the remaining

Maori Purpose Sites.
4.6.2 Key Issue 5 Section 32AA Evaluation

153.The recommended amendment arising from Key Issue 5 is the removal of MPS-1 and the associated MPZ-1

provisions from PC47.

Effectiveness and Efficiency

154.The recommended amendment is considered the most effective and efficient response to the legal and
procedural issues identified through the hearing process and associated legal review. In particular, the
amendment responds to the uncertainty associated with the notified mapping discrepancy and the current
legal status of the land relative to the notified requirement that Maori Purpose Sites comprise Maori land
under Te Ture Whenua Maori Act 1993.

155.Removal of MPS-1 avoids the risk of retaining provisions within PC47 that may be procedurally vulnerable or

create uncertainty regarding the lawful application of the MPZ framework.

Costs / Benefits

156.The primary benefit of the recommended amendment is improved legal robustness and procedural certainty
for PC47. The amendment reduces the risk of challenge associated with both the notified mapping

discrepancy and the relationship between the notified provisions and the current tenure status of the land.

157.The principal cost is that the future aspirations of the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau for the use and
development of the land through the MPZ framework will not be immediately realised through PC47.
However, the recommendation does not preclude a future plan change process once land status and transfer
matters are resolved.

Risk of Acting or Not Acting

158.There is a risk in not acting, particularly given the legal uncertainty identified regarding the extent of notified
land and the current status of the land relative to the notified MPZ framework. Retaining MPS-1 without
amendment could undermine the legal robustness of PC47 and create uncertainty regarding implementation

of the provisions.

159.There is also some risk in removing MPS-1 if further evidence presented through the hearing process resolves
the identified legal and jurisdictional concerns. However, on balance, a cautious approach is considered
appropriate at this stage.
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Decision About the Most Appropriate Action

160.For the reasons set out above, we consider that removal of MPS-1 and the associated MPZ-1 provisions is the
most appropriate response to the issues identified through submissions and legal review. The recommended
amendment remains consistent with, and is the most appropriate way to achieve, the purpose of the Act
under section 5. The recommendation is primarily driven by legal and procedural considerations rather than

any conclusion that a Maori Purpose Zone is inappropriate for the land in planning terms.

5 Conclusion & Recommendations

5.1 Conclusion

161.In the assessment of PC47 having regard to the submissions received we are satisfied that PC47 with
amendments as recommended, is the most appropriate means of sustainably managing the physical
resources in the Taupo District. PC47 is consistent with the Sectional District Plan review process and the

purpose and principles of the RMA.

162.Section 4 considers and provides recommendations on the decisions requested in submissions. Appendix 1
includes a schedule that sets out the submissions on PC47 and our recommendations on whether each
submission point should be accepted, accepted in part, or not accepted. The recommended changes to PC47

are detailed in Section 4 of the report and a running text version of PC47 can be seen in Appendix 2.

163.The recommended changes reflect the direction in higher level guidance including NPS and RPS documents,
as well as other relevant statutory plans and will assist to strengthen the Plan to better meet TDC’s obligations

under these documents.

164.We consider that the amended provisions will be efficient and effective in achieving the purpose of the RMA
(especially for changes to objectives), the relevant objectives of this plan and other relevant statutory

documents, for the reasons set out in the Section 32AA evaluations undertaken.

165.PC47 is consistent with Section 75(1) of the RMA, which requires a district plan to state the objectives for the
district, any policies to implement the objectives, and the rules (if any) to implement the policies. PC47 offers
a clear connection between resource management issues that have been identified, the policies to address

those issues, and the rules to implement the policies.

166.PC47 is consistent with the wider resource management approach of the ODP and the Sectional District Plan

review process.

5.2 Recommendation

167.Accordingly, for the reasons set out above, we recommend that PC47 be approved subject to the
recommended amendments and that the relief sought by the submitters be accepted or rejected in

accordance with these amendments.

168.As provided for by Clause 10(3), Schedule 1, RMA, a specific recommendation is not provided for each
individual submission point on PC47 other than that provided for in Appendices 1 and 2.
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Appendix 1. Recommended Decisions on Submissions to PC47

more urban environments), the
current  provisions may not
appropriately manage amenity or
interface effects. The restriction
on industrial activities applies
only to MPZ Urban areas. The
District Plan generally limits
industrial activities in rural zones
to rural industry. Enabling rural
industry only within MPZ Rural
areas would better align with
surrounding land uses.

such activities within MPZ and

adjoining

properties

Point | Further . v » » -~ Staif Staff
Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ .

No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The objectives and policies of
PC47 intend to provide for
activities that meet Maori cultural,
social, and economic
development needs. The policy
framework supports small-scale
business activities and broader
economic opportunities, while

also seeking to ensure activities The submission identifies

are appropriate (o the zone and |\ o1 Activities in MPZ that the effects of industrial

that potential conflicts between activities in an urban area

. Urban and Rural are Non- )
activities are avoided. . are likely be more than
. Complying Activities . .
. | seek an | Incompatible land uses should be e . minor both internally and
Catriona Eagles . - Policies are included to .
- amendment | avoided. . . externally to the site. The
081.1 for Cheal | Policies W . consider at least the noxious | Accept i
to the | As additional MPZ sites may be . , additon of a new
Consultants . . : . nature (noise, odour, traffic) of ,
provision rezoned in the future (including noncomplying rule and

associated amendment to
MPZ-R1(2) would reflect
that level of effect. Refer to
Key Issue 3.
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
That the submission point not
| oppose the be allowed and that Industrial
0S11 FS22.1 | Jade WIKAIRA | Policies PPOSE Activities in MPZ Rural are not | Reject
submission : -
ascribed an activity status of
Non-Complying.
0S11 FS26.1 Ll Lef"ha” Policies ! OPpose the Reject submission. Reject
for Rangatira E submission
It is appropriate to consider
the effects of noxious
. activities in a zone where
The submission seeks rules to o o
. sensitive activities
address _the noxious _effects (residential) are anticipated
(noise, odour, traffic) of activities P
s L to occur. The rules already
within - MPZ and adjoining ; .
. S . : include reference to noise
properties. It supports activities | Rules are included to consider ,
, | seek an . . . and traffic effects however
Catriona Eagles that meet Maori cultural, social, | at least the noxious nature .
Rules > | amendment . . Accept | odour is not currently
0S1.2 for Cheal and economic needs but notes | (noise, odour, traffic) of such | . .
MPZ-R1(2) | to the | . . o - o . inpart | recognised. It would be
Consultants . inconsistencies in the activity | activites within MPZ and . .
provision . o L . appropriate  to  include
status for Industrial Activities in | adjoining properties reference to odour effects
MPZ Urban zones. Current rules o o
. from activities within MPZ.
do not adequately consider s .
, An additional permitted
effects on surrounding urban or fivity in TDP section 12.2
residential areas activity in 1L section 1z.-
' AIR-Emissions is
recommended. Refer to
Key Issue 3.
That the submission point not
Rules > | 1 oppose the be allowed and that Industrial Accent
0S81.2 FS22.2 | Jade WIKAIRA PPOSE Activities in MPZ Rural are not | | \°°%P
MPZ-R1(2) | submission in part

ascribed an activity status of
Non-Complying
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Staff

Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
. Rules must consider any
0S1.2 FS26.2 ol Lef"ha” fllzs > | oppose fi imbalance imposed on Maori Accept
for RangatiraE | MPZ-R1(2) | submission land in part
The submitter seeks inclusion of
assessment criteria addressing
noise, odour, and traffic effects of
activities in Maori Purpose Zones It is appropriate to consider
(MPZ). They highlight the effects of noxious
inconsistencies between the activities in a zone where
stated prohibition of industrial sensitive activities
activities in MPZ Urban and the (residential) are anticipated
allowance  of  small-scale
business  under PCA7  as to occur. The rules already
. : : - include reference to noise
restricted discretionary activities. o :
. | seek an . Assessment  criteria  are and traffic effects however
Catriona Eagles The submitter requests clearer | . . . .
0513 ; Rules > | amendment s . | included regarding the noxious | Accept | odour is not currently
. or Cheal activity status for industrial . : . :
MPZ-R1(2) | to the L .| nature (noise, odour, traffic) of | in part | recognised. It would be
Consultants . activities to reflect potential - ; .
provision o such activities. appropriate  to  include
effects on- adjoining urban or reference to odour effects
residential areas. They also o
- . . from activities within MPZ.
suggest  restricting  industrial An  additional  permitted
activities in MPZ Rural to rural activity in TDP secﬁon 129
industries  consistent  with yint "
; AIR-Emissions is
surrounding land uses. Overall, recommended.  Refer to
the  submission calls for Key Issue 3 '

alignment between objectives,
policies, and activity statuses in
managing industrial uses within
MPZ zones.
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
That the submission point not
Rules > | 1 oppose the be allowed and that Industrial Accent
0S1.3 FS22.3 | Jade WIKAIRA PPOSE Activities in MPZ Rural are not | /\°°%P
MPZ-R1(2) | submission : - in part
ascribed an activity status of
Non-Complying
Rural Industry should be a
0513 F$26.3 John Lenihan | Rules > | | oppose the permitted activity on MPZ | Accept
' ' for RangatiraE | MPZ-R1(2) | submission regardless of rural or urban | in part
location
The submitter seeks the addition
of a new rule permitting Rural . -~ .
. Business activities (which
Industry n the ’V'P?'R”“”." Zone, include Industrial activities)
arguing it aligns with objectives are vermitted within MPZ-
supporting Maori cultural, social, RuraFI) by MPZ-R1 (2)
and economic developmgnt. Industrial ~ activites are
They highlight that existing however recommended fo
policies allow for small-scale be restricted in urban MPZ
. | seek an | business activities and aim to i, .
Catriona Eagles R . . o Addition of a new rule being however due to the reasons
ules > | amendment | avoid conflicts within the zone. S
0S14 for Cheal . MPZ-R1(3) Rural Industry | Accept | given in response to OS1.1.
MPZ-R1(2) | to the | The submitter notes b N L
Consultants . . . . C . | permitted in MPZ-Rural The district wide standards
provision inconsistencies  in industrial

activity rules between MPZ-
Urban and MPZ-Rural zones and
suggests restricting industrial
activities to Rural Industry in
MPZ-Rural. They contend this
approach better reflects the
zone's purpose and surrounding
land uses.

that relate to MPZ will
manage potential effects
and associated conflicts
that may arise from
industrial activities within
Rural MPZ. Refer to Key
Issue 3.
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, Staff
Point Further . . ” oy o Staff
Submitter Provision Position Submission Summa Decision Sought Accept/ :
No. Sub No y g RejeF():t Reason/Recommendation
That the submission point be
Rules > | | support the allowed, and the permitted
ok P | e MPZ-R1(2) | submission activity status be retained AR
without amendment.
The noise levels proposed for Uil sbarlissien proposes a
. reasonable and appropriate
MPZ are similar to the General T : .
o noise limit consistent with
Residential zone however the :
AR GRZ. It is recommended
noise limit proposed between that the noise standards
7pm and 10pm in MPZ is 45dBA . ,
. L associated with MPZ are
where as the noise limit in : )
A revised to be consistent
General Residential in the same .
) o with the GRZ standards.
time period is 40dBA. All other . e
: . . Noise levels between 7pm and Considering NZTA
12 General time periods the noises levels are o Y
. . . | seek an ! . 10pm be the same as General submission 0S4.2 it is
Catriona Eagles | District Wide the same. On This basis, MPZ o .
amendment L o, | Residential ie recommended to remove
0S1.5 for Cheal | Matters > activities will be able to be 12.5% . Accept .
. to the , . . 40dBA. Wording of Rule the MPZ specific noise rules
Consultants 12.6 Noise, . louder in this period than . , . .
provision L .| Noise-R9 be updated with and instead include
NOISE-R9 adjoining General Residential .
. ) reference to GRZ etc reference to MPZ-Urban in
properties.  There is no

assessment in S32 report on the
need for this increased noise
limit. Without amendment it will

create  a noise  burden
unnecessary  on  adjoining
properties in  the General

Residential Zone

the operative NOISE-R2
Rule for Residential zoned
land. Minor amendments
will also need to be made to
NOISE-R8 to  ensure
internal consistencies within
that rule for MPZ-Rural
sites. Refer to Key Issue 3.
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. Staff
Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
12 General
District Wide
0S15 |FS225 |Jade WKARA | Matters > | | Support the L oot
. submission submission point be allowed.
12.6 Noise,
NOISE-R9
The proposed matter of
Amend assessment criteria (f) to discretion relates
require geotechnical specifically to the dwelling
assessments  for  proposed standard. Best practice
residential land uses triggering | The following alteration - advises that geotechnical
MPZ S1, rather than S6. The | Assessment criteria (f) The assessments should be
. | seek an o . .
Catriona Eagles current criteria exclude urban | results of any geotechnical applied where more than 15
Rules > | amendment . . . . . .
0S1.6 for Cheal MPZ sites from geotechnical | assessments associated with | Reject | dwellings are proposed to
MPZ-R2(1) | to the . . . o .
Consultants rovision scrutiny  despite  potential | any proposed residential land be developed on the site.
P hazards like flooding, erosion, | uses — where an application Such an assessment is less
and liquefaction. There are risks | triggers MPZ S1 S6. relevant to  proposed
from higher building coverage development which does
and lack of minimum permeable not meet a set back, noise
area requirements. or other standards for
example.
Rules > | | oppose the That the submission point not
0516 | FS226 | Jade WIKARA | o7 Ror1y | submission be allowed. A
In light of NPS-NH, subdivision in
District Wide | | seek an MPZ (SUB-R12) and landuses The submission
Catriona Eagles (MPZ-R2) should include an | The addition of an assessment recommends  appropriate
Matters - | amendment Y . - . o ;
0S1.7 for Cheal - assessment criteria regarding | criteria relating to hazards and | Accept | criteria be applied to the
Subdivision | to the . )
Consultants . natural hazards and safety of | human safety MPZ, consistent with NPS-
>SUB-R12 | provision

people in relation to those
hazards at the time of subdivision

NH. Refer to Key Issue 3.
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entire land block despite the
presence of a concealed
stopbank. They emphasize the
floodwaters  exceeded  the

MPZ.

. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
to understand any additional
risks to people resulting from the
subdivision
District Wide
0517 F$227 | Jade WIKAIRA Matters - | | oppose the That the submission point not Reiect
' ' Subdivision | submission be allowed. )
> SUB-R12
In light of NPS-NH, subdivision in
MPZ (SUB-R12) and landuses
(MPZ-R2) should include an The submission
. | seek an | assessment criteria regarding i, recommends an
Catriona Eagles The addition of an assessment . o
Rules > | amendment | natural hazards and safety of | .~ . . appropriate additional
0S1.8 for Cheal MPZ-R2(1 i e i ation o th criteria relating to hazards and | Accept Geotech criteri istent
Consultants -R2(1) | to N e | people in relation to those | o safety eotech criteria, consisten
provision hazards at the time of subdivision with NPS-NH. Refer to Key
to understand any additional Issue 3.
risks to people resulting from the
subdivision.
Rules > | | oppose the That the submission point not ,
0518 | FS228 | Jade WIKAIRA | \p7.Ro(1) | submission be allowed. Reject
The submitter seeks recognition MPS1 is already covered by
of the flood zone on the land, a District Plan Flood Hazard
restricting the proposed area which applies
outcomes of the MPZ. They Thattheﬂoqdzoneon the Ianq additional development
John and | SCHED .’ | be recognised and that it
| oppose the | reference the 2002 Tongariro . Accept | controls. Also  note
0821 Beverly 13.11 > C . - restricts the . .
provision River flood, which inundated the in Part | changes made in response
Campbell MPS1 proposed outcomes of the

to Submitter 1 that better

recognise

any

natural

hazards that may affect a

MPZ.
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Maori families. The claim has
been referred to local councils
and has remained unresolved for
27 years. The submitter is
concerned the proposed plan
change may complicate this

Claim.

. Staff
P,\?ént gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
' Reject
stopbank and caused ponding
between the stopbank and the
access road. The proposed land
uses are unrealistic given the
flood risk.
SCHED | suoport the | seek that the whole of the Accent
0S21 | FS24.4 | JohnMushet | 13.11 ppor submission be allowed as all | " ocr
submission . . in Part
MPS1 points are valid and relevant.
Maia  Wikaira Be disallowed.
Wikaira for | SCHED The submitter requests relief
0S2.1 | FS25.1 | Titari, Rea and | 13.11 | S e that is out of scope of the plan | /- oh
Rangipoia MPS1 change.
Whanau
The submitter seeks resolution of
land tenure issues
acknowledging the  Crown’s
duties in the 1999 Ancillary
Treaty of Waitangi Claim related Please refer to Issue 5
to MPS1. These lands, outside . 4
. . .~ | That the land tenure issues be regarding the tenure status
John and | SCHED | i the main Turangi Township ved o i £ MPS-1 i
082.2 Beverly 13.11 OPPOSE N€ 1 1-im., were part of an unresolved resoved - recognising - the Accept 0 o S
provision o L . Crowns duties in the Ancillary recommended that the site
Campbell MPS1 ancillary claim involving four

be removed and remain as

GRUZ.
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
longstanding issue. They also
note recent reserve plans may
overlook historic claims, risking
further disputes.
SCHED | seek that the whole of the
0522 |FS243 |JohnMushet | 1341 > | Support the B e oot
MPS1 submission the points are valid and
relevant.
Maia  Wikaira :
WALl I | SEIED | oppose the ?ﬁe submitter re Sfé?!oxﬁg%
0S22 |FS252 |Titari, Rea and | 13.11 > | OPPOS e o | Relect
Rangipoia MPS1 submission that is out of scope of the plan
Whanau EIEEE
The submitter requests that
Public  Works  Act 1928
requirements regarding certain
non-Meori land ~blocks be | ry oo public Works Acts
resolved before any zone change 1928 . ) Please refer to Issue 5
. . e requirements pertaining . .
John and | SCHED | obose the | 1S considered. They highlight the o some of these land MPS-1. Requesting relief
0S2.3 Beverly 13.11 > Ppe Act’s offer-back procedure when . Reject | under the Public Works Act
C provision . - | blocks thatare not Maori lands . s
ampbell MPS1 land taken is surplus to its is not within scope of a RMA
. . be settled before any zone .
original purpose. The submitter . First Schedule Process.
change be considered.
notes Department of
Conservation  staff  seemed
unaware of land ownership and
reluctant to follow the Act.
SCHED
0523 |FS245 |JohnMushet | 1311 > | | SUPPOrt the | seek that fhe Whole of the | peject
MPS1 submission submission be allowed.

33




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Maia  Wikaira ;
Ul 1B | 8= | oppose the ?ﬁe submitter re Séi?goxﬁg%
0S2.3 | FS25.3 | Titari, Rea and | 13.11 e st s out of scona of the olan | ACCER!
Rangipoia MPS1 submission at is out of scope of the plan
Whanau SIETE
The submitter opposes zoning
that limits full usage rights for
Maori and others, specifically .
objecting to the ad-hoc use of the :\tlng 1 rsgormscggdas th::
Maori Purpose Zone (MPZ) by kevissue 5. However MFI)DZ
Taupo District Council. The rgvi des f6r (rather’ than
proposal is inconsistent with the | That landnot be zoned pro
e . Lo limits) use and
John and | SCHED dIS.'[I'ICtlS general  planning Ilmltmg rights of full usage by development of Maori land
| oppose the | objectives and could set a | Maori and others and that the | Accept .
0S2.4 Beverly 13.11 e . . . . that supports the social,
provision precedent for selective zoning | use of MPZ in such an ad-hoc | in part. .
Campbell MPS1 - . cultural, environmental and
that may render similar lands | approach by Taupo District . )

) o economic  well-being  of
non-rateable. The submitter | Council desist. Maoi. The zone is
believes existing zoning already fovi d'e d for under the
allows the intended uses, making Elational Plannin
the plan change unnecessary. Standards g
Overall, they view the plan '
change as a planning construct
rather than a justified necessity.

SCHED | seek that the whole of the
| support the submission ~ be  allowed | Accept
DR PEED | Sl S I1\A3I51S11 submission because it is relevant and all | in part

the points are valid.
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kaumatua housing, and small-
scale community initiatives is
particularly supported. These
activities are not merely land use
activities; they are seen as vital

expressions of identity and
intergenerational  responsibility.
The submitter notes that past
planning  restrictions  have
hindered Maori land
development  and  cultural
wellbeing.

. Staff
P,\? il ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Maia  Wikaira
0S2.4 FS25.4 }I/'\i/tlgzl,raRea afnoé 1839 |1_|1E 2 S I oppose the Be disallowed. For the reasons Accept
. submission above.

Rangipoia MPS1

Whanau
The submitter strongly supports
the Maori Purpose Zone (MPZ) in
the Taupo District  Plan,
highlighting its importance in
recognising Maori cultural and
traditional relationships. They
view the MPZ as a necessary
shift towards enabling land use
aligned with Maori aspirations,
consistent with kaupapa Maori
and tikanga-based approaches.

Hemopereki | support the The emphasis on papakainga

0831 Simon MPZ General provision housing, marae development, | Retain Plan Change 47 MPZ. | Accept | Support is noted
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. Staff
P,\? o L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Sl .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall Aclcepttheloriginal supmission
for  Nukuhau pomt, while ensuring the
0S3.1 F$2011 | Pa Ngati | MPZ General Isupport the retained framework is Accept
' ' Rahhoto Ngati submission amen_ded to become more | in Part
Te Urunéa enabling and hapu-led in
practice.
0S31 | FS22.9 | Jade WIKAIRA | MPZ General | | SuPPort the Y ot
submission submission point be allowed.
The submitter requests renaming
the zone to "Mana Whenua
Purposes Zone" to better reflect
its purpose. They view the MPZ
| seek an as a modest but §ignificant step The IZone name is
Hemopereki amendment toward  recognizing  mana | Zone name be changed to prescribed by the National
0S3.2 Simon MPZ General o the motuhake in local government | “Mana Whenua Purposes | Reject | Planning Standards which
. planning. While it does not | Zone. the Taupo District Plan
provision address deeper constitutional must be consistent with.
issues, it demonstrates a
willingness to engage
meaningfully with Maori authority
and land relationships.
Accept the amendment in
gfdegﬁ[jku;l:ﬂ principle and revise the zone
0832 |FS20.12 | Pa,  Ngati | MPZ General | | SuPPOrt the R | Roject
Rauhoto, Ngat submission reflects tangata wh.enual, hapu
Te Urunga and landowner identity at
place.
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
Refer to Key lIssue 3 -
Management of internal and
External Effects within a
MPZ. Setback standards
The submitter requests are a necessary effects-
| seek an | increased rural setbacks under management mechanism
0533 Hemopereki Standards > | amendment | standard 5, citing concerns that | Increase the rural setbacks Reiect that  support internal
' Simon MPZ-R3S5 | to the | the current setbacks may | under standard 5. ) amenity within the MPZ and
provision constrain effective use of Maori manage adverse effects on
land. adjoining  land. The
consent  pathway  is
available where smaller
setbacks may be
appropriate.
ViEREgar il Accept the amendment in
2 FIUE Standards > | | support the rinciple and review standards
0833 | FS20.13 | Pa, Ngai ppor princip 95 | Reject
. | MPZ-R3 S5 | submission to ensure they are enabling
Rauhoto, Ngati o
rather than restrictive.
Te Urunga
NZTA. S upports lpermlttlng Amend as follows:
activities in the Maori Purpose . . _
. e Permitted Subject to:
Zone subject to specified
. a).... TRAN R4 and R5 are
Luke standards but emphasizes the .
o | seek an d) Where the site fronts a state already able to be
Braithwaite for need to address road safety and | - . . . "
0S4 1 NZ  Transport Rules > | amendment human health. Thev seek site highway compliance _ with | Accept | considered  within MPZ
' Agenc WF;ka MPZ-R1(1) | to the access to sfate h)i/ hwavs 1o Section 7.3 TRAN R4 and R5 | inPart | through the application of
gency, provision gnway and 126 NOISE R8 matter (2)d and TRAN-R1 -

Kotahi

comply with TRAN R4 and R5 to
ensure safe and efficient use
without increasing risks. Their
concerns focus on managing

de) Is not identified as a CON,
RDIS, DIS or NC activity within
the MPZ.

PER - Activities.
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and relevant.

. Staff
Point Further . - " o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?echFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation
vehicle use and ensuring safe
site entrances.
Tredegar Hall Accept the amendment in
for  Nukuhau principle, provided transport
084.1 FS20.14 | Pa, Ngati I\R/Illﬂg?m (1) g lsusburgfs:gr:he requirements remain flexible fr\]CIgZFr)tt
Rauhoto, Ngati and capable of bespoke design
Te Urunga with landowners and hapu.
That the submission point be
Rules > | | oppose the disallowed ie. Rule MPZR1(d) | Accept
e P | e MPZ-R1(1) | submission need not be amended to | in Part
include cross referencing.
| seek the submission points
Rules > | | support the relating to restricted access be | Accept
e PR | S LS MPZ-R1(1) | submission allowed, these points are valid | in Part
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. Staff
Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
NZTA requests that the Noise
Control Boundaries Overlay for
Sensitive Activities be extended
to include the Maori Purpose
Zone (MPZ) alongside the
General Rural and Rural Lifestyle
Zones. This aims to mitigate . . .

. , Submitted rule is consistent
adverse effects such as noise | Amend as follows: with overlav and rule in RLZ
and vibration from the 24/7 road | Amend NOISE-R8 to include y !

Luke 12 General . ) and GRUZ which was
o L . | seek an | network that impact health and | reference to the Maori Purpose ;
Braithwaite for | District Wide . : . o " inserted  through  Plan
amendment | amenity. The inclusion would | Zone - MPZ zoning in addition .
0S4.2 NZ Transport | Matters > o o . Accept | Change 42 in 2025. Rule
. to the | allow new or altered buildings | to the existing  zoning .

Agency, Waka | 12.6 Noise, . s . . ‘ NOISE-R8 is recommended
. provision within the noise corridor to be | references of ‘General Rural . .
Kotahi NOISE-R9 : A ) ‘ to be revised to include

permitted activities if they meet | Zone - GRUZ and ‘Rural
! . . , reference to MPZ-Rural.
internal noise standards and | Lifestyle Zone - RLZ'.
. . Refer to Key Issue 3.
ventilation requirements. NZTA
emphasizes balancing efficient
transport network use with
protecting community well-being.
Corrected geospatial data will be
provided to update the road noise
overlay accordingly.
That the submission point be
12 General allowed ie MPZ be added to
District Wide | suoport the NOISE-R8 but that the clause
0S42 | FS22.11 | Jade WIKAIRA | Matters > Subrﬁi"ssion be further amended to | Accept
12.6 Noise, recognise and provide for the
NOISE-R9 existing use rights of Waitetoko

Marae.
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balancing efficient road network
use with community safety and
amenity. Corrected geospatial
data will be provided to update
the noise overlay accordingly.

values in Table 3: andii. If
windows must be closed to
achieve the design noise levels
in_i. above, the building is
designed, constructed and
maintained with a mechanical

. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
1? .Genelral | seek that this part of the
DIESTIES Hifos | support the submission be allowed as the
0S42 | FS248 |JohnMushet | Matters > pr . o i o Accept
126 Noise, submission poll_r:j s regarding noise are
NOISE-R9 vaid.
. . Add a New Provision to the
NZTA requests the inclusion of "
the Maori Purpose Zone (MPZ) I\BAPZ dChagter.—Il\l0|seSCopt‘groI
within  the Noise Control | S—ancaly_LVeray — oensive
" ActivitiesWithin __the  Noise
Boundary Overlay for sensitive Coridor Bound Overl
activities, either through grn 9r oun atr)v.l g verﬁv,
amendments to the existing \::Vor?traﬁﬁas' aa niv;isew slggsittivi[
noise chapter or specific MPZ fivit dentified in Tabl
rles. They propose  new activity (as i entified in Table . . .
rovisions  requiring_buildinas 3); orb. an alteration to an Submitted rule is consistent
\Evith noise-sen(;itivegactivities gin existing building resulting in an with overlay and rule in RLZ
Iél::ﬁhwaite for | 12 General | seek an|the noise corridor to meet ;n;r::ﬁi?/?alggg\?irtsre:rgfaanzlesv(\a/ i?]r:(jarte(jRU%hrovlrhlf?h S\I/:r?
0s4.3 NZ T L .| amendment | specified indoor noise levels and . TR roug
. ransport | District Wide o .| noise sensitive _activity is | Accept | Change 42 in 2025. Rule
to the | ventilation  standards,  with > — e .
Agency, Waka | Matters provision compliance verified by qualified located in an existing building; NOISE-R8 is recommended
Kotahi revorts. This_ aims tg mitiqate is proposed, it shall be:i. to be revised to include
3 d?/ersé offects ke revgrse Designed, constructed and reference to MPZ-Rural.
sensitivity and protect health and maintained to achieve indoor Refer to Key Issue 3.
Yiyandp . | design _noise _levels not
wellbeing from road noise exceeding  the  maximum
impacts. NZTA  emphasizes
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

ventilation system that:a. For
habitable _rooms for a
residential _activity, achieves
the following requirements:e
Provides mechanical
ventilation to satisfy clause G4
of the New Zealand Building
Code; and- is adjustable by the
occupant _to  control _ the
ventilation rate in_increments
up to a high air flow setting that
provides at least 6 air changes
per hour; ande provides relief
for equivalent volumes of spill
air;_andprovides cooling and
heating that is controllable by
the occupant and can maintain
the inside temperature
between 18C and 25C;
and+Does not generate more
than 35 dB LAeq (30s) when
measured 1 metre away from
any grille or diffuser.b. For

other spaces, is as determined

by a suitably qualified and

experienced person; andiii. A

report is submitted by a

suitably qualified and

experienced person to the

Council demonstrating

compliance with i and ii above

(as relevant) prior to the
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

construction or alteration of
any building containing _an
activity sensitive to noise.iv.
Instead of i, ii and iii above, is
within _the Noise _Corridor
Boundary Overlay but is at
least 50 metres from the
carriageway of any State
Highway and is designed so
that a noise barrier entirely
blocks line-of-sight from all
parts of doors and windows to
the road surface.

0843

FS20.15

Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau
Pa, Ngati
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga

12 General
District Wide
Matters

| support the
submission

Accept the amendment in
principle, while ensuring MPZ
outcomes remain landowner-
and hapu-led rather than
defaulting to generic transport
controls.

Accept
in Part

084.3

FS22.12

Jade WIKAIRA

12 General
District Wide
Matters

| oppose the
submission

That the submission point be
disallowed to the extent that it
seeks to amend the MPZ
Chapter but allow the
submission point to the extent
it seeks to amend the NOISE-
Chapter of the District Plan to
include coverage of the MPZ,
specifically in Rule NOISE-RS8.

Reject
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
12 General | suoport the | seek this part of the
0S4.3 |FS24.9 | JohnMushet | District Wide | . S-PPor submission be allowed as the | Accept
submission . .
Matters points are valid.
John Lenihan 12 e | oppose the
084.3 FS26.4 . District Wide e Reject submission. Reject
for Rangatira E submission
Matters
NZTA  supports  permitted
activities in the Maori Purpose
Zone but seeks a limit of eight
dwellings where the site fronts a
state highway, aligning with a
100 vehicle movements per day
threshold. This reflects NZTA's . It is more appropriate to
Luke . Amend as follows: . .
o | seek an|requirement for Integrated . control this effect via the
Braithwaite for 15 per MPS; or ,
Standards > | amendment | Transport Assessments  for . . vehicle movement standard
0S44 NZ Transport L . .| Where the site fronts a state | Reject C o
MPZ-R3 S6 | to the | activities exceeding 100 daily | - —— . rather than dwelling limit as
Agency, Waka . . highway this is limited to eight )
Kotahi provision vehicle movements to ensure or MPS well as a vehicle movement
safe and efficient state highway periite standard.
access. The requested limit is
based on typical trip generation
rates from NZTA's Planning
Policy Manual. This aims to
prevent adverse effects on state
highway safety and efficiency.
That the submission point be
Standards > | | oppose the disallowed ie Rule TRANRS
0S4.4 FS22.13 | Jade WIKAIRA o not be amended to include | Accept
MPZ-R3 S6 | submission o
specific ~ controls ~ when
affronting a State Highway.
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
John Lenihan | Standards > | | oppose the , o
0S4.4 FS26.5 for Rangatira E | MPZ-R3S6 | submission Reject submission. Accept
NZTA  supports  Permitted
Activities in the Maori Purpose
Zone but requests vehicle
movement limits based on their
Integrated Transport .
. Amend as follows:
Assessment requirements. Waka 6. Vehicle movements within
Kotahi propose maximum daily | -
7 Energy, . the MPZ o .
Luke Infrastructure vehicle movements of 200 for a. MPZ Rural - 200 EVM's for ThIS. is approprlate and
Braithwaite for | and | seek an | MPZ Rural, 150 for MPZ Urban, tﬁat MPS or 24 per dwelling consistent ~ with  other
amendment | and 100 where access is to a . . . sections of the Plan
084.5 NZ Transport | Transport > . L whichever is higher. | Accept | . .
Agency, Waka | 7.3 to N the | State H[ghway. This is to ensure b. MPZ Urban - 150 EVMs for |ncIud|nlg GRUZ and
Kotahi Transport, | POV | approprae it speic 20065 | g ps or 24 per dweling papakcinga. Refer 10 Key
TRAN-RS treatment, maintaining safety and \évh;%%e\g/rM,s WLSere ac?égszeiré
efficiency of the state highway téa State Highwa
network. The 100-vehicle limit dnway.
aligns  with  NZTA’'s  trip
generation rates of
approximately 10.7 vehicles per
dwelling.
7 Energy,
Infrastructure That the submission point be
and disallowed ie Rule TRANRS
084.5 FS22.14 | Jade WIKAIRA | Transport > ! oppose itz not be amended to include | Reject
submission o
7.3 specific ~ controls  when
Transport, affronting a State Highway.
TRAN-R5
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Kotahi

about vehicle use levels and
potential impacts on road safety.
They seek to ensure subdivisions
do not increase safety risks for
site users and highway traffic.

traditional activities.f) Where
the site fronts a state highway
compliance with Section 7.3
TRAN R4Notification:
Applications under SUB-R12-
RDIS Activity MPZ will not be
notified.

: Staff
P,\? Ui ST Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff :
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
7 Energy,
Infrastructure
John Lenihan it | oppose the : o .
084.5 FS26.6 for Rangatira E ;rgnsport > | submission Reject submission. Reject
Transport,
TRAN-R5
Amend as follows:Matters of
Discretiona) Those Objectives
NZTA supports the proposed | and Policies set out in MPZ1
matters  of discretion  but | and MPZ2b) The need for the
emphasizes the need to consider | land to remain as Maori land. c)
road safety for subdivisions | The need to ensure an ongoing
Luke o . fronting state highwayg. They conneption between the land
Braithwaite for District Wide | | seek an | request that such sites be | and |ts_.ancestral owners.d) This matter is not required
0S4.6 NZ Transport Matters - | amendment | assessed under TRAN R4 to | The ability of the land to meet Reiect the standard has alread
' PO Subdivision | to the | ensure safe and efficient site | Maori cultural needs.e) That eject | as the standard has arready
Agency, Waka . . ) been inserted as a rule.
>SUB-R12 | provision access. NZTA is concerned | the land is to be used for
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Agency, Waka
Kotahi

responsive, and sustainable land
transport system.

. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
That the submission be
District Wide disallowed and not allow for
Matters - | | oppose the consideration of compliance
0546 | FS22.15 | Jade WIKAIRA 1 g division | submission with Section 7.3 TRAN R4 | ACCeP!
> SUB-R12 when consenting a subdivision
under New Rule SUB-R12.
District Wide
John Lenihan | Matters - | | oppose the : o
O P for Rangatira E | Subdivision | submission SIS AEE!
> SUB-R12
Luke The provision is supported
Braithwaite for because it aligns with statutory
0S4.7 NZ  Transport l\sﬂtsgdsgdg; | support the Ozjezt'vtﬁs anq tresutltlcr;g " ?n Retain as notified Accept | Support is noted
Agency, Waka - provision affordable, integrated, safe,
Kotahi ! responsive, and sustainable land
transport system.
Luke 12 General The provision is supported as it
Braithwaite for | District Wide aligns with st_atutory objectives
0S4.8 NZ Transport | Matters > Isupport the gr;d risglts f'n an affgrdabled, Retain as notified. Accept | Support is noted
Agency, Waka | 125  Light provision integrated, safe, responsive, an
Kotahi ’ LIGHT-R1 : sustainable  land  transport
system.
Luke The provision is supported
Braithwaite for because it aligns with our
084.9 NZ Transport Rules > | | support the | statutory objectives and resulting Retain as notified Accept | Support is noted
' MPZ-R2(1) | provision in an affordable, integrated, safe, '
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, Staff
Point Further . . o oy o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation
The term Cultural Needs is
Paragraph 1 iirocuces Planting Standarcs whio
ambiguity by using “Cultural isthefre?meworkthatdirects
| seek an | Needs” as a wide ranging | Rewrite paragraph 1 to explain the structure of District Plan
0S5.1 John Lenihan Introduction amendment | concept, but then introduces itas | that cultural needs include Reiect | zoninas. These needs are
' for Rangatira E to the | a separate system of needs | social, environmental & ) not gcc;nsi dered to be
provision alongside 3 other needs — social, | economic needs. .
. . separate from those listed
environmental and economic. further in that h
This is confusing urther in that paragrapn as
' associated with  Maori
communities.
Tredegar Hall That the supported
for  Nukuhau submissions be accepted
0S54 | FS20.1 |Pa,  Ngafi | Intioduction | | SUPPOr the where ey alon Wi ° | Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati submission above, and that Proposed Plan
Te Urun’a Change 47 be amended
9 accordingly.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau . .
0S51 FS20.16 | Pa, Ngati | Introduction ! S”F’Poft fite Acpept 1 EgE] SN ETs Reject
Rauhoto, Ngat submission point.
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for : o .
0S5.1 FS21.1 | Contact Energy | Introduction ! oppose the Th'S.Sme'SS'On 90Tl Elioile Accept
Limited submission be disallowed
0S51 | FS22.16 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction | | Support the Wi emdi Gl T I
submission submission be allowed.
0S5.2 John Lenihan | Policies > || seek an | The submitter opposes the use of | Remove the words “small Reiect While the importance of
' for RangatiraE | MPZ-P1 amendment | "small scale" in the policy, | scale’. ) Maori self-determination is
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” — s Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought ,?chcjzgf[/ Reason/Recommendation
to the | arguing it restricts opportunities acknowledged, scale-
provision and self-determination.  They management provisions are

seek the removal of this phrase
to allow for greater flexibility.

necessary to ensure that
development within  the
Maori Purpose Zone is
compatible with the purpose
and character of the zone
and avoids adverse effects
on surrounding land and
infrastructure. Maori
landowners are not limited
to the MPZ as the sole
development pathway.
Other zones and consent
pathways within the District
Plan remain available
where different or larger-
scale development
outcomes are sought. The
retention of scale-related
provisions is  therefore
appropriate and consistent
with the intent of the zone
and the wider District Plan.
the use of the term Small
Scale derives from the
purpose and Function of
MPZ (Key Issue 2) and the
need to manage internal
and external effects (Key
Issue 3).
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of the MPZ is to allow mana
whenua to self-determine the
character of their land, not have it

determined by Council.

. Staff
P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/ReSct:rgmen dation
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau Policies > | | support the Accept the original submission
0S5.2 FS20.19 | Pa, Ngati MPZ-P1 submission point and remove “small | Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati scale”.
Te Urunga
o552 | Fts | Loy | poes > (1 oo e s submsson shodd b |,
Limited - submission disallowed
Policies > | | support the We seek that the whole .
oo PRy | dEeR IR MPZ-P1 submission submission be allowed. R
For the reasons set out in
Key Issue 2, the term
'Character' is not
considered appropriate to
be used to guide land use
This policy introduces “character” and development within
into the MPZ. Character however MPZ. Instead the provisions
is undefined in the objectives should refer to the purpose
John Lenihan | Policies > | | oppose the which speak to the purpose and and function of the zone. PC
0S5.3 ; . e function of the MPZ. The purpose | Remove the word “character | Accept | 47 is recommended to be
or RangatiraE | MPZ-P2 provision

revised to remove reference
to character and instead
refer to the purpose and
function of MPZ. These
terms should be described
within the plan change to
ensure that there is
appropriate direction on the
meaning of these terms.
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. Staff
Point Further . - " o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - - .
0S5.3 FS20.17 | Pa, Ngat Policies Isupport the Acpeptthe orlglna‘l‘submls&?n Accept
. | MPZ-P2 submission point and remove “character”.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for - : _y
0S5.3 FS214 | Contact Energy Policies Iopppsg the Thls submission should be Reject
. MPZ-P2 submission disallowed
Limited
Policies | support the We seek that the whole
09 PR | eI MPZ-P2 submission submission be allowed. AEE!
This policy introduces that there
| seek an|is “different Maori Purpose There are two types of MPZ
0S5.4 John Lenihan | Policies amendment | Zones’. The Objectives and other | Remove the words “different’ Reiect zones - Urban and Rural,
' for RangatiraE | MPZ-P2 to the | policies refer to a singular zone, | and change “Zones” to “Zone”. ) therefore this wording is
provision not zones. This is confusing and appropriate.
has no explanation.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - . .
0S5.4 FS20.18 | Pa, Ngat Policies Isupport the Acpeptthe original submission Reject
. | MPZ-P2 submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for - , o
0S5.4 FS21.5 | Contact Energy Policies Iopppge the Th|s submission should be Accept
. MPZ-P2 submission disallowed
Limited
Policies | support the We seek that the whole .
SE PRI | JeE billeal MPZ-P2 submission submission be allowed. R
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: Staff
Point il Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff :
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
While the Maori Purpose
Zone objectives focus on
enabling Maori
development, the permitted
activity standards establish
the anticipated baseline
This policy is ambiguous at best SO
o the zone. The scale
and at worst appears to limit the ol !
objective of an MPZ. “Scale” is management policy appiies
) " only where development
introduced yet there is no clear .
TR exceeds that baseline and
objective in the zone around ovides a  necessa
scale. The inference is that scale P i
effects-management
should be small and managed mechanism. Its retention
accordingly.“Character “ again is eNSUres ' development
0S5.5 John Lenihan | Policies > | | oppose the | introduced without explanation, | Remove or completely re-write | Accept remains com atibIewFi)th the
' for RangatiraE | MPZ-P3 provision with an inference that the MPZ | this policy in Part P

sits in either a rural or urban
setting with an associated
character. An MPZ has its own
very distinct character. The key
concern with this policy is that
MPZ are to be “managed” in the
planning process. This makes
the policy ambiguous

purpose and function of the

zone. The consenting
pathway is available for
developments that don't
meet the permitted

standards. For the reasons
set out in Key Issue 2, the
term 'Character’ is not
considered appropriate to
be used to guide land use
and development within
MPZ. Instead the provisions
should refer to the purpose
and function of the zone. PC
47 is recommended to be
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. Staff
P,\? il ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .

0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
revised to remove reference
to character and instead
refer to the purpose and
function of MPZ. These
terms should be described
within the plan change to
ensure that there is
appropriate direction on the
meaning of these terms.

Tredegar Hall
0S5.5 F$20 20 f;; NUK#IBZE ll\DAcl):I’i;ig% > || support the Acpept the original submission Accept
Rauhoto. Naati - submission point. in Part
» NG
Te Urunga
0S5.5 FS21 6 gg:t(agthlr;%:;; Policies > | | oppose the This submission should be | Accept
‘ ' . MPZ-P3 submission disallowed in Part
Limited
Policies > | | support the We seek that the whole | Accept
0E9e PR | GBI MPZ-P3 submission submission be allowed. in Part
Overly restrictive and conflicts
with objectives and policies of the Commercial activity
John  Lenihan | Rules > | 1 oppose the MPZ. A lease should be able to controlled  through  S7,
0S5.6 ; . e be granted to a non- | Remove MPZ-R1(2) Accept | therefore MPZR1(2)a can
or RangatiraE | MPZ-R1(2) | provision , . L
owner/resident business activity be deleted. Refer to Key
which in turn employs or benefits Issue 3.
financially owners/residents.

52




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

. Staff
Point Further . - " o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation
VIEHEgEr el Accept the original submission
I NI Rules > | | support the oint in rinciple  and | Accept
0S5.6 | FS20.21 | Pa, Ngat PpOr porr principie ACCEp
. | MPZ-R1(2) | submission review the rule so it better | in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati o
T enables owner-led activity.
e Urunga
Mark Chrisp for : o
0S5.6 FS21.7 | Contact Energy Rules > Iopppsg the Thls submission should be Reject
. MPZ-R1(2) | submission disallowed
Limited
Rules > | | support the We seek that the whole | Accept
O e MPZ-R1(2) | submission submission be allowed. in Part
Overly restrictive and conflicts
with objectives and policies of the This provision is proposed
MPZ. Industrial activity is a wide to be removed as a result of
catchall. This excludes repairs, another submission. The
distribution, storage, packaging , status of Industrial activities
John Lenihan | Rules > | | oppose the | and making. i Accept |in urban MPZ are
0s5.7 for RangatiraE | MPZ-R2(1) | provision Maori  culture is  deeply Remove MPZ-R2(1) in Part | recommended to be non-
embedded in making goods and complying. Industrial
the skills of making. The activities in MPZ-Rural are
inference is that industrial activity permitted. Refer to Key
is noisy, smelly and high waste Issue 3.
producing.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau L _
0S5.7 FS2022 | Pa, Ngat Rules > || support the Acpeptthe original submission Accept
. | MPZ-R2(1) | submission point. in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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. Staff
P,\?g.“ gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZEE[/ Reason/ReSct:rgmen dation
AEIS (CTLET fioF Rules > | | oppose the This submission should be | Accept
0857 | Fs218 E.°”.ta°t ENer9Y | MPz-R2(1) | submission disallowed in Part
imited
Rules > | | support the We seek that the whole | Accept
oy Pl | e R MPZ-R2(1) | submission submission be allowed. in Part
Agree, the matter of should
be removed in line with the
removal of references to
amenity and character in
Given the opposition to MPZ R1 objectives and policies and
(2) Business activity and to many instead focus on the
of the standards S1 to S9 as purpose and functioning of
0S5.8 John Lenihan | Rules > | | oppose the | being overly restrictive , and that | Remove matter of discretion Accept MPZ. For the reasons set
' for RangatiraE | MPZ-R2(1) | provision the mix of uses is determined by | (d) out in Key Issue 2, the term
the landowners, the logic of ‘Amenity' is not considered
Council taking discretion on appropriate to be used to
amenity is objectionable guide land use and
development within MPZ.
Instead, the provisions
should refer to the purpose
and function of the zone.
Tredegar Hall
0S5.8 F$20 23 lfDO; NUKﬁggﬁ I\R/ILIJDISSR2 > support the Agceptthe original submission Accept
Rauhoto. Naat -R2(1) | submission point.
» NG
Te Urunga
AEIS (T (07 Rules > | | oppose the This submission should be
0S5.8 FS21.9 | Contact Energy MPZ-R2(1) | submission disallowed Reject

Limited
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
Rules > | | support the We seek that the whole
D Felny | et Rl MPZ-R2(1) | submission submission be allowed. A
Given the objection to MPZ R1 As set out in Key Issue 3,
(2) Business activity and to many the effects on surrounding
of the standards S1 to S9 as environments and
. being overly restrictive , and , , infrastructure
0S5.9 John Lef"ha” Rules > oppose the objection MPZ P4 Infrastructure , Remove matter of discretion ( Reject | considerations are
for RangatiraE | MPZ-R2(1) | provision . . . e) .
the logic of Council taking appropriate and necessary
discretion on infrastructure and considerations to ensure
general function of surroundings the functioning of the wider
is far to wide and unrestricted. environment.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - i
. | Rules > | | support the Accept the original submission ,
0859 FS20.24 | Pa, Ngat! MPZ-R2(1) submission point. Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for , L
Rules > | | oppose the This submission should be
0S5.9 | F821.10 | Contact Eneray | yio7 21y | submission disallowed AEE!
Limited
Rules > | | support the We seek that the whole .
D fetnze | et Rl MPZ-R2(1) | submission submission be allowed. R
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

085.10

John Lenihan
for Rangatira E

Standards >
MPZ-R3 S6

| oppose the
provision

Given the coverage rule S1 of
15% there is no need to limit
number  of  dwellings. The
submitter requests removal of the
coverage rule S1 of 15%, arguing
that it is unnecessary to limit the
number of dwellings.

Remove MPZ-R3 S6

Accept
In Part

The 15 dwelling limit is
considered appropriate and
consistent  with  best
practice as a threshold for
ensuring that the site is
appropriate for that level of
development. The
consenting pathway is
available for developments
beyond this standard. This
pathway is non notified and
specifically considers
geotechnical matters of
relevance to the area
proposed to be developed.
Note that as a result of
another submission the 15
dwelling cap has been
proposed to be revised to
refer to nominal allotments
as set out in Key Issue 3.

085.10

FS20.25

Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau
Pa, Ngati
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga

Standards >
MPZ-R3 S6

| support the
submission

Accept the original submission

point.

Reject

085.10

FS21.11

Mark Chrisp for
Contact Energy
Limited

Standards >
MPZ-R3 S6

| oppose the
submission

This submission should be

disallowed

Accept
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjzgil Reason/Recommendation
Standards > | | support the We seek that the whole .
QR | Feradd | Jee I MPZ-R3 S6 | submission submission be allowed. R
Itis appropriate that scale of
business activity is
Given the 15% rural coverage managed. This is due to
John  Lenihan | Standards > | | oppose the and 60% urban coverage and our both internal and external
0S5.11 . Ppe objections to policies above there | Remove MPZ-R3 S7 Reject | effects, the purpose and
for RangatiraE | MPZ-R3 S7 | provision . - .
is no need for such a restrictive function of MPZ and the
rule standard. centres based
approach. Refer to key
issues 2 and 3.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
. | Standards > | | support the Accept the original submission .
0S5.11 | FS20.26 | Pa, Ngat! MPZ-R3S7 | submission point, Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for , L
Standards > | | oppose the This submission should be
seadl | Bz Cpn_tact Sl MPZ-R3 S7 | submission disallowed AEE!
Limited
Standards > | | support the We seek that the whole .
QR | Aol | e bl MPZ-R3 S7 | submission submission be allowed. flen
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZEE[/ Reason/Recommendation
It is appropriate that scale of
business activity is
managed. This is due to
both internal and external
effects and the purpose and
Given the 15% rural coverage function of MPZ. Refer to
. and 60% urban coverage and our key issues 2 and 3. It is
085.12 John Lef"ha” Standards > | | oppose the objections to policies above there | Remove MPZ-R3 S8 Accept noted however that the rule
for RangatiraE | MPZ-R3 S8 | provision . - in Part
is no need for such a restrictive should be amended to
rule standard. better refer to the type of
business activities
anticipated within MPZ to
ensure that they are not
unduly restricted by the
standard.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau L .
085.12 | FS20.27 | Pa, Ngat Standards > | | support the Acpeptthe original submission Accept
. | MPZ-R3 S8 | submission point. in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for , L
Standards > | | oppose the This submission should be | Accept
08512 | F$21.13 | Contact Energy | o7 p3'sg | submission disallowed in Part
Limited
Standards > | | support the We seek that the whole | Accept
e | [y | Jee Bl MPZ-R3 S8 | submission submission be allowed. in Part
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

085.13

John  Lenihan
for Rangatira E

7 Energy,
Infrastructure
and
Transport >
7.3
Transport,
TRAN-R5

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

Vehicle movements in the Taupo
plan are measured by allotment,
maori land by its collective
ownership is generally
unsubdivided and so the EVM
limits for non- residential activity
should be per individual activity

Change rule to add “per
individual ~activity of non-
residential activity”

Reject

Determining EVMs by
activity is unrealistic to
define and monitor. The
consenting pathway is
available for developments
that exceed this standard.

085.13

FS20.28

Tredegar Hall
for ~ Nukuhau
Pa, Ngati
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga

7 Energy,
Infrastructure
and
Transport >
7.3
Transport,
TRAN-R5

| support the
submission

Accept the original submission
point.

Reject

085.13

FS21.14

Mark Chrisp for
Contact Energy
Limited

7 Energy,
Infrastructure
and
Transport >
7.3
Transport,
TRAN-R5

| oppose the
submission

This submission should be
disallowed

Accept

085.13

FS22.28

Jade WIKAIRA

7 Energy,
Infrastructure
and
Transport >
7.3
Transport,
TRAN-R5

| support the
submission

We seek that the whole
submission be allowed.

Reject
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. Staff
Point Further . - " o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?echFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation
The standard is
recommended to be
12 General | seek an | A maximum sign area should be Tealies o S W o
] . District Wide S o s Change rule to add “per visible from outside the site.
ohn Lenihan amendment | per individual activity within the | .~ . . Accept . o
0S5.14 . Matters > . individual activity of non- | . This change will increase
for Rangatira E : to the | MPZ to reflect the mixed use o ey in Part .
12.7  Signs, o residential activity the area of signage
provision nature of the zone . .
SIGN-R1 permitted on a site in a more
effects based manner.
Refer to Key Issue 3.
Tredegar Hall | 12 General
0S514 | FS20 29 E); NUK#IBZE I\D/lljtt{(la?’g W'dg | support the Accept the original submission | Accept
Rauhoto, Ngati | 127 Signs, submission point. in Part
Te Urunga SIGN-R1
12 General
Mark Chrisp for | District Wide : o
0S5.14 | FS21.15 | Contact Energy | Matters > ! %ppp S iz gh 'S" subdmlssmn should ke Acge[r)tt
Limited 127 Signs, submission isallowe in Pa
SIGN-R1
12 General
District Wide
0S5.14 | FS22.29 | Jade WIKARA | Matters > | | b s W‘; B2l bthafl th‘z B Accept
127 Signs, submission submission be allowed. in Part
SIGN-R1
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. Staff
P,\? o L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The provision is overly restrictive
and conflicts with objectives and
policies of the MPZ. Maori This standard is appropriate
cultural needs (incl social and for and consistent with rural
economic needs) often involve and residential zones. It is
activity of a temporary nature. not appropriate to have 30
12 General The current objectives and days consistent with the
District Wide | seek an policies for temporary activities town centre, which has a
John  Lenihan Matters > amendment places the non-maori public and | Change wording from 4 day different  purpose  and
0S5.15 ; . 12.8 non-Maori  neighbours’ needs | per 6 month to 30 days per | Reject | function and less potential
or Rangatira E T to the . )
emporary . before Maori. Often a temporary | year. for adverse effects. This
Activities, provision activity is undertaken to prove a standard is the same as has
TEMP-R2 cultural, social or economic been used in other parts of
opportunity can succeed before the Plan. This existing
becoming permanent. Other standard has not restricted
Councils place a limit of visitors cultural activities in the
(500) operating hours (6.30am to District to date.
10pm) and a maximum duration
of 30 days per year.
12 General
Tredegar Hall | District Wide
0S515 | FS20.30 lfooar, NUK,:?;E |1\/|2a't8ters an Zupport the Agceptthe original submission Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati | Temporary sUomission ol
Te Urunga Activities,
TEMP-R2
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. Staff
Point Further . - " o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation
12 General
District Wide
Mark Chrisp for | Matters > , L
0S5.15 | FS21.16 | Contact Energy | 12.8 Ioppp s€ i T.hls aesn ghisiel o2 Accept
L submission disallowed
Limited Temporary
Activities,
TEMP-R2
12 General
District Wide
Matters >
08515 | FS22.30 | Jade WIKAIRA | 12.8 - et e U S I i ol
Temporary submission submission be allowed.
Activities,
TEMP-R2
It is appropriate to include
Expand st o health and community
EXp _ . facilities. Other activities
| seek an | The submitter requests g];rmi'nﬁcc; r:imic;(iat&ns,iness suggested to be included
John Lenihan | 3 amendment | expanding the list of activities to y ' | Accept | may not align with the
0S5.16 food and beverage, health
' for Rangatira E | Interpretation | to the | make the mixed use nature of the T in Part | purpose and function of the
provision zone clear to all facilies, network  utilties, zone. The definition is also
' offices, retail, rural industry, AP :
and yard activities not gxgluswe (including but
' not limited to). Refer to Key
Issue 2.
0S5.16 | FS20.31 gfdegﬁ[lku?:ﬂ 3 | support the Accept the original submission | Accept
‘ ' Pa Ngat Interpretation | submission point. in Part
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: Staff
Point Further , o o . . Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjeeF():E[/ Reason/Recommendation
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for , L
3 | oppose the This submission should be | Accept
oEade | Pl Ei?r?it:gt SR] Interpretation | submission disallowed in Part
3 | support the We seek that the whole | Accept
OEE | P | e R Interpretation | submission submission be allowed. in Part
Paragraph 3 introduces the As discussed in Key Issue 2
| seek  an notion that MPZ is for “small and 3 It is appropriate to
John  Lenihan amendment scale business”. The policies and Remove the words 'small have some limitations on
0S85.17 for Ranaatira E Introduction o the rules that follow, in turn seek to scale' Reject | scale to align with the
g rovision limt scale and therefore ' purpose and function of this
P opportunity and self zone and to manage
determination. effects.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau L _
0S5.17 | FS20.32 | Pa, Ngati | Introduction 'S”F’Poft fitz Agcepttheorlglnalsubm|SS|on Reject
: submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Mark Chrisp for : o
085.17 | FS21.18 | Contact Energy | Introduction Ioppp 5€ itz T.hls sl el s Accept
Limited submission disallowed
08517 | F$22.32 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction | | Support the Wi emdi Gl T I
submission submission be allowed.
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. Staff
P,\? o L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The first paragraph of this policy
repeats policy P3 but sets limits For the reasons set out in
as to what “appropriate activities” Key Issues 2 and 3, it is
are, in particular limits in item 3- appropriate for the plan to
infrastructure and by item 5 - include direction on the
“conflicts between activities” that | Rewrite point 2 to explain that purpose and function of
are not of an environmental | cultural needs include social, MPZ to  appropriately
| seek an | nature. environmental & economic manage the potential
0S5.18 John Lenihan | Policies > | amendment | Maori land in Taupo has had a | needs. Rewrite point 3 to | Accept | effects that could occur. Itis
’ for RangatiraE | MPZ-P4 to the | long history where infrastructure | remove a lack of infrastructure | in Part | recommended that the
provision capacity is withheld by Council. | as a means of limiting activity policy could be better
Rural Maori land and large urban | in a MPZ. focused on these matters
blocks of Maori land is capable of | Remove point 5. through the removal of
sustaining its own services reference to character and
infrastructure. Conflicts between instead focus on the
activity within a MPZ is for the purpose and function of
mana whenua landowners to MPZ. Refer to Key Issue 2.
resolve.
Tredegar Hall
0S518 | FS20.33 LO;, NUKI?IEZE Eﬂcgié:igz > support the Agceptthe original submission Accept
Rauhoto. Naati - submission point. in Part
» NG
Te Urunga
HETLS BT o7 Policies > | | oppose the This submission should be | Accept
085.18 | FS21.19 | Contact Energy | yior'a | gpiece disallowed i Part
Limited
Policies > | | support the We seek that the whole | Accept
OERE | Feradd | Jee bl MPZ-P4 submission submission be allowed. in Part
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The provisions have been
structured to provide for
incremental development of
land. It is only when the
The submission requests linking level of  development
density limits to land area or proposed reaches the
infrastructure capacity instead of identified rules and
a fixed maximum of about 15 standards that an effects-
dwellings per site. The current based assessment s
flat cap is disproportionate for Recommendation required through a non-
large rural blocks and does not | ™ . notified restricted
| seek an : sLink density to land area or . "
account for incremental | . o discretionary consent
Shane Rules > | amendment : infrastructure  capacity; or .
0S6.1 , development by  returning Accept | process. The 15 dwelling
Heremaia MPZ-R1(1) | to the «Allow effects-based .
L whanau. An effects-based : o cap reflects best practice to
provision . . assessment where fixed limits :
assessment option is also become dispronortionate manage the geotechnical
suggested where fixed limits are prop risk associated with a
overly restrictive. The concern is cluster of dwellings. It is
that the existing rule assumes all recommended to apply the
development occurs use of a nominal allotment
simultaneously  rather  than to recognize  where
gradually. dwellings may be
developed at lower
densities similar to that in
the Rural Living Zone. Refer
to Key Issue 3.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau Rules > | 1 suboort the Accept the original submission
0S6.1 FS20.34 | Pa, Ngati ppor point. Accept the original | Accept
= | MPZ-R1(1) | submission L .
Rauhoto, Ngati submission point.
Te Urunga
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structures to support whenua-
based economic activities like
tourism,  processing  primary
produce, and  agricultural
support. Flexibility is necessary
to accommodate these rural
enterprise needs.

, Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
Rules > | | support the We seek that the submission
036.1 | FS22.34 | Jade WIKAIRA | \io7 240y | submission boint be allowed. s
Rules > | 1 oppose the | seek that this part of the
0S6.1 FS24.10 | John Mushet PPOSE submission be disallowed for | Reject
MPZ-R1(1) | submission .
the reasons given.
PC47 standards for building
sizes relate to Business
- Activities. This standard
The  submission  requests -
. o refers to activities not
allowing larger buildings for . o
L exceeding 200m? or 15%
activities connected to land-
: coverage. The use of the
based production, trust-owned oy h
enterprises, or large rural Ler.rlg' OI metzr?ns 20(t) ag
landholdings. It highlights that uridings farger tan 2J5m
o can be permitted provided
current  GFA  limits  apply .
. : Allow larger buildings where they do not take up more
| seek an | uniformly across all MPZ sites, L . 0 .
. . activities are linked to land- than 15% of the site and do
Shane Rules > | amendment | which may not suit large rural . . .
0S6.2 . . based production, trust-owned | Reject | not trigger any other
Heremaia MPZ-R1(1) | to the | blocks. The submitter terori | I tandards. D di
rovision emphasizes the need for bigger CnIerprises, —orlarge  fura standaras. Uepending on
P landholdings. the size of the site, this can

enable the development of
large structures as
identified in the submission.
Any buildings lager than
that would can be
considered through a non-
notified resource consent
process. Refer to Key Issue
2.
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

086.2

FS20.35

Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau
Pa, Ngati
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga

Rules
MPZ-R1(1)

>

| support the
submission

Accept the original submission
point. Accept the original
submission point.

Reject

086.2

FS22.35

Jade WIKAIRA

Rules
MPZ-R1(1)

>

| support the
submission

We seek that the submission
point be allowed.

Reject

086.2

FS24.11

John Mushet

Rules
MPZ-R1(1)

>

| oppose the
submission

| seek this part of the
submission not be allowed for
the reasons given above and |
seek an outcome thatRejects
the request to increase or
provide "flexibility" for GFA
limits. Retains the existing
Gross Floor Area (GFA) limits
to ensure that any large-scale
commercial  or  industrial
activities remain subject to full
Discretionary Activity status
and public notification.

Accept

0S6.3

Shane
Heremaia

Rules
MPZ-R2(1)

>

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

The submission highlights that
development on Maori land
typically occurs incrementally
rather than as a single project,
with  stages including initial
infrastructure, gradual addition of
dwellings, and eventual
establishment  of a  full
papakainga with community

Rules that assume
development occurs all at once
will not reflect the lived reality
of Maori land development and
risk creating unnecessary
consent barriers at each stage.

Accept
in Part

It is agreed that such an
approach would not be
appropriate. PC47
generally uses percentage
triggers for coverage to
allow development to scale
with  land size. The
standard  provides  for
incremental development to
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restrict large rural landholdings.
The goal is to better achieve
zone objectives by enabling

. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
facilities. Planning rules occur on a site without
assuming all  development requiring consent up until a
happens at once fail to reflect this standard is triggered. It is
reality and may create appropriate that once a
unnecessary consent barriers. magnitude of development
The submission calls for planning is reached then a consent is
provisions to recognise and required. Refer to Key Issue
accommodate the staged nature 2.
of Maori land development.
Tredegar Hall
17 Nukuhaq Rules > || support the Accept the original submission | Accept
0863 | FS20.36 1 Pa, Naall | o7 gort) | submission oint in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati point.
Te Urunga
Rules > | | support the We seek that the submission | Accept
056.3 | FS22.36 | Jade WIKAIRA | 157 Rory | submission point be allowed. in Part
| seek this part of the
0863 | FS24.12 | John Mushet | ules > || oppose the submission not be allowed for | ~CC¢P!
MPZ-R2(1) | submission . in Part
the reasons | have given.
The submitter seeks rules that 19 EYEEsl WEL QUEN EI7
: . approach would not be
scale with land size and allow .
appropriate. PC47
effects-based assessment to enerally Uses percentage
| seek an | avoid disproportionate limits. | Rules that scale with land size tgri ersyfor coF\)/era o %0
Shane Policies > | amendment | They note that current flat limits, | and  allow  effects-based | Accept 99 g
0S6.4 . . N allow development to scale
Heremaia MPZ-P3 to the | suitable for small urban | assessment where limits | in Part with land  size.  The
provision papakainga sites, unintentionally | become disproportionate. L
standard  provides  for

incremental development to
occur on a site without
requiring consent up until a

68




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

limits and clear standards for

dwellings, GFA, and
commercial scale to ensure
consistency, transparency,

and infrastructure security for
the entire community.

. Staff
P,\?g.“ gﬂgrﬁg Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?echFc):E[/ Reason /ReSct:gmen dation
development without standard is triggered. It is
undermining productive land use. appropriate that once a
magnitude of development
is reached then a consent is
required. Please refer to
Key Issue 2.
Tredegar Hall
for ~ Nukuhau Policies | suooort the Accept the original submission Accept
0S6.4 FS20.37 | Pa, Ngati MPZ-P3 ppor point. Accept the original | . P
~p - submission o . in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati submission point.
Te Urunga
Policies | support the We seek that the submission | Accept
s PR | e MPZ-P3 submission point be allowed. in Part
| seek this part of the
submission be not allowed for
the reasons | have given. The
decision | seek is; Reject the
request to move toward
Policies | oppose the “effects-based” or “scalable” Accept
0S6.4 FS24.13 | John Mushet e rules. Retain the existing "flat" |
MPZ-P3 submission in Part
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. Staff
Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The submitter supports the
establishment of a Maori
Purpose Zone in principle and
recognise it as an important
planning mechanism for enabling
Maori Ianq use, Qevelopment, The support for PC47 is
and guardianship in a manner -
) e . noted. The principle of
George Asher - consistent with tikanga Maori and . .
. . . . : ensuring that PC47 is a
Chairman ~ for intergenerational wellbeing. | Retain  Plan Change 47, L :
- ) . . clear and directive planning
Ngati Kurauia | support the | However, to be effective, the | subject to targeted | Accept . .
0S7.1 . MPZ General L - A framework is agreed with
Taiao provision Maori Purpose Zone must move | amendments set out in this | in Part
. . o o however not all of the
Committee, beyond symbolic recognition and | submission. o
o specific changes requested
Tokaanu Marae operate as a clear, directive .
. by the submitter have been
planning framework. It must made
actively enable the exercise of '
mana whakahaere, kaitiakitanga,
and te whanake, and provide a
legally robust basis for Maori-led,
intergenerational  development
outcomes.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
0S7 1 FS20.38 | Pa, Ngati | MPZ General I support the Acpept the original submission Accept
~p submission point. in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
0S74 | FS22.42 | Jade WIKAIRA | MPZ General | | SuPPOrt the e seai i T s Redey
submission point be allowed. in Part
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The submission seeks to insert a
new lead Maori Purpose Zone
objective requiring all related
objectives, policies, rules, and
assessment criteria to give effect As discussed in Kev Issue
to Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki as the | Insert a new lead Maori . . y
. ) , - - 1, this policy and reference
primary interpretive and decision- | Purpose  Zone  objective L
. . iy i to key iwi documents and
making framework. This | requiring all Maori Purpose .
. . ) . Ny plans etc. already exists
George Asher - approach aligns with sections | Zone  objectives, policies, s .
) iy o within ~ the  Strategic
Chairman  for | seek an | 181-182 of the Ngati Tiwharetoa | rules, and assessment criteria Directions chapter of the
Ngati Kurauia | Objectives > | amendment | Claims Settlement Act 2018. | to give effect to Te Kaupapa , prer .
0S7.2 . . e A . Reject | TDP (TW-P1). On this basis
Taiao MPZ-O1 to the | Embedding Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki | Kaitiaki as the primary : .
. . - . . . consideration of these
Committee, provision at the objective level ensures | interpretive and  decision-
. . . matters  are  already
Tokaanu Marae transparent and reliable statutory | making framework, consistent . . .
. . . . provided for in the TDP in
compliance. The framework is | with sections 181-182 of the . ;
) o . p . . top tier policy and do not
intended to guide interpretation | Ngati TOwharetoa  Claims
e need to be repeated
and planning judgment rather | Settlement Act 2018.
. e throughout.
than contain specific rules or
methods. Implementing it as an
objective-level  gateway s
considered the most effective
and legally sound method.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau o Accept the original submission
0S72 |FS2039 |Pa,  Ngati | Obiectives > | support the ooint. Accept the original | Reject
. | MPZ-01 submission L .
Rauhoto, Ngati submission point.
Te Urunga
0S7.2 F$22.43 | Jade WIKAIRA Objectives > | | support the Wg seek that the submission Reject
MPZ-O1 submission point be allowed.
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Objectives > | | oppose the | gzac ip AR ap i
0S7.2 FS24.14 | John Mushet ) PPOS submission be disallowed for | Accept
MPZ-0O1 submission ;
the reasons | have given.
The  submission  requests
amending MPZ-02 to explicily | ».o4 Mp7.02 to explicitly
recognise and prioritize mana . :
- . | recognise and provide for the
whakahaere and hapu and Maori . . :
exercise of mana whakahaere As discussed in Key Issue
landowner-led development . o
George Asher - . o . and to require that hapu and 1, recognition of mana
. frameworks in decision-making. | y,~ . ;
Chairman  for | seek an I Maori landowner-led whakahaere already exists
o . i It highlights that the current o e
Ngati Kurauia | Objectives > | amendment . development frameworks are . within the provisions of the
0S§7.3 : wording balances effects but | - . : .~ | Reject : o
Taiao MPZ-02 to the . .~ | primary  considerations in Strategic Directions
. . does not establish a clear priority | . . )
Committee, provision - interpreting and applying MPZ Chapter (TW-03) and as
for Maori-led frameworks when . . . ,
Tokaanu Marae ) . . provisions,  including  in such does not need to be
conflicts occur. The intent is to "
determining land use, repeated throughout.
ensure these frameworks are
. . . : development form, scale, and
primary considerations in land .
sequencing.
use, development form, scale,
and sequencing.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau o Accept the original submission
>
0S7.3 FS20.40 | Pa, Ngati Jlzalves l SUPPOTt the point. Accept the original | Reject
= | MPZ-02 submission et :
Rauhoto, Ngati submission point.
Te Urunga
Objectives > | | support the We seek that the submission .
o PR | e R MPZ-02 submission point be allowed. R
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The submission requests that
MPZ-O3 explicitly prioritize the
exercise of mana whakahaere
and ensure hapu and Maori
landowner-led development Amend MPZ-03 to explicitly
frameworks are primary in . 4 de for th
interpreting and applying zone recognise and provide for the . :
rovisions. The current wording | €X€7CiSe of mana whakahaere As discussed in Key Issue
George Asher - pr ) VOreiNg | and to require that hapu and 1, recognition of mana
: fails to make these principles | ;= .. ;
Chairman  for | seek an : . . Maori landowner-led whakahaere already exists
. ) i operative and risks defaulting to e .
Ngati Kurauia | Objectives > | amendment : development frameworks are . within the provisions of the
0S7.4 : conventional effects-based | "~ . . .~ | Reject . o
Taiao MPZ-03 to the . primary  considerations in Strategic Directions
: . assessment rather than tikanga- | . . )
Committee, provision " ) interpreting and applying MPZ Chapter (TW-03) and as
based decision-making. Clear C . ! ,
Tokaanu Marae obiective-level  direction is | Provisions, including  in such does not need to be
) . . determining land use, repeated throughout.
needed to give authority-based development form, scale, and
priorites primacy and guide sequencin ’ ’
development in  Maori land a 9.
contexts. Without this, the Maori
Purpose Zone's intent and
statutory obligations could be
undermined.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau " - -
. | Objectives > | | support the Accept the original submission .
o PR | Ng?t! MPZ-03 submission point. R
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Objectives > | | support the We seek that the submission .
Ot FRRRAD | B UIRA MPZ-03 submission point be allowed. R
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Tokaanu Marae

residential norms rather than

recognising staged, evolving,
intergenerational Maori
development models.
The amendment sought is

therefore necessary to ensure
MPZ-04 clearly and affirmatively
enables te whanake, with effects
managed in a way that

supports—rather than
undermines—the Zone's
purpose.

development as a legitimate
and anticipated outcome of the
Maori Purpose Zone.

. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
Te whanake is a core principle
underpinning  Te  Kaupapa
Kaitiaki and Ngati Tuwharetoa’s
vision for the Taupo Catchment.
Without explicit reference, MPZ-
04 is the principal objective
intended to enable sustainable
Maori land development within
the Maori Purpose Zone but as
drafted it is not sufficiently | Amend MPZ-O4 to explicitly . .
o . . . As discussed in Key Issue
directive to secure the intended | enable te whanake, including o
George Asher - . . 1, recognition of mana
. MPZ outcomes. | viable, appropriately scaled, .
Chairman  for | seek an |, o . . ! whakahaere already exists
o . i Without stronger objective-level | and intergenerational Maori o e
Ngati Kurauia | Objectives > | amendment o > . within the provisions of the
0S7.5 . direction, decision-makers may | land development, and to | Reject . o
Taiao MPZ-04 to the default to general rural or | recognise economic SlECge DRSBTS
Committee, provision g g Chapter (TW-03) and as

such does not need to be
repeated throughout.
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. Staff
Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Sl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau Co - .
0S75 FS20.42 | Pa, Ngat Objectives > | | support the Acpept the original submission Reject
. | MPZ-04 submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Objectives > | | support the We seek that the submission .
D Felzay | et MPZ-04 submission point be allowed. R
Effects assessment within the
Maori Purpose Zone must be
undertaken in @ manner that is
consistent with the Zone’s | Amend MPZ policies and Note relevant objectives
enabling objectives, rather than | assessment criteria to: (a) and policies within Strategic
through the application of | require effects assessment Directions as discussed in
generic, reductionist technical | within the Maori Purpose Zone Key Issue 1. The MPZ
metrics. Where effects are | to be undertaken holistically provisions  have  been
Georae Asher - assessed without reference to | and consistently with MPZ developed to enable the
"9 Kaupapa Maori values and | objectives and Kaupapa Maori development  of MPZ
Chairman  for | seek an L . ) )
. ) holistic outcomes, there is a real | values; and (b) require however the effects of that
Ngati Kurauia - amendment . . . . . .
0S7.6 Taiao Policies . the risk that conventional amenity- | infrastructure planning and | Reject | development need to be
: . based norms will override the | servicing provisions to operate managed as set out in Key
Committee, provision

Tokaanu Marae

intended  purpose  of the
Zone.Objectives sit at the top of
the planning hierarchy and
determine  how downstream
provisions, including effects
assessment criteria, are to be
interpreted and applied. In the
absence of clear objective-level
direction, effects assessment
may default to non-tikanga

as an enabler of Maori land
development, including
through staged, adaptive, or
alternative servicing
approaches, rather than as a
fixed constraint on anticipated
development.

Issue 3. Council cannot
require infrastructure to be

provided  through  the
District Plan, as that
circumvents Infrastructure

Planning and Long-Term

Plan process.
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
frameworks that prioritize narrow
environmental or amenity effects
over interconnected cultural,
social, economic, and
intergenerational outcomes
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
0576 FS20.43 | Pa Ngati | Policies | support the Accept the original submission Reject
: ‘ ’ i submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
0S7.6 | FS22.47 | Jade WIKAIRA | Policies - St i U ST ITET o ESTTETET) [
submission point be allowed.
Procedu_rall mechanisms within Amend MPZ-05 and MPZ-06, .
the Maori Purpose Zone— , o Reference  to  public
, ) . and associated policies, rules, D
including infrastructure o notification in PC47 has
i and assessment criteria, to .
thresholds, servicing . been done to specifically
. require that procedural and
assumptions, and  default structural mechanisms— exempt these consents
reliance on public notification— includin infrastructure from the public
George Asher - continue to operate as material threshol%s servicin notification. The MPZ has
Chairman  for | seek an | barriers to  Maori land assum tior’13 and notiﬁcatioﬁ been developed as an
0S7.7 Ngati Kurauia Obiectives amendment | development. These e uire?nenté—be removed. | Reiect enabling zone for
' Taiao I to the | mechanisms are not neutral 3 dqa ted. or aoolied in é ) development appropriate to
Committee, provision administrative tools; they shape manpner’ thatpp facilitates the purpose and function of
Tokaanu Marae how enabling objectives are anticioated  and  obiective- the zone. It is still
interpreted and applied, and consigtent Mzori ) land appropriate to  have
therefore have a direct and standards to manage

significant influence on
development outcomes.To
ensure the Maori Purpose Zone
operates as an effective and

development, and that effects
be assessed cumulatively and
holistically rather than through
default procedural barriers.

effects both internally and
externally to the MPZ site as
discussed in Key Issue 3.
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. Staff
P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/ReSct:rgmen dation
directive framework, procedural
provisions must be explicitly
aligned with its  enabling
objectives. ~ This includes
requiring  that  notification,
thresholds, and  servicing
mechanisms be applied in a
manner that facilitates
anticipated Maori land
development, rather  than
impeding it through default or
precautionary application.
Tredegar Hall
0S7.7 | FS20.44 fPoar N“kﬁ';iﬁ Objectives | | Support the REEEEIITS OHE] SNIITEETIT | .
s submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
0S7.7 | FS2248 | Jade WIKAIRA | Objectives | | Support the UIE) ST ITER Wio ESTTESTET) [
submission point be allowed.
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. Staff
P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/ReSct:rgmen dation
An interpretation clause is
required to ensure the Maori
Purpose Zone gives effect to Te
Kaupapa Kaitiaki, as required by
sections 181-182 of the Ngati
Tawharetoa Claims Settlement
Act 2018. Without it, Te Kaupapa Note relevant objectives
Kaitiaki risks being treated as , R .
contextual only and outweighed !nsert a Maorl Purpose pre and pgllCles W|th|n Strateg]c
George Asher - by generic olanning interpretation clause requiring Directions as discussed in
. . . that the MPZ provisions be Key Issue 1. The MPZ
Chairman ~ for | seek an | considerations. Such a clause read and applied as a whole provisions  have  been
0S7.8 Ngati Kurauia MPZ General amendment | will provide certainty and ensures and interoreted to aive eff tty Reiect | developed t ble th
' Taiao to the | the  Zone  operates as preted io give efiect 1o | Rejec eveloped 10 enable the
: L . . Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki, with development  of MPZ
Committee, provision intendedInterpretation  clauses ,
Tokaanu Marae are an orthodox and  well- particular regard to mana however the effects of that
established tool within the Taupo yvhakahaere. and holistic, development need .to be
District Plan. The proposal does intergenerational outcomes managed as set out in Key
not create new policy or displace B,
statutory  considerations; it
should clarify how existing
provisions are to be read and
applied, with particular regard to
mana whakahaere and holistic,
intergenerational outcomes.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - -
0S7.8 | FS2045 |Pa,  Ngati | MPZ General Lusburgfs‘;?gnthe Qgﬁﬁpt 1 AT ST | .
Rauhoto, Ngati '
Te Urunga
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. Staff
Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
0S78 | FS22.49 | Jade WIKAIRA | MPZ General | | SuPPOrt the We seek that the submission | p;e .
submission point be allowed.
A new lead policy (MPZ-P1A) is Note relevant objectives
&Zﬁgiied ttg er;)zbletr':'g Ka:fnaaﬂa and policies within Strategic
, primary Directions as discussed in
framework for interpreting all Kev Issie 1. The MPZ
provisions within the Maori y ! i
o provisions have  been
Purpose Zone. This aims to
. . developed to enable the
George Asher - ensure decisions are guided by
) . o O development of MPZ
Chairman  for | seek an | tikanga Maori rather than district-
e ) . . . however the effects of that
Ngati Kurauia - amendment | wide or non-tikanga frameworks. | Insert a new lead Policy (MPZ- .
0S7.9 . Policies . Reject | development need to be
Taiao to the | The policy seeks to remove | P1A) manaaed as set out in Ke
Committee, provision barriers to the development of Issueg3 Council canno};
Tokaanu Marae Maori land  caused by N
) . . . require infrastructure to be
inconsistent interpretive ided  throuah  th
approaches. It will provide clarity provide foug ©
Y - District  Plan, as that
and conS|stengy for Qe0|§|on- circumvents I'nfrastructure
makers  applying  objectives, Planning and Long-Term
policies, rules, and standards in Plan brocess
the zone. P )
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
0S7.9 |FS2047 |Pa,  Ngati | Policies - St i REEEEIITS OHE] SNIITEETIT | .
o submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
0S7.9 | FS22.50 | Jade WIKAIRA | Policies - St i U ST ITET o ESTTETET) [
submission point be allowed.
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
Note relevant objectives
and policies within Strategic
Directions as discussed in
Key Issue 1. The MPZ
provisions  have  been
The submission requests that developed ‘to speaifically
. enable the development of
MPZO1 be amended to explicitly MPZ by their owners
prioritize hapu ~and Maori however the effects of that
landowner values, aspirations,
development need to be
and development frameworks as ,
George Asher - . : . - managed as set out in Key
) primary considerations. It argues | Amend MPZO1 to explicitly .
Chairman  for | seek an " e - Issue 3. Council cannot
- ) o that current recognition of Maori | prioritze hapu and Maori o
Ngati Kurauia | Objectives > | amendment o . - . require infrastructure to be
0S7.10 . relationships with whenua lacks | landowner values, aspirations, | Reject .
Taiao MPZ-O1 to the s provided  through  the
. L provision for mana whakahaere | and development frameworks L
Committee, provision o - ) . . . District Plan, as that
and authority in decision-making. | as primary considerations .
Tokaanu Marae . L o circumvents  Infrastructure
Without  explicit  prioritization, .
- Planning and Long-Term
Maori land development may be Plan 10CeSS Al
unfairly assessed under standard lan downerg of the ’ roposed
rural or residential criteria that do prop
MPZ were engaged with as
not reflect cultural values.
pat of the plan
development process (see
Key Issue 4) to seek input
into the design of the MPZ
framework generally and for
their specific MPS.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau " - -
087.10 | FS2048 | Pa, Ngat Objectives > | | support the Acpept the original submission Reject
= | MPZ-0O1 submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
0S710 | FS2251 | Jade WIKAIRA Objectives > | | support the Wg seek that the submission Reject
MPZ-O1 submission point be allowed.
Note relevant objectives
The submission seeks a new and policies within Strategic
lead policy establishing Te Directions as discussed in
Kaupapa Kaitiaki as the primary Key Issue 2. The MPZ
interpretive framework for all provisions  have  been
George Asher - objectives, policies, rules, and Prepare and insert a new lead developed to enable the
o an | S i e NS0 poy PPN g Te || remment o e
Ngati Kurauia | Policies > | amendment P L Kaupapa Kaitiaki to be ,
0S7.11 Taiao MPZ-P1 0 ihe | Ensure decision-makers apply a recoanized and orovided for as Reject | development need to be
Committee rovision tikanga-based lens rather than the grimar intgr retive and managed as set out in Key
’ P defaulting  to  district-wide primary - Interp Issue 3. Council cannot
Tokaanu Marae f . ._ | decision-making framework. o
rameworks. The policy is require infrastructure to be
intended to remove historical provided  through  the
barriers to the development of District Plan, as that
Maori land by embedding tikanga circumvents Infrastructure
in the planning framework. Planning and Long-Term
Plan process.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - - .
0S7.11 | FS2049 | Pa, Ngat Policies > | | support the Acpept the original submission Reject
. | MPZ-P1 submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Policies > | | support the We seek that the submission .
OST.11 | FS22.52 | Jade WIKAIRA | yp7.p1 | submission point be allowed. Reject
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. Staff

P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
The submitter seeks to remove As discussed in Kev Issues
references to managing “scale” in 3 development th?leshol ds
MPZ-P3, arguing it implicitly caps are required to ensure that
Maori development and enforces the effects of development
a small-scale expectation that are managed The
conflicts  with cultural and thresholds havé been
George Asher - economic aspwatlgns.l The;; developed to reflect the
Chairman  for | seek an gggﬁ)gsiaaszs_ﬁsigie ezg:epdmeonn Amend MPZ-P3 by purpose and function of
0S712 Ngati Kurauia | Policies > | amendment i Y : replacing/rewriting it to remove . MPZ as discussed in Key
' Taiao MPZ-P3 to the lkanga, llntergeneratlonal, its capacity to be used as a de R Issue 2. While small-scale
: . cultural, environmental, and paclly . .
Committee, provision econon;ic outcomes aligr;e dwith facto small-scale cap. mixed-use development is
Tokaanu Marae T L . anticipated there is no hard
e Kaupapa Kaitiaki. This cap on  development
approach aims to prevent “scale” Develobment that i eré
from acting as a proxy control the ruﬁes and stanggr ds
limiting Maori development and defaults to a non-notified

to support te whanake as an . . .

. restricted discretionary
evolving, outcomes-focused resoUrce consent process
concept. '

Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - - .
08712 | FS2050 | Pa, Ngat |\P/|c|)3|4§|gs3 > Lust)ulgi;)s‘c;% nthe Agﬁ:pt the original submission Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati point.
Te Urunga
Policies > | | support the We seek that the submission .
OS7.12 | FS22.33 | Jade WIKAIRA | \yp7.p3 | submission point be allowed. Reject
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
As discussed in Key Issue 3
The submission requests that development thresholds are
infrastructure capacity required to ensure that the
resticor pemanenty it eor | AT MPZ:P4 by anaged, The. reshods
George Asher - land development within the replacingfrewriting it to remove have beén developed to
Chairgman for | seek an | Maori Purgose Zone. It its capacity to be used as a reflect the purposz and
Ngati Kurauia | Policies > | amendment | emphasizes that infrastructure veto an.d instead rewrite it o be : functon of MPZ as
0S7.13 . . . a policy to enable and | Reject . .
Taiao MPZ-P4 to the | planning and investment must encourage fikanaa-based discussed in Key Issue 2.
Committee, provision proactively support anticipated | . 9 g ' There is not veto in PC47
Tokaanu Marae Maori development outcomes intergenerational, cultural, and development that
. ) " | environmental, and economic .
The intent is to ensure outcomes triggers the rules and
infrastructure acts as an enabler ' standards defaults to a non-
rather than a barrier to growth on notified restricted
Maori land. discretionary resource
consent process.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - - .
. | Policies > | | support the Accept the original submission .
0S7.13 | FS20.51 | Pa, Ngat! MPZ-P4 submission point, Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Policies > | | support the We seek that the submission .
ORICTY | IR | Jee Bl MPZ-P4 submission point be allowed. R
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
Policy strongly supporting
development of Maori land
(all Maori land, not just
The submission seeks a new MPZ) sits within Strategic
interpretive clarification policy to Directions as discussed in
ensure that where there is Key Issue 1. Please see
Georae Asher - conflict between Maori Purpose TW-04. the rules and
"9 Zone provisions and district-wide standards for PC47 have
Chairman  for | seek an o
. . rules, greater weight is given to , I been developed to reflect
Ngati Kurauia . amendment ) .. | New Interpretive Clarification .
0S7.14 . Policies the Maori Purpose Zone's . Reject | the nature of development
Taiao to the o e I Policy - L
. . objectives and policies. This aims anticipated within that zone
Committee, provision ) stinct
Tokaanu Marae to prevent generic rurall or as distinct from other zones
amenity controls from overriding such as the GRUZ. As
the intent of the Maori Purpose discussed in Key Issue 2,
Zone and undermining mana references to amenity and
whakahaere. character have  been
removed and replaced with
reference to the purpose
and function of the zone.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
0S7.14 | FS2052 | Pa,  Ngati | Policies Lusburgfs‘;?gnthe Agi‘;ﬁpt 1 AT ST | .
Rauhoto, Ngati point.
Te Urunga
- | support the We seek that the submission .
0S7.14 | FS22.55 | Jade WIKAIRA | Policies submission point be allowed. Reject
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0S7.15

George Asher -
Chairman for
Ngati Kurauia
Taiao
Committee,
Tokaanu Marae

Other
Matters

Plan

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

The submission seeks to
prioritise mana whakahaere and
hapu-led decision-making within
the Maori Purpose Zone (MPZ)
framework. It advocates for
enabling  sustainable, viable
Maori development that supports
intergenerational outcomes and
allows for holistic, mixed, and
evolving land use rather than
rigid models. The submission
requests recognition of
papakainga as an anticipated
activity aligned with tikanga-
based land use. It also calls for
reducing unnecessary public
notification to avoid procedural
barriers inconsistent with the
MPZ's purpose. Lastly, it
emphasizes making compliance
with section 181 of the Ngati
Tuwharetoa Claims Settlement
Act 2018 clear and unambiguous
in the Plan.

Explicitly ~ prioritise  mana
whakahaere and hapu-led
decision-making  within  the
MPZ framework.*Enable te
whanake, including
sustainable, viable, and
appropriately scaled Maori
development that supports
intergenerational
outcomes.+Provide for holistic
(torowhanui), mixed, and
evolving land use, rather than
single-activity or rigid
development
models.*Recognise
papakainga as an anticipated
activity  within the  Maori
Purpose Zone, consistent with
tikanga-based land
use.*Reduce unnecessary
reliance on public notification
for activities anticipated by the
MPZ, to avoid re-
introducingprocedural barriers
inconsistent with the zone'’s
purpose.5.6  Ensure  that
compliance with section 181 of
the Ngati Tuwharetoa Claims
Settlement Act 2018 is clear,
visible, andunambiguous on
the face of the Plan, rather
than reliant on inference or
discretion.

Reject

Note relevant objectives
and policies within Strategic
Directions as discussed in
Key lIssue 1. The MPZ
provisions  have been
developed to enable the
development of MPZ
however the effects of that
development need to be
managed as set out in Key
Issue 3. Council cannot
require infrastructure to be
provided  through  the
District Plan, as that
circumvents Infrastructure
Planning and Long-Term
Plan process.
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. Staff
P,\? o L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Sl .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
0s715 | F$20.53 E); NUK“SZE I(\)/lther Plan Isupport the Acpeptthe original submission Reject
Rauhoto, Ngati atters submission point.
Te Urunga
0S715 | FS2256 | Jade WIKAIRA |(\)/lther Plan Isupport the Wg seek that the submission Reject
atters submission point be allowed.
The submitter opposes the
proposed  reclassification  of
Kohineheke Reserve to a Maori
Special Purpose Zone,
emphasizing the importance of
retaining its conservation status Refer to Issue 5 for
to protect native flora and fauna. response. It is
SCHED They express - concerns that . recommended that MPS-1
0S8.1 Courtney 1311 5 | 1 oppose the | reclassification could lead to | Retain MPS1 as DOC | Accept | be removed from the Plan
' Lambert MF"S1 provision ecological degradation, set a | conservation land inPart | Change and remain as
precedent for future land use GRUZ. It is not Councils
changes, and restrict public jurisdiction to retain as DoC
access. The submitter highlights conservation land.
potential environmental risks,
including floodplain
considerations, and  notes
insufficient justification for the
change.
081 | Fsta | Zoumey 1S§T1E ° |1 suppor the Whole part Accept
ambert MPS1 submission in Part
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

0S8.1

FS24.1

John Mushet

SCHED
13.11
MPS1

| support the
submission

seek the whole of the

submission be allowed.

Accept
in Part

0S8.2

Courtney
Lambert

SCHED
13.11
MPS1

| oppose the
provision

The submitter opposes
reclassifying Kohineheke
Reserve to a Maori Special
Purpose zone, emphasizing the
importance of retaining its current
conservation status to protect
native flora and fauna. They
express concern that
reclassification could lead to
ecological degradation, reduced
public access, and set a
precedent undermining long-
term protection. The submission
highlights potential
environmental risks, including
floodplain impacts, and notes a
lack of sufficient justification for
the change. They urge the
Council to maintain the reserve's
existing classification to
safeguard its ecological values
and community use.

Retain MPS1 as DOC

conservation land

Accept
in Part

Refer to Issue 5 for
response. It is
recommended that MPS-1
be removed from the Plan
Change and remain as
GRUZ. It is not Councils
jurisdiction to retain as DoC
conservation land.

088.2

FS19.2

Courtney
Lambert

SCHED
13.11
MPS1

| support the
submission

Whole part allowed

Accept
in Part
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. Staff
P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
SCHED
| support the | seek the whole of the | Accept
Ot FEBE | D I1\A3I51S11 submission submission be allowed. in Part
The submitter opposes rezoning
SEC 1 & 2 SO 36174, classified
Recreation Reserves, to maintain
public access and reserve status | 1. SEC 1 & 2 SO 36174 are
under the Reserves Act 1977. | removed from the proposal to
There is an illegal dwelling | maintain their status as public
obstructing a gazetted 1921 | Recreation Reserves.
access road, raising safety and | 2. The illegal dwelling at 1/42 Refer to Issue 5. It is
legal concerns. There is a need | Hirangi Road is removed and recommended that MPS-1
for independent environmental, | the gazetted 1921 access is be removed from the Plan
SCHED | i biodiversity, and  hydraulic | restored. Accent Change and remain as
089.1 Johnnie Mushet | 13.11 OPPOSE e | 2 7ard assessments due to flood | 3. A comprehensive, ACCEPL | GRUZ. The reserve status
MPS1 provision risk and ecological sensitivity, | independent  Environmental | " FE is a separate process to the
g Y, p P p

including impacts on endangered

species and  downstream
conservation areas. There is
inadequate infrastructure

servicing and non-compliance
with the NPS-UD and Reserves
Act requirements. The proposal
will alienate public green space
and violate community rights to
access the reserve.

and Biodiversity Audit and
Hydraulic Hazard Assessment
are conducted.
4. An Infrastructure Servicing
Plan is provided that complies
with  the NPS-UD and
the Reserves Act.

Plan Change.

An illegal

dwelling cannot be removed
through a plan change.
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frameworks and prioritisation of
intergenerational wellbeing. The
District Plan should enable, not
replace, Maori planning systems.
Amendments should explicitly
recognise hapu authority and
enable hapu-led spatial planning.

intergenerational wellbeing for
our people and our taiao

. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjzgil Reason/Recommendation
Nukuhau Pa opposes the current
Maori Purpose Zone objectives
for not adequately recognising
mana whakahaere
. ’ The development of the
r?gr?r?;[rlmrat?%fa,mev(\;grk rr;?lzlg:ﬁd We seek a framework that:e MPZ provisions did occur in
p g- . 9| reflects true partnershipe partnership with interested
true partnership that supports f
Tredegar  Hall hapu and ahu whenua-led er;ablesl dha%u and Ehu gapu. .P'%?Se i) Ll
for  Nukuhau | oppose the decision-making ~ based = _on \tl)vasf}e?(;J a-c?n cu?tﬂrsallclm-\rg?u:ansg- (i;rateglgmé[flzacponsterz]ct:ig
0S10.1 Pa, Ngati | Introduction Ppe cultural values is required. The . 4 intearat Reject Wh P hich g
Rauhoto - Ngati provision submission calls for integration of recognises  and - Integrates enua) which  gives
Te Urunaa existin cultural lannin existing  cultural  planning overarching recognition of
g g P 9 | frameworkse supports self-determination, existing

planning frameworks and
well-being. Refer to Key
Issues 1 and 4.
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
Nukuhau Pa opposes the current
Maori Purpose Zone objectives.
They fail to adequately recognise
mana whakahaere,
rangatiratanga, and hapu-led | Make fundamental changes to .
planning. The objectives impose | the MPZ that: Blifscst?ornesferstgctt?snSt(r)?tetgk::
predefined development | ereflects  true  partnership District Plan (in particular
outcomes rather than enabling | «= enables hapu and ahu P .
Tredegar Hall - . Tangata Whenua) which
hapu and marae to pursue | whenua-led decision-making . AL
for  Nukuhau . -~ . o gives overarching direction
. | Objectives > | | oppose the | aspirations aligned with tikanga | based on cultural values . )
0S10.2 Pa, Ngati e . . : . Reject | for  partnership,  self-
. | MPZ-01 provision and matauranga Maori. This | *= recognises and integrates - -
Rauhoto - Ngati i . o . determination, existing
Te Urunga approach con licts with Mahere | existing  cultural  planning cultural planning
Taiao, Waikato Awa Cultural | frameworks

Impact Assessment, and Te Pae
Tawhiti vision. Amendments are
required to explicitly recognise
hapu authority, support hapu-led
spatial planning, and prioritise
cultural, environmental, and
intergenerational wellbeing.

= supports intergenerational
wellbeing for our people and
our taiao

frameworks and cultural
wellbeing. Refer to Key
Issue 1.
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought ,?chcjzgil Reason/Recommendation
Nukuhau Pa requests
amendments to the Maori
Purpose Zone standards to
better reflect the diversity of
Maori land, cultural landscapes,
and hapu aspirations. The
current  uniform  standards
conrstram culturally appropnate We recommend that standards
design and local responsiveness, ) .
) . are:eare flexible and .
focusing too much on compliance . Alternative pathways are
Tredegar Hall adaptable-allow for alternative .
rather than outcomes. available through
for  Nukuhau . pathways where supported by o
. | Standards > | | oppose the | Development on Maori land : consents. This is where
0§10.3 Pa, Ngati C , . hapu and CIA | Reject
. | MPZ-R3 S1 | provision should be guided by tikanga, L outcomes can be evaluated
Rauhoto - Ngati . processeseprioritise outcomes : o
matauranga Maori, and cultural ; . . against  objectives and
Te Urunga , (mauri, wellbeing, connection .
landscape context instead of policies.

generic  standards.  Flexible,
adaptable standards are required
that allow alternative pathways
supported by hapu and CIA
processes. The priority should be
on outcomes like mauri,
wellbeing, and connection to
whenua  over  prescriptive
measures.

to whenua) over prescriptive
measures
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. Staff
P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjzgil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
As set out in Key Issue 4,
Council worked with Iwi,
Hapu, trusts and
landowners to  develop
PC47. There was also
specific engagement with
Nukuhau Pa does not support ?;Sdi;)ewfr:) ian v’\\;lgoz 22?1(; oﬁ
Nukuhau Pa opposes the current | the Maori  Purpose Zone their whenua. The focus
Maori Purpose Zone framework, | progressing in its current was 1o enable.a wide range
calling for fundamental redesign. | form.Fundamental redesign is of development on this land
There needs to be co-design with | required to  ensure the which does not need a
Tredegar Hall | 3 aﬁectgd hapu and ‘Marae, frgmework:-is co-designed resource consent. The use
for  Nukuhau | Interpretation enabling hapu-led planning and | with affected hapu and of CIA, Mahere '.Faiao and
: . | | oppose the | development. The framework | marae+enables hapu-led . ' "
0S104 Pa, Ngati | > Maori e . -, . Reject | Te Pai Tawhiti can be
Rauhoto - Ngati | Purpose provision should also recognise existing | planning and applied if a consent is
Te Urunga Sites Maori planning frameworks such | developmenterecognises required and is enabled by
as CIA, Mahere Taiao, and Te | Maori planning frameworks higher level  Strategic
Pae Tawhiti. Without these | (CIA, Mahere Taiao, Te Pae Directions as discussed in
changes, the Zone may restrict | Tawhiti)Without these Ke lssie 1. Such
rather than support Maori | changes, the Zone risks frar}:weworks can b'e applied
development. limiting Maori  development by landowners in
rather than enabling it. . S
consenting situations

however there is a risk that
if Council was to require
such mechanisms to be
applied it may result in a
more restrictive process for
Maori landowners.
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. Staff
Point Further . - " — s Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall | 3 P lanning for. Maori land must The MPZ was developed in
. involve Maori themselves. Maori . . o
for  Nukuhau | Interpretation . . Maori land should not be partnership with iwi and
. . | | oppose the | should be directly engaged in any L :
0S10.5 Pa, Ngati | > Maori e L . . planned for Maori without | Reject | hapu who expressed a
: provision decisions affecting their land. : .
Rauhoto - Ngati | Purpose : . , Maori. desire to do so. Refer to Key
e Excluding Maori from planning
Te Urunga Activities . . Issue 4.
processes is inappropriate.
Fire and Emergency seeks an
amendment to MPZ-R1 to
explicitly require compliance with
a new firefighting water supply
standard, addressing the current
lack of a clear connection
between the TDP and the Code
of Practice for Development of I Provision of rural firefighting
Land 2009. They highlight that Amend as .fOHOWS'MPZ RT water is something currently
I . PER Activities(1) Any activity,
Alec Duncan for the existing provisions do not o . addressed through
) g PR building, or structureSubject et
Fire and | Rules > | | oppose the | explicity mandate firefighting | , . . engineering  codes  of
0811.1 C L to:a) Compliance MPZ-S1 to | Reject . -
Emergency MPZ-R1(1) | provision water supply, relying instead on a s89 unlessspecificall practice and the Building
New Zealand code that is not clearly = P y Act. No amendment to

enforceable through the plan.
This gap poses a risk to Fire and
Emergency operations,
particularly ~ for  residential
developments within the MPZ.
The submitter proposes adding a
new servicing standard to ensure
new buildings have compliant
firefighting water supply.

provided for in SCHED13.11 -

MPZ; and

provisions is recommended
in response.
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adequate fire safety provisions
are in place
developments.

for  new

PAS4509:2008.0r to similar

effect and any
otherconsequential
amendments  required  to

giveeffect to the relief sought.

. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
Fire and Emergency request
adding a matter of discretion | Add a new matter of discretion - P
. _ Provision of rural firefighting
regarding the extent of non- | as follows: . :
. . water is something currently
compliance with the New | x.__The extent of non-
Alec Duncan for | seek an . P, , - addressed through
) Zealand Fire Service Firefighting | compliance with the New O
0S11.2 Fire and | Rules > | amendment Water Supplies Code of Pract Zealand = Senvi Reiect | ENgineering codes  of
' Emergency MPZ-R1(2) | to the | Lot UPPIES L0AE 01 Fracice ) ceaiand. e SIvice | Rejec practice and the Building
New Zealand rovision SNZ PAS 4509:2008. This | Firefighting Water Act. No amendment to
P addition aims to enable TDC to | Supplies Code of Practice SNZ Lo
: . provisions is recommended
assess non-compliance issues | PAS in response
consistently with other related | 4509:2008. ponse.
provisions.
That the submission point be
Rules > | | oppose the disallowed and the CoP SNZ
0511.2 | FS22.57 | Jade WIKAIRA | 157 R1(2) | submission PAS 4509:2008 not be added | ACCeP!
to the MPZ and its provisions.
Introduce a new standard as
follows:MPZ-S9 - Servicingi.
Fire and Emergency requests a | All_new buildings must be Provision of rural firefighting
new standard requiring all new | provided with afirefighting water is something currently
Alec Duncan for | seek an buildings in the Maori Purpose | water supply in _accordance addressed through
Fire and amendment Zone to have a firefighting water | withthe New Zealand Fire engineering  codes  of
0S11.3 Emeraenc Standards o the supply compliant with SNZ PAS | Service FirefightingWater | Reject | practice and the Building
New geala};l q provision 4509:2008. This aims to ensure | Supplies Code of Practice SNZ Act. No amendment to

provisions is recommended
in response. Refer to Key
Issue 3.
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
Fire and Emergency requests
adding minimum driveway and
accessway standards for the
Maori Purpose Zone to Table 1, | Amend Table 1 - Minimum
specifying a 4m  minimum | Standards for It is recommended to add
carriageway width and 16% | Driveways and Accessways to an exolanatorv note to
maximum gradient. The current | include: TRAN-I24 10 itatin that
omission creates a gap in the | Maori Purpose Zone S 9
Alec Duncanfor | 7 Energy, | | seek an . . . Residential Zones include
. planning framework, as the MPZ | Min. Formed Carriageway (m)
Fire and | Infrastructure | amendment | ° . Accept | urban MPZ and Rural
0S114 is not covered by existing | - 4. .
Emergency and to the . . . 0 inPart | Zones include MPZ Rural.
L standards due to its | Maximum Gradient (%) - 16 . )
New Zealand Transport provision e . . - This change will ensure
classification. This absence risks | Or to similar effect and any : .
) clarity that the appropriate
inadequate emergency access, | other
i 7 . . access standards apply to
potentially compromising Fire | consequential  amendments MPZ. Refer to Kev Issue 3
and Emergency operations and | required to give ' y '
occupant safety. The | effect to the relief sought.
amendment aims to ensure clear
and consistent access
requirements for the MPZ.
7 Energy,
0S114 | FS2258 | Jade WIKAIRA Infrastructure | | support the We _sefak th_at the whole Accept
and submission submission point be allowed. | in Part
Transport
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: Staff
Point Further . . " . . Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
12 General NZDF supports the proposed
Rebecca District Wide amendment to TEMP-R2 to
Davies for New Matters > | suoport the include the Maori Purpose Zone
08121 12.8 bp as proposed in Section 12.8 of | Retain as notified Accept | Support noted.
Zealand provision
Temporary Proposed Plan Change 47 and
Defence Force U, . .
Activities, wishes to see this amendment
TEMP-R2 retained as notified.
12 General
District Wide
Matters > | oopose the We seek that the whole
0S12.1 | FS22.59 | Jade WIKAIRA | 12.8 subFr)rEission submission point be | Reject
Temporary disallowed.
Activities,
TEMP-R2
The purpose of the Maori
Purpose Zone is to enable a
range of activities on Maori
In other parts of the Plan both | Land that specifically meet
. | seek an | tangata and mana whenua are | Maori cultural needs on land
Jade Wikaira amendment | named. As mana whenua is the | owned b tangata
0S13.1 for  Waitetoko | Introduction ' . y langata Accept | The addition is appropriate.
M to the | more appropriate term, we | whenua/mana whenua and to
arae - o ) , . , o
provision suggest itis used here in addition | assist Maori communities to

to, or in lieu of, tangata whenua

provide for their unique social,
cultural, environmental and
economic needs within the
Taupo District.
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to, or in lieu of, tangata whenua

Pa/marae provide an important
community focal point for
social gatherings and cultural
activities. .

. Staff
Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Sl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau L .
0S131 | FS2054 | Pa,  Ngati | Introduction | | Support the RIS GG ] STITIESE | -
; submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
The . original .text madv_ertently, This zone is one way that the _ o .
and inappropriately, confined the . - This  submission  point
- | seek an e - .| Plan recognises and provides i ,
Jade Wikaira relationship of Maori with their . ) . clarifies that MPZ is not the
. . amendment . | for the relationship of Maori .
0813.2 for  Waitetoko | Introduction ancestral lands to the Maori | . Accept | only way the plan provides
to the . .| with their ancestral lands, . .
Marae . Purpose Zone, when this is ) . for Maori ancestorial land
provision : . water, sites, waahi tapu, and ) .
required to be recognised across relationship.
. other taonga.
the entire Plan.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau L .
0S13.2 | FS2055 | Pa,  Ngati | Introduction 'Sus;)“rgf;‘;%nthe @?ﬁfptthe CTEIMEIEHETIE G| —
Rauhoto, Ngati point.
Te Urunga
The zone enables tangata
whenua/mana __whenua to
In other parts of the Plan both exeraise t heir cg.sto.mary
responsibilities as kaitiaki and
_ | seek an | tangata and mana whenua are
Jade ~Wikaira amendment | named. As mana whenua is the | ara whenua  and _ to
0S13.3 for  Waitetoko | Introduction ' , undertake activities that reflect | Accept | The addition is appropriate.
to the | more appropriate term, we .
Marae . L . " Maori customs and values.
provision suggest it is used here in addition
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau L .
0S133 | FS2056 | Pa,  Ngati | Introduction || S fitz RIS GG ] STITIESE | -
Rauhoto, Ngat submission point.
Te Urunga
MPZ are Maori land within the
meaning of Section 129 (1) (a,
| seek  an b or c) of Te Ture Whenua
Jade Wikaira . Maori Lanrd Act 1993. These . .
: . amendment | The statute is called the Te Ture | .. . This submission corrects
0S134 for  Waitetoko | Introduction i . Sites have been introduced | Accept
0 the | Whenua Maori Act 1993. . . the name of the Act.
Marae . into the Plan through the first
provision .
schedule process after being
identified by the relevant
owners or trustees.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
0S134 | FS2057 | Pa,  Ngati | Introduction | | SuPport the B S OIEITE SIS En | -
Rauhoto, Ngat submission point.
Te Urunga
Activities that specifically meet
Maori cultural needs can take The addition is appropriate
In other parts of the Plan both | place within the Maori Purpose and as is consg uzntial
Jade  Wikaira | seek an | tangata and mana whenua are | Zone in a manner that chanae 0 qensure
05135 ; . Objectives > | amendment | named. As mana whenua is the | maintains and promotes the 9 . .
' or  Waitetoko MPZ-02 to the | more appropriate term, we | spiritual,  cultural,  social RSB | COTERIEE ! 'S
Marae . L N, : " ’ recommended that the
provision suggest itis used here in addition | economic and environmental

to, or in lieu of, tangata whenua

interests and associations of
tangata whenua/mana whenua
with their ancestral lands.

same change be made to

MPZ-P4.
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau Co L .
08135 | FS2058 | Pa, Ngat Objectives | support the Agceptthe original submission Accept
. | MPZ-02 submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
| seek an Tangata whenua can exercise
Jade  Wikaira Obiectives amendment Amend to include “rights and” in | their rights and responsibilities
0813.6 for  Waitetoko ) the objective, to properly reflect | as mana whenua in the Maori | Accept | The addition is appropriate.
MPZ-03 to the . . _ ;
Marae . the duality of Maori interests. Purpose Zone to: 1. exercise
provision N o
their rights of kaitiakitanga...
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau — - .
. | Objectives | support the Accept the original submission
0S13.6 | FS20.59 | Pa, Ngat! MPZ-03 submission point, Accept
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Maori Purpose Activities and
Jade  Wikaira | seek an the comprehensive,
. Objectives amendment | Amend to clearly emphasise use | coordinated and efficient e .
0813.7 for  Waitetoko Accept | The addition is appropriate.
M MPZ-04 to the | as well as development. development and use of
arae . : ;
provision ancestral land is enabled in the
Maori Purpose Zone...
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau o - .
08137 | FS2060 | Pa, Ngat ﬁtg;it)l\‘/les Isusbulgipscgg nthe i(i::]:;eptthe original submission Accept
Rauhoto, Ngati point.
Te Urunga

99




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Provide for activities within the
Maori Purpose Zone that meet
Maori cultural needs, including The addition is appropriate.
but not limited to: 1. Maori it is also recommended to
purpose activities; 2. Maori make a consequential
The submission requests that the | cultural activities; 3. residential amendment to MPZ-R3 S8
| seek an Maori Purpose Zone explicitly | activities; 4. general small to clarify that these activities
Jade Wikaira - provide for a broad range of | scale business activities; 5. are provided for in the
: Policies > | amendment . . . e
0S13.8 for  Waitetoko activities that support Maori | business service activities; 6. | Accept | performance  standards.
MPZ-P1 to the . . . )
Marae . cultural needs, including hauora, | hauora, social services and currently the reference to
provision . . . , o : :
social services, and educational | educational ~ facilities; 7. Community Uses and a list
facilities. accommodation activities; 8. activities could
residential visitor inadvertently exclude some
accommodation; 9. community activities. Refer
agricultural,  pastoral  and Key Issue 2.
horticultural activities; and 10.
community facilities.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - L .
08138 | FS2061 | Pa, Ngat Policies > | | support the Agcepttheongmalsubmlssmn Accept
. | MPZ-P1 submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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. Staff
P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
Manage activities that are
potentially compatible with the
purpose, function and Anticipated activities are
predominant character of the identified in MPZ-P1 and
Maori Purpose Zone and also the definition of Maori
ensure it is appropriate for Purpose Activities. These
The proposed changes supporta | such activities to establish in are not exclusive lists. The
clearer reading of the policy. | the Maori Purpose Zone use of the term 'potentially’
Without it there is no clarification | having regard to whether: 1.... in  MPZ-P4 references
Jade  Wikaira N | seek an | about . whellt” “potentiglly ...P_o?gntiallly cqmpatib_le activities which require a
0S13.9 for  Waitetoko Policies > | amendment qompahble act|y|t|es” are, which act!v!t!es |ncIu.de: 1. mdustnal Accept consent and focusses more
Marae MPZ-P4 to N the rlsks confusion and. an act|V|t|e's,2.prlmaryprpductlon in Part | on the effects of thlelactwlty
provision inadvertent subjective | (excluding agricultural, rather than the activity type.
assessment of activities, plainly | pastoral and  horticultural MPZ-P4 provides a
intended to apply under the MPZ, | activities); 3. rural industry; 4. framework for the effects of
for their “potential compatibility”. | rural transport activities; 5. such activites to be
commercial service activities; considered with a focus on
6. supermarkets; 7. large the those effects on the
format  retail  activities; 8. purpose and function of the
integrated retail activities; and MPZ.
9. entertainment and
hospitality activities.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - - i
. | Policies > | | support the Accept the original submission | Accept
03139 | 52062 FP:" Noati | \io7.p4 | submission ooint, in Part
auhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
This policy is designed to
No other zones have this e
. effects of any
elevated expectation on the .
e - environmental
recognition and provision for . .
-~ .| Recognise—and—provide—for enhancement that may
proposed activities. The policy o . .
. ; ) these—activities—in—Maori have been undertaken by
Jade Wikaira - inadvertently places expectation . :
: Policies > | | oppose the Purpose—Zones—which—will : land  owners on the
0813.10 for  Waitetoko L on enhancement of natural . Reject
MPZ-P6 provision . . . result—in—an—enhancement—of MPS. There are no rules to
Marae environment including . TN
. the——natural—environment require this, it is a statutory
freshwater, creating | . . ) ) )
. . includingfreshwaterqualiby mechanism to recognise
disproportionate burden on mana
. . through  the  consent
whenua whose land is subject to "
process, positive  land
MPZ compared to other zones. o :
activities that result in a net
environmental gain.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau -~ - i
0S13.10 | FS2063 | Pa,  Nati | 000 > || Support the Accept e orginal SUbmISSIon | peject
Rauhoto, Ngati P principre.
Te Urunga
- | seek an | Thereare noruleswith DISorNC | d) Is notidentified as a CON, or Thls. CatCh. a.II rqle also
Jade Wikaira s R applies to district wide rules
: Rules > | amendment | activity status -  suggest | RDIS, BiS-er-NC activity within . .
0S13.11 for  Waitetoko . . > . Reject | which may have a DIS or
MPZ-R1(1) | to the | removing from permitted activity | the MPZ, there being no DIS or .
Marae . — NC which may apply to the
provision standard (d). NC MPZ activities. MPZ
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - i
081341 | FS2064 | Pa, Ngat Rules > | support the Agceptthe original submission Reject
. | MPZ-R1(1) | submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Delete  permitted  activity
standard (a). Whether a business The  management  of
activity is run by a resident of the commercial activities within
site is or otherwise has no impact . MPZ is carried out through
on the effects associated with the a)-i6-req |e_d lo-ba-ow e bE) coverage  and  other
activity. However, retention of | - vy aFesias 't. E..H e_sts. standards. As such it is
- | seek an| .. : No Industrial Activities in MPZ .
Jade Wikaira this rule would preclude business o recommended that  this
. Rules > | amendment - . Urban......e) Is not identified as | Accept
0§813.12 for  Waitetoko activities from being conducted at . control  be removed. The
MPZ-R1(2) | to the . . a CON, or RDIS, BiS—or-NG | in Part s
Marae . Waitetoko Marae even if they = change to 'e'is not accepted
provision . . . activity within the MPZ, there .
otherwise complied with . oo as the rule also applies to
. o being no DIS or NC MPZ - . .
permitted activity standards (b) - activities district wide rules which
(e).There are noruleswith DISor | = may have a DIS or NC and
NC activity status - suggest apply to a MPZ. Refer to
removing from permitted activity Key Issue 3.
standard (d).
Tredegar Hall
o Nukuhaq Rules > | | support the Accept the original submission | Accept
OBz | Feties | e M MPZ-R1(2) | submission oint in principle in part
Rauhoto, Ngati P principie. P
Te Urunga
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. Staff
P,\? o L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The effects on the ability of the
site to provide for traditional uses
is not a matter a resource
management  plan  should
concern itself with. If mana The points raised in the
whenua within a Maori Purpose submission are agreed with
Zone want to provide for modern and matter 'c' should be
cultural uses that reflect their | Matters of Discretion a) MPZ - removed. Likewise and
values, whether any residual | Objectives and MPZ - Policies consistent with the relief
‘traditional uses’ are sufficiently | b) Those standards or rules sought by other submitters,
| seek  an retained is not an appropriate | which the proposal does not matter 'd" should be
Jade Wikaira Rules > | amendment assessment criteria  for the | comply with. e}-Any-effectson Accept amended to refer back to
0813.13 for  Waitetoko district council. It interferes with | the-ability-ofthe-site-to-provide | . the function of the zone
Marae MPZR2(T) | to - the our rangatiratanga. For | for—traditional—uses: d) An il rather than relate to
provision . g ga. : . y . :
Waitetoko Marae, decisions will | effects on the amenity of the amenity. This focus more
always centre on what is best for | zone and, where relevant, its on the function of the site
the Marae, acknowledging its | ability to function effectively as better enables
cultural  significance  and | mixed-use site consideration  of  the
enduring reservation purpose and function of the
status. Amend matter of site as set out in Key Issue
discretion (d). Whether the MPZ 3.
is, or becomes, a mixed-use site
will depend on the activities
proposed. Some sites will be
solely papakainga, for example.
Tredegar Hall
051313 | F$20 66 Lor Nukuhaq Rules > || support the Accept the original submission | Accept
: 66| Pa, Ngatl | 57 2o1) | submission int in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati point. In e
Te Urunga
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Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
The  maximum - combined As discussed in Key Issue
coverage on the MPS should be o y
. o o 3, the Council is required to
increased from 15% to 40%, or
o manage the effects of the
15% of the area not covered by o
N development.  15% s
marae buildings where present. . .
A considered enabling
The current 15% limit lacks clear ) )
Lo (relative to rural zonings)
justification and may unduly . .
. e and provides for a suitable
restrict activities intended to be .
o trigger where by the effects
more permissive. The proposed
o e L of larger scale development
40% figure is informed by .
considerations  of  enablin S 22 GRIBLEEY (U]
: 9 | 15% 40% of the total area of a non-notified  resource
- | seek an|density and setbacks. We . 7
Jade  Wikaira Standards > | amendment 10D0SE this fiaure that MPS Or where a marae is consent process. The 15%
0S13.14 for  Waitetoko prop . ngare, present on a MPS 15% of that | Reject | is greater than that in the
MPZ-R3S1 | to the | acknowledging our reading of !
Marae . , : part of the MPS not covered by RLZ and, with the other
provision some of the other figures in the e
. Marae buildings. standards, was developed
standard (such as for business :
- to effectively enable a range
activities) are proposed to be - :
0 : of activities on a site at a
15% of the total maximum area .
scale that considers the
of the MPS, the result of .
. context of the site and
which would be to narrow the , .
s . supporting infrastructure
activities on a single MPS rather
: . etc. Key Issue 2 sets out a
than provide for a mixed use .
: number of scenarios that
zone as intended.Any
. demonstrate how these
consequential amendments .
. standards can work in
necessary to support clarity to ractice on a site
the Plan are also sought. P '
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - i
: > .
0813.44 | FS2067 | Pa, Ngat Standards I support the Agceptthe original submission Reject
= | MPZ-R3 S1 | submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
No building or structure shall
exceed a height of 12m
The submission seeks to add Exception: . Qouwhenqa The propgsed standards
. L . antennas, aerials, satellite are considered to be
exceptions to building height for | = . .
i | seek an e . dishes (less than 1m in appropriate however some
Jade Wikaira specific structures to provide | = - .
. Standards > | amendment . diameter), chimneys, flues, changes are required to
0S13.15 for  Waitetoko clarity and allow for customary Accept .
MPZ-R3S4 | to the . . open balustrades and ensure a  consistent
Marae . and functional structures without . : .
provision L . architectural _features  (e.g. approach is taken with the
compromising the overall height | =~ . )
- finials,  spires,  parapets) wider plan. Refer to Key
restriction. -
provided these do not exceed Issue 3.
the height limit by more than
3m measured vertically.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau L .
0813.45 | FS20.68 | Pa, Ngat Standards > | | support the Acpepttheongmalsubmlssmn Accept
. | MPZ-R3 S4 | submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Refer to Key Issue 3. This
setback is consistent with
15m unnecessarily constrains | 46m 5m from the MPS other zones within the Plan,
| seek  an the use of land within the MPS. | boundary. Exception: and ensures that effects
Jade Wikaira Standards > | amendment Other MPZ Zones, such as the | Waharoa Eaves (up to both internally and
0S13.16 for  Waitetoko New Plymouth District Plan, | 600mm) of any roof, balcony, | Reject | externally can be
MPZ-R3S5 | to the , o )
Marae rovision proposed only a 5m setback. | gutter or downpipe Buildings appropriately
P Additional exceptions should also | that share a common wall managed. The consent

be added.

along the boundary.

pathway is available for
exceedances where
appropriate.
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Point il Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff :
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau
0S13.16 | FS20.60 | Pa,  Ngati | Standards >\ | support the Reject
. | MPZ-R3 S5 | submission
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
The limitation on buildings
is driven by hazard
management, in particular
Maximum combined coverage geotechnical
and minimum setback requirements. The consent
requirements  will necessarily pathway is available for
Jade Wikaira Standards > | | oopose the constrain  the number of Accent development exceeding the
0813.17 for  Waitetoko Ppe dwellings. There is no need for | Delete S6. ACCPL | standard. Note that in
MPZ-R3 S6 | provision . . in Part
Marae this number, which may unduly response  to  another
limit what is achievable on an submission an amendment
MPS when the intention of the to this standard is
zoning is to be more permissive recommended which  will
increase this cap providing
the density standard is met
as set out in Key Issue 3.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau . .
081317 | FS20.70 | Pa, Ngat Standards > | | suppoﬁ the Acpeptthe original submission Accept
. | MPZ-R3 S6 | submission point. in Part
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought ,?chcjzgil Reason/Recommendation
No further consequential
. . - . amendments are required
Noting comments in submissions | Consequential amendments .
. for the reasons set out in
- | seek an|that relate to MPZ- S1 - | may be necessary to this
Jade Wikaira . . - . . response to those
. Standards > | amendment | Maximum Combined Coverage, | provision to provide a higher . L .
0S13.18 for  Waitetoko . SN .| Reject | submission points. Key
MPZ-R3 S7 | to the | and record that there is a lack of | percentage to this activity as is
Marae . . o . . Issue 2 sets out how he
provision clarity about how S7 is intended | appropriate for a mixed use
. . coverage standards could
to interact with S1. zone s e
apply to activities within a
MPS.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - i
0813.48 | FS20.71 | Pa, Ngat Standards > | | support the Agceptthg orlglnal submission Reject
. | MPZ-R3 S7 | submission point in principle.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

0S§13.19

Jade Wikaira
for  Waitetoko
Marae

Standards >
MPZ-R3 S8

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

Noting comments in submissions

that relate to MPZ- Sf1

Maximum Combined Coverage
above, and record that there is a
lack of clarity about how S8 is

intended to interact with S1.

We note out comments in
relaton to S1 (Maximum
Combined Coverage) above,
and record that there is a lack
of clarity about how S8 is
intended to interact with S1.

Reject

As discussed in Key Issues
2 and 3, the Council is
required to manage the
effects of the development.
15% is considered enabling
(relative to rural zonings)
and provides for a suitable
trigger where by the effects
of larger scale development
can be considered through
a non-notified  resource
consent process. The 15%
is greater than that in the
RLZ and, with the other
standards, was developed
to effectively enable a range
of activities on a site at a
scale that considers the
context of the site and
supporting infrastructure
etc. Key Issue 2 sets out a
number of scenarios that
demonstrate how these
standards can work in
practice on a site.

0S13.19

FS20.72

Tredegar Hall
for ~ Nukuhau
Pa, Ngati
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga

Standards >
MPZ-R3 S8

| support the
submission

Accept the original submission
point in principle.

Reject
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No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
Jade Wikaira Support on the basis s
0813.20 for  Waitetoko Standards > | | support the comparable to the GRZ building | Retain provision Accept | Support noted.
MPZ-R3 S4 | provision .
Marae height.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
. | Standards > | | support the Accept the original submission
0813.20 | FS20.73 | Pa, Ngat! MPZ-R3S4 | submission point, Accept
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
The submission seeks to add
exceptions for eaves up to Exception: Eaves (up o
- | seek an | 600mm and shared walls along pron- Need to maintain
Jade  Wikaira . 600mm) of any roof, balcony, . .
: Standards > | amendment | boundaries to the urban MPZ . e . consistency  with  the
08§13.21 for  Waitetoko qutter or downpipe Buildings | Reject . .
MPZ-R3S5 | to the | rules. The change would approach taken in the wider
Marae o " o that share a common wall
provision facilitate common urban building TDP.
) ) e along the boundary.
practices  while  maintaining
planning controls.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
081321 | FS20.74 | Pa, Ngat Standards > Isupport the Agcepttheorlglnalsubm|SS|on Reject
. | MPZ-R3 S5 | submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
The submission requests that all .
L . Any consequential
activities comply with the relevant
o -~ .| amendments necessary to
_ | seek an | identified matters to maintain . S .
Jade  Wikaira : ensure the integrity, intent and Consequential
: Other Plan | amendment | consistency. It seeks . Accept
0813.22 for  Waitetoko , effect of the MPZ Zone is not | amendments made where
Matters to the | consequential amendments to . . in Part .
Marae . . P undermined by the applicable appropriate.
provision ensure the integrity, intent, and

effect of the MPZ Zone are
upheld throughout the Plan.

matters in the balance of the
Plan.
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Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
0S13.22 | FS20.75 :‘Doar NUK“hZE Other Plan | | support the Accept the original submission | Accept
' ' Ra'uhoto Ngati Matters submission point. in Part
Te Urunga
Waitetoko  Marae  supports
retaining Plan Change 47 MPZ
with amendments, recognizing its
alignment with RMA sections
6(e), 7(a), and 8. They agree the
Maori Purpose Zone
appropriately provides for Maori
Jade Wikaira | suoport the culture and traditions. The | Retain Plan Change 47 MPZ
0813.23 for  Waitetoko | MPZ General rovirgi)on submission notes that the | subject to the amendments | Accept | Support noted
Marae P Operative District Plan has failed | outlined within our submission.
to enable development of
multiply owned Maori land or
adequately recognize the s 6(e)
relationship. The Section 32
Evaluation Report supports the
adoption of the Maori Purpose
Zone to address these issues.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
051323 | F$20.76 | Pa Ngati | MPZ General | support the Accept the original submission Accept
' ' Rahhoto Ngati submission point.
Te Urunga
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Point Further . - " o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation

The purpose of the Maori
Purpose Zone is to enable a
In other parts of the Plan both range. of aCth?? on. Maori
Land that specifically meet
. . tangata and mana whenua are .
Maia  Wikaira | seek an . Maori cultural needs on land
for Titari, Rea amendment named. As mana whenua is the owned by tangata
0S14.1 .~ | Introduction more appropriate term, it is Accept | The addition is appropriate.
and Rangipoia to the . | whenua/mana whenua and to
. suggested to be used here in . . o
Whanau provision o . assist Maori communities to
addition to, or in lieu of, tangata X L .
provide for their unique social,
whenua. ;
cultural, environmental and
economic needs within the
Taupo District.
Tredegar Hall That. . the supported
submissions be accepted
2 FIUE | support the where they align with the
0S14.1 | FS20.2 | Pa, Ngati | Introduction ppor y alg Accept
; submission above, and that Proposed Plan
Rauhoto, Ngati
Change 47 be amended
Te Urunga .
accordingly.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
0S141 | FS2077 | Pa,  Ngati | Introduction | | Support the AEEE IS BTG E] SUTTESTIT | -
: submission point.
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
0S14.1 | FS22.60 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction | | Support the Wo seck fhat the whole , ..
submission submission point be allowed.
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. Staff
Dot L Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ izl .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The . original .text madv_ertently, This zone js one way that the . . :
. i and inappropriately, confined the . - This  submission  point
Maia  Wikaira | seek an . . o .| Plan recognises and provides - .
- relationship of Maori with their . . . clarifies that MPZ is not the
for Titari, Rea . amendment .| for the relationship of Maori .
0S14.2 .=~ | Introduction ancestral lands to the Maori | . Accept | only way the plan provides
and Rangipoia to the . .| with their ancestral lands, . .
. Purpose Zone, when this is ) ) for Maori ancestorial land
Whanau provision : . water, sites, waahi tapu, and ) .
required to be recognised across relationship.
. other taonga.
the entire Plan.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau - .
0S142 | FS2078 | Pa,  Ngati | Introduction 'Sus;)“rgf;‘;%nthe Agicrﬁpt 12 EEE] SN -
Rauhoto, Ngati point.
Te Urunga
0S14.2 | FS22.61 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction | | Support the Y oot
submission submission point be allowed.
The zone enables tangata
whenua/mana __whenua to
In other parts of the Plan both | exercise  their  customary
Maia  Wikaira | seek an tangata and mana whenua are | responsibilities as kaitiaki and
for Titari. Rea amendment named. As mana whenua is the | mana  whenua and to
0S14.3 and Ran, inoia Introduction o the | more appropriate term, it is | undertake activities that reflect | Accept | The addition is appropriate.
Whanau gip rovision suggested to be used here in | Maori customs and values.
P addition to, or in lieu of, tangata | Pa/marae provide an important
whenua. community focal point for
social gatherings and cultural
activities. .
0S14.3 | F$22.62 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction | | SuPport the L oot
submission submission point be allowed.

113




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
Maia  Wikaira | seek an MPZ are Maori land within the
0S14.4 for Titari, Rea Introduction amendment | The statute is called the Te Ture | meaning of Section 129 (1) (a, Accent This submission corrects
' and Rangipoia to the | Whenua Maori Act 1993. b or c) of Te Ture Whenua PY | the name of the Act.
Whanau provision Maori kand Act 1993.
0S144 | F$22.63 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction | | Support the L oot
submission submission point be allowed.
Activities that specifically meet
The original text inadvertently, Maori cyltgral needs.can take The addition is appropriate
. . ) place within the Maori Purpose . ;
: - and inappropriately, confined the . and as is consequential
Maia ~Wikaira | seek an relationship of Maori with their Zone in a manner fhat change to ensure
for Titari, Rea | Objectives > | amendment P . | maintains and promotes the g , .
0S14.5 o ancestral lands to the Maori Iy . Accept | consistency it is
and Rangipoia | MPZ-02 to the P 7 hen this i spiritual,  cultural,  social, ded that th
Whanau provision urpose ‘cone, when IS IS .00 omic and environmental recommende a ©
required to be recognised across | . terests and iati ¢ same change be made to
the entire Plan. interests and associations o MPZ-P4.
tangata whenua/mana whenua
with their ancestral lands.
Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau "
0S145 | FS20.7 | Pa, Ngati ﬁtg;i:(t)l\ées g Lusbunﬁrszgg;he Accept this submission point. | Accept
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Objectives > | | support the We seek that the whole
N MPZ-02 submission submission point be allowed. A
Maia  Wikaira | seek  an Tangata whenua can exercise
for Titari. Rea | Obiectives > | amendment Amend to include “rights and” in | their rights and responsibilities
0S14.6 and Rar; inoia MF!Z-O3 0 the the objective, to properly reflect | as mana whenua in the Maori | Accept | The addition is appropriate.
Whanau gip provision the duality of Maori interests. Purpose Zone to: 1. exercise

their rights of kaitiakitanga...
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No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?eCjZEE[/ Reason/Recommendation
Tredegar Hall
57 WULUEL Objectives | support the
0S14.6 | FS20.8 | Pa, Ngati ) ppor Accept this submission point. | Accept
. | MPZ-03 submission
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Objectives | support the We seek that the whole
Uik FERED | Jets il MPZ-03 submission submission point be allowed. A
The submission requests that the | Maori Purpose Activities and
Maia  Wikaira | seek an | Maori Purpose Zone provisions | the comprehensive,
0S14.7 for Titari, Rea | Objectives amendment | be amended to clearly | coordinated and efficient Accent | The addition is aboropriate
' and Rangipoia | MPZ-O4 to the | emphasise both the use and | development and use of P ppropriate.
Whanau provision development of ancestral land. | ancestral land is enabled in the
Maori Purpose Zone...
Tredegar Hall
157 WULUEL Objectives | support the
0S14.7 | FS20.9 | Pa, Ngati ) ppor Accept this submission point | Accept
. | MPZ-04 submission
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga
Objectives | support the We seek that the whole
OIRT | e | Jets R MPZ-04 submission submission point be allowed. A
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P ST Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff :
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
Provide for activities within the
Maori Purpose Zone that meet
Maori cultural needs, including The addition is appropriate.
but not limited to: 1. Maori it is also recommended to
purpose activities; 2. Maori make a consequential
The submission requests that the | cultural activities; 3. residential amendment to MPZ-R3 S8
. . Maori Purpose Zone explicitly | activities; 4. general small to clarify that these activities
Maia  Wikaira | seek an . . e . X
I - provide for a broad range of | scale business activities; 5. are provided for in the
for Titari, Rea | Policies amendment . . . e
0S14.8 o activities that support Maori | business service activities; 6. | Accept | performance  standards.
and Rangipoia | MPZ-P1 to the . . . )
Wh . cultural needs, including hauora, | hauora, social services and currently the reference to
anau provision . X ; , T , .
social services, and educational | educational ~ facilities; 7. Community Uses and a list
facilities. accommodation activities; 8. of activities could
residential visitor inadvertently exclude some
accommodation; 9. community activities. Refer
agricultural,  pastoral  and to Key Issue 2.
horticultural activities; and 10.
community facilities.
Policies | support the We seek that the whole
QAR | FerElE | Jee bl MPZ-P1 submission submission point be allowed. S
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P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
Manage activities that are
potentially compatible with the
purpose, function and Anticipated activities are
predominant character of the identified in MPZ-P1 and
Maori Purpose Zone and also the definition of Maori
ensure it is appropriate for Purpose Activities. These
The proposed changes supporta | such activities to establish in are not exclusive lists. The
clearer reading of the policy. | the Maori Purpose Zone use of the term 'potentially’
Without it there is no clarification | having regard to whether: 1.... in  MPZ-P4 references
Maia  Wikaira | seek an | about what “potentially | ...Potentially compatible activities which require a
0S14.9 for Titari, Rea | Policies > | amendment | compatible activities” are, which | activities include: 1. industrial | Accept | consent and focusses more
' and Rangipoia | MPZ-P4 to the | risks  confusion and  an | activities; 2. primary production | in Part | on the effects of the activity
Whanau provision inadvertent subjective | (excluding agricultural, rather than the activity type.
assessment of activities, plainly | pastoral and  horticultural MPZ-P4 provides a
intended to apply under the MPZ, | activities); 3. rural industry; 4. framework for the effects of
for their “potential compatibility”. | rural transport activities; 5. such activites to be
commercial service activities; considered with a focus on
6. supermarkets; 7. large the those effects on the
format  retail  activities; 8. purpose and function of the
integrated retail activities; and MPZ.
9. entertainment and
hospitality activities.
Policies > | | support the We seek that the whole | Accept
O | PeEE | et MPZ-P4 submission submission point be allowed. | in Part
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No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
This policy is designed to
No other zones have this e
elevated expectation on the gESiif)snmentaIOf any
recognition and provision for . . enhancement  that ma
. i proposed activities. The policy Recogrise —ane p'.s"'de oF y
Maia  Wikaira ; ) these—activities—in—Maori have been undertaken by
- - inadvertently places expectation . :
for Titari, Rea | Policies > | | oppose the Purpose—Zones—which—will . land owners on the MPS.
0S14.10 - C on enhancement of natural : Reject
and Rangipoia | MPZ-P6 provision . . . result—in—an—enhancement—of There are no rules to
environment including . Co
Whanau freshwater creating the  natural  environment require this, it is a statutory
disproportionate burden on mana TESEER 10 [EEAEE
. . through  the  consent
whenua whose land is subject to 10CESS ositve  land
MPZ compared to other zones. process, =~ p :
activities that result in a net
environmental gain.
Policies > | | support the We seek that the whole .
ORI | Pl | e bl MPZ-P6 submission submission point be allowed. R
Maia  Wikaira | seek an | Thereare noruleswith DISorNC | d) Is notidentified as a CON, or ;hlﬁiegigcgist?ilét vrvlf:j?a rﬁ:zcs)
for Titari, Rea | Rules > | amendment | activity status -  suggest | RDIS, BiS-er-NG activity within . pp
0S14.11 o . . 2" : Reject | which may have a DIS or
and Rangipoia | MPZ-R1(1) | to the | removing from permitted activity | the MPZ, there being no DIS or NC which mav aoolv to the
Whanau provision standard (d). NC MPZ activities. MPZ y apply
Rules > | | support the We seek that the whole .
OB | Pl ) e MPZ-R1(1) | submission submission point be allowed. R
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P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
Delete  permitted  activity
standard (a). Whether a business
activity is run by a resident of the The  management  of
site is or otherwise has no impact commercial activities within
on the effects associated with the | aHs—required-to-be-owned-or MPZ is carried out through
activity. However, retention of i ite- coverage  and  other
Maia  Wikaira | seek an | thisrule would preclude business | b) No Industrial Activities in standards. As such it is
0S14.12 for Titari, Rea | Rules > | amendment | activities from being conducted at | MPZ Urban... Accept recommended that this
' and Rangipoia | MPZ-R1(2) | to the | Waitetoko Marae even if they | ...e) Is not identified as a CON, control be removed. The
Whanau provision otherwise complied with | or RDIS, BiS—erNG activity change to 'e'is not accepted
permitted activity standards (b) — | within the MPZ, there being no as the rule also applies to
(e). DIS or NC MPZ activities. district wide rules which
There are no rules with DIS or NC may have a DIS or NC and
activity status -  suggest apply to a MPZ.
removing from permitted activity
standard (d).
Rules > | | support the We seek that the whole
OThn(2 | [Pt | Jee Bl MPZ-R1(2) | submission submission point be allowed. AEE!
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P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:c.epil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
ejec
The effects on the ability of the
site to provide for traditional uses
is not a matter a resource
management  plan  should
concern itself with. If mana The points raised in the
whenua within a Maori Purpose submission are agreed with
Zone want to provide for modern and matter 'c' should be
cultural uses that reflect their | Matters of Discretion a) MPZ - removed. Likewise and
values, whether any residual | Objectives and MPZ - Policies consistent with the relief
‘traditional uses’ are sufficiently | b) Those standards or rules sought by other submitters,
Maia  Wikaira | seek  an retained is not.an. appropriate | which thg proposal does not matter 'd" should be
for Titari. Rea | Rules > | amendment assessment criteria  for the | comply with. e}-Any-effectson Accept amended to refer back to
0S14.13 and Rar;gipoia MPZ-R2(1) | to the district council. It interferes with | the-ability-of the-site-to-provide in Part the function of the zone
Whanau provision our rangatiratanga. For | for—traditional—uses: d) Any rather than relate to

Waitetoko Marae, decisions will
always centre on what is best for
the Marae, acknowledging its

cultural  significance  and
enduring reservation
status. Amend matter  of

discretion (d). Whether the MPZ
is, or becomes, a mixed-use site
will depend on the activities
proposed. Some sites will be
solely papakainga, for example

effects on the amenity of the
zone and, where relevant, its
ability to function effectively as
mixed-use site

amenity. This focus more
on the function of the site
better enables
consideration  of  the
purpose and function of the
site as set out in Key Issue
2.
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No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjzgil Reason/Recommendation
The  maximum  combined . .
coverage on the MPS should be Az Al Ll |S§ue.2
. o N and 3, the Council is
increased from 15% to 40%, or .
o required to manage the
15% of the area not covered by
- effects of the development.
marae buildings where present. o . i
A 15% is considered enabling
The current 15% limit lacks clear . )
Lo (relative to rural zonings)
justification and may unduly . .
. e and provides for a suitable
restrict activities intended to be .
o trigger where by the effects
more permissive. The proposed
o e L of larger scale development
40% figure is informed by .
considerations  of  enabling S 22 GRIBLEEY (U]
0, 0 1fi
Maia  Wikaira | seek an|density and setbacks. We 15% 40% of the total area Qf a non-notified resourc(:)e
I . , that MPS Or where a marae is consent process. The 15%
for Titari, Rea | Standards > | amendment | propose this figure, 0 . . ;
0S14.14 o . . present on a MPS 15% of that | Reject | is greater than that in the
and Rangipoia | MPZ-R3S1 | to the | acknowledging our reading of .
. , : part of the MPS not covered by RLZ and, with the other
Whanau provision some of the other figures in the

standard (such as for business
activities) are proposed to be
15% of the total maximum area
of the MPS, the result of
which would be to narrow the
activities on a single MPS rather
than provide for a mixed use
zone as intended.Any
consequential amendments
necessary to support clarity to
the Plan are also sought.

Marae buildings.

standards, was developed
to effectively enable a range
of activities on a site at a
scale that considers the
context of the site and
supporting infrastructure
etc. Key Issue 2 sets out a
number of scenarios that
demonstrate how these
standards can work in
practice on a site.
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P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
No building or structure shall
exceed a height of 12m
The submission seeks to limit | Exception: pouwhenua Refer to Key Issue 3. The
building heights to 12m, with | antennas, aerials, satellite proposed standards are
Maia  Wikaira | seek an | exceptions for specific | dishes (less than _1m in considered to be
0S14.15 for Titari, Rea | Standards > | amendment | structures. The reason is to | diameter), chimneys, flues, | Accept | appropriate however some
' and Rangipoia | MPZ-R3S4 | to the | provide clarity and allow for | open balustrades and | inPart | changes are required to
Whanau provision customary  and  functional | architectural features (e.q. ensure a  consistent
structures without compromising | finials,  spires,  parapets) approach is taken with the
the overall height restriction. provided these do not exceed wider plan.
the height limit by more than
3m measured vertically.
Refer to Key Issue 3. This
setback is consistent with
The 15m setback unnecessarily | 46m 5m from the MPS other zones within the Plan,
Maia  Wikaira | seek  an constrains the use of land within | boundary. Exception: and ensures that effects
for Titari. R Standards > dment the MPS. Other MPZ Zones, | Waharoa Eaves (up to . both internally and
or Titari, Rea | Standards amendmen
0S14.16 o such as the New Plymouth | 600mm) of any roof, balcony, | Reject | externally can be
and Rangipoia | MPZ-R3S5 | to the District P| donlvas m q ne Build iatel
Whanau provision istrict Plan, proposed only a 5m | qutter or downpipe Buildings appropriately
setback. Additional exceptions | that share a common wall managed. The consent

should also be added.

along the boundary.

pathway is available for
exceedances where
appropriate.
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No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought ,?chcjzgil Reason/Recommendation
The limitation on buildings
is driven by hazard
Maximum combined coverage marlagﬁnjenlt, n partlcultar
and minimum setback .?.ﬁo echnica reqUIrr]emen S
i constrain  the  number of . P
0S14.17 for Titari, Rea | Standards > | | oppose the dwell . Accept | exceeding the standard.
. - C wellings. There is no need for | Delete S6. . :
and Rangipoia | MPZ-R3 S6 | provision . . in Part | Note that in response to
Whanau t.h's. number ’ Wh'c.h may unduly another  submission an
limit what is achievable on an amendment to this standard
MPS when the intention of the is recommended which wil
zoning is to be more permissive. . : -
increase this cap providing
the density standard is met.
See Key Issue 3.
Clarification is required on the . Aayllsiis 2 SER O AT 12
. . Consequential  amendments coverage standards could
. - interaction between S7 and S1. . o e
Maia  Wikaira | seek an . may be necessary to this apply to activities within a
for Titari. R Standards > dment Consequential amendments are ision t i hich MPS N furth
0S14.18 or Titari, Rea | Standards amendmen equired  to  increase  the | Provision to provide a higher | o . : No urther
: q |
and Rangipoia | MPZ-R3S7 | to the percentage to this activity as is consequential amendments
. percentage allowance for the . . .
Whanau provision appropriate for a mixed use are required for the reasons

activity in S7, reflecting its
suitability for a mixed-use zone.

Z0ne

set out in response to those
submission poaints.
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Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

0S14.19

Maia  Wikaira
for Titari, Rea
and Rangipoia
Whanau

Standards >
MPZ-R3 S8

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

Clarification is required on the
interaction between S8 and S1.
Consequential amendments are
required to increase the
percentage allowance for the
activity in S7, reflecting its
suitability for a mixed-use zone.

relation

We note out comments in
(Maximum
Combined Coverage) above,
and record that there is a lack
of clarity about how S8 is
intended to interact with S1.

to S1

Reject

As discussed in Key Issue
3, the Council is required to
manage the effects of the
development. 15% s
considered enabling
(relative to rural zonings)
and provides for a suitable
trigger where by the effects
of larger scale development
can be considered through
a non-notified  resource
consent process. The 15%
is greater than that in the
RLZ and, with the other
standards, was developed
to effectively enable a range
of activities on a site at a
scale that considers the
context of the site and
supporting infrastructure
etc. Key Issue 2 sets out a
number of scenarios that
demonstrate how these
standards can work in
practice on a site.

0S14.20

Maia Wikaira
for Titari, Rea
and Rangipoia
Whanau

Standards >
MPZ-R3 S4

| support the
provision

Support on the basis s
comparable to the GRZ building
height

Retain provision

Accept

Support noted.
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No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegil Reason/Recommendation
The submission seeks to add
exceptions for eaves up to Exceoton: Eaves (up to
Maia  Wikaira | seek an | 600mm and shared walls along 600mpm) o'f anv roof. balcon Need o maintain
for Titari, Rea | Standards > | amendment | boundaries to the urban MPZ ¥ 1907, _bacony, . . .
08514.21 and Ranaiooia | MPZ-R3S5 | to the | rules. The chanae would facilitate qutter or downpipe Buildings | Reject | consistency with rest of the
gip . ' ge wo . that share a common wall Plan.
Whanau provision common urban building practices
. A . along the boundary.
while  maintaining  planning
controls.
The submission requests that all ,
o . Any consequential
activities comply with the relevant amendments necessary to
Maia  Wikaira | seek an | identified matters to maintain ensure the intearit intexan q Consequential
for Titari, Rea | Other Plan | amendment | consistency. It seeks gy, Inten Accept d
0814.22 oo . effect of the MPZ Zone is not | amendments made where
and Rangipoia | Matters to the | consequential amendments to undermined by the anolicable | Part abpropriate
Whanau provision ensure the integrity, intent, and ters in th yb | PP f th ppropriate.
effect of the MPZ Zone are Qla efs In Ihe balance ot the
upheld throughout the Plan. an.
The Titari, Rea and Rangipoia
Whanau are negotiating with Te
Arawhiti to resolve ancillary Please refer to Issue 5. Itis
claims related to Kohineheke recommended that MPS-1
Reserve under the Ngati be removed as a MPZ and
Maia  Wikaira SCHED Turangitukua settlement. This remain as GRUZ. This is
0S14.23 for Titari, Rea 13.11 5 | | support the | ancillary ~ redress, part of | Retain MPS-1 with Reiect unless further evidence can
' and Rangipoia MF"S‘I provision commitments from the 1990s, will | amendments ) be presented showing the

Whanau

transfer properties along Te
Rangitautahanga and Waipapa
Roads to the three whanau. They
have aspirations for this land that
align with the Maori Purpose
Zoning, supporting their unique

land tenure does meet the
definiton of Maori land
under the Te Ture Whenua
Act 1993.
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ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
social, cultural, environmental,
and economic needs. The
whanau participated in  pre-
consultation on PC47 and
requested inclusion of the land
blocks in the plan change.
. Te Tari Whakatau
Rhiannon o
recommends Taupo District
EEEE Council  give  appropriate
Gar)dar for Te consideration to the views of
VEm AR S | SICRIED | support the the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia
0S14.23 | FS23.1 | The Office of | 13.11 ppor ’ gipoia | poiect
submission whanau, as the future owners
Treaty MPS1 . )
of the land in question, to
Settlements . ;
and  Takutai include all t'he land su_bpct to
transfer as included within the
Moana
attached map.
The full extent of land proposed
for  transfer has  been
inadvertently omitted from the Please refer to Key Issue
MPS-1 in PC47. Additional land 5. It is recommended that
blocks are identified for inclusion MPS-1 be removed as a
Maia  Wikaira | seek  an and the boundaries of MPZ-1 MPZ and remain as
for Titari, Rea SCHED amendment need to be amended accordingly. Not GRUZ. This is unless
0S14.24 P 1311 MPS-1 needs to be divided into | Amend boundaries of MPZ-1. further evidence can be
and Rangipoia to the Accept .
MPS1 - three separate MPZ zones to presented showing the land
Whanau provision o
reflect the individual allotments tenure does meet the
for three whanau, supporting definition of Maori land

their unique social, cultural,
environmental, and economic
needs. The submitters are open
to further discussion with the

under the Te Ture Whenua

Act 1993.
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Reason/Recommendation

Point Further
No. Sub No

Council and seek any necessary
consequential amendments to
clarify the Plan.

The submitter supports the
creation of Maori Purpose Zones
in the locations proposed by
PC47, emphasizing that these
zones are well separated from
existing and consented
renewable electricity generation
activites near  Development
Geothermal ~ Systems.  This
separation helps avoid reverse
sensitivity effects by preventing
incompatible land uses from
being in close proximity. The
submitter highlights the
significance  of  renewable
electricity generation in the
Taupo  District, noting its
importance  for  addressing
climate change through
decarbonization. Overall, the
proposal is supported for
enabling Maori  development
aspirations while maintaining the
operational integrity of renewable
energy activities.

Approve PC47 in relation to the
creation of Maori Purpose
Zones in the locations
proposed in PC47 being well Submission noted, in that it
away from existing and A is appropriate that MPZs
ccept .
consented renewable are located to avoid
electricity generation activities incompatible activities.
on, and in the vicinity of,
Development Geothermal
Systems.

Mark Chrisp for
08§15.1 Contact Energy
Ltd

Section 32 | | support the
Report provision

Section 32 | | support the

08151 | FS22.72 | Jade WIKAIRA r
Report submission

Allow. Accept
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No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought ,?chcjzgil Reason/Recommendation
Tuwharetoa needs to lead its
own land development solutions
rather than having top-down
policies imposed by the council. It
criticizes ineffective consultation
efforts and urges a shift from
token consultation to genuine The matters raised in this
partnership with hapu, marae, submission are discussed
and Maori landowners. The in Kev Issues 1 and 4. Use
proposed Maori Purpose Zones | Let Tuwharetoa create its own of tﬁ/e MPZ and .other
are an ill-fitting blend of Maori | solutions to realise its land -
| oppose the | aspirations and local government | aspirations. We do not need a sErElaanrant! aff e e
08§16.1 Bronson Perich | MPZ General PRC pira , g P - Reject | is the landowners
provision planning, unlikely to address | new policy, we need a

current relationship issues. They
recommend supporting Maori
landowners and hapu to create
their own development plans,
backed by council funding and
resources. Additionally, existing
governance frameworks and joint
management arrangements
should be fully implemented to
enhance  collaboration  and
outcomes.

bureaucracy that understands
our needs and is ready to act.

choice. Only land requested
to become MPZ have been
zoned and there is no
requirement on  Maori
landowners to use the MPZ.
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The purpose of the Maori
Purpose Zone is to enable a
In other parts of the Plan both rLange of aCth?? on. Maori
and that specifically meet
o tangata and mana whenua are .
Maia Wikaira on | seek an . Maori cultural needs on land
behalf of amendment named. As mana whenua is the owned by tangata
0S17.1 L Introduction more appropriate term, it is Accept | The addition is appropriate.
Wikaira to the .| whenua/mana whenua and to
. suggested to be used here in . . o
Whanau provision o . assist Maori communities to
addition to, or in lieu of, tangata X L .
provide for their unique social,
whenua ;
cultural, environmental and
economic needs within the
Taupo District.
This submission was made
| suoport the jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.1 | FS22.73 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction subrrF:iF;sion Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Accept
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
The . original .teXt madvgrtently, This zone is one way that the . . .
i and inappropriately, confined the . - This  submission  point
Maia Wikaira on | seek an . . o .| Plan recognises and provides - .
b relationship of Maori with their ) . . clarifies that MPZ is not the
ehalf of . amendment . | for the relationship of Maori .
0817.2 G Introduction ancestral lands to the Maori | . Accept | only way the plan provides
Wikaira to the . .| with their ancestral lands, . .
. Purpose Zone, when this is ) . for Maori ancestorial land
Whanau provision . . water, sites, waahi tapu, and . .
required to be recognised across relationship.
. other taonga.
the entire Plan.
This submission was made
| suooort the jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.2 | FS22.74 | Jade WIKAIRA | Introduction subnﬁipssion Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Accept
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.

129




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position
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Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff

Reason/Recommendation

08173

Maia Wikaira on
behalf of
Wikaira
Whanau

Introduction

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

In other parts of the Plan both
tangata and mana whenua are
named. As mana whenua is the
more appropriate term, it is
suggested to be used here in
addition to, or in lieu of, tangata
whenua

The zone enables tangata
whenua/mana__whenua to
exercise  their  customary
responsibilities as kaitiaki and
mana Wwhenua and to
undertake activities that reflect
Maori customs and values.
Pa/marae provide an important
community focal point for
social gatherings and cultural
activities. .

Accept

The addition is appropriate.

0S§17.3

FS22.75

Jade WIKAIRA

Introduction

| support the
submission

This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae,
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.

Accept

08174

Maia Wikaira on
behalf of
Wikaira
Whanau

Introduction

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

The statute is called the Te Ture
Whenua Maori Act 1993.

MPZ are Maori land within the
meaning of Section 129 (1) (a,
b or c) of Te Ture Whenua
Maori kand Act 1993.

Accept

This submission corrects
the name of the Act.

0S17.4

FS22.76

Jade WIKAIRA

Introduction

| support the
submission

This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae,
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.

Accept
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Staff
Accept/
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Staff
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0817.5

Maia Wikaira on
behalf of
Wikaira
Whanau

Objectives
MPZ-02

Vv

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

The original text inadvertently,
and inappropriately, confined the
relationship of Maori with their
ancestral lands to the Maori
Purpose Zone, when this is
required to be recognised across
the entire Plan.

Activities that specifically meet
Maori cultural needs can take
place within the Maori Purpose
Zone in a manner that
maintains and promotes the
spiritual,  cultural,  social,
economic and environmental
interests and associations of
tangata whenua/mana whenua
with their ancestral lands.

Accept

The addition is appropriate
and as is consequential
change to ensure
consistency it is
recommended that the
same change be made to
MPZ-P4.

0817.5

FS22.77

Jade WIKAIRA

Objectives
MPZ-02

\

| support the
submission

This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae,
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.

Accept

0817.6

Maia Wikaira on
behalf of
Wikaira
Whanau

Objectives
MPZ-03

Vv

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

Amend to include “rights and” in
the objective, to properly reflect
the duality of Maori interests.

Tangata whenua can exercise
their rights and responsibilities
as mana whenua in the Maori
Purpose Zone to: 1. exercise
their rights of kaitiakitanga...

Accept

The addition is appropriate.

0S17.6

FS22.78

Jade WIKAIRA

Objectives
MPZ-03

>

| support the
submission

This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae,
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.

Accept
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The submission requests that the
Maori Purpose Zone provisions | Maori Purpose Activities and
Maia Wikaira on | seek an|be amended to clearly | the comprehensive,
0S17.7 behalf of | Objectives > | amendment | emphasise both the use and | coordinated and efficient Accent | The addition is appropriate
' Wikaira MPZ-04 to the | development of ancestral land. | development and use of P ppropriate.
Whanau provision The amendment aims to reflect | ancestral land is enabled in the
the full scope of activities | Maori Purpose Zone...
important to Maori landowners.
This submission was made
_— jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.7 | FS$22.79 | Jade WIKAIRA ,a*;};_cg‘fs > 'Suzurﬁf;‘;%nthe Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Accept
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
Provide for activities within the
Maori Purpose Zone that meet
Maor cuIt_urgI needg, mcIudmg The addition is appropriate.
The submission requests that the but ot I|m|t.e.d. fo: 1. Maor! it is also recommended to
Maori Purpose Zone explicitly | PUrPOS® activities, 2. Maori make a consequential
. P plicitly cultural activities; 3. residential g
provide for a broad range of activiies: 4. qeneral small amendment to MPZ-R3 S8
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | activities that support Maori scale bﬂsinéssg activities' 5 to clarify that these activities
behalf of | Policies > | amendment | cultural needs, including hauora, . . C are provided for in the
0s17.8 Wikaira MPZ-P1 to the | social services, and educational business service activities; 6. [EeeERRY erformance  standards
. ’ hauora, social services and P '
Whanau provision facilities. The reason for the . T currently the reference to
request is to explicitly include educational . faC|I|t_|e.s_, 7 Community Uses and a list
hauora and social services within accommodation  activities; 8. of activities could
) . s residential visitor )
the zone’s permitted activities. accommodation: 9 inadvertently exclude some
agricultural,  pastoral and S EGIES:

horticultural activities; and 10.
community facilities.
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This submission was made

Policies > | | support the jointly with the Ngati Te

0S17.8 | FS22.80 | Jade WIKAIRA MPZ-P1 submission Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Accept
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.

Manage activities that are

potentially compatible with the
purpose, function and Anticipated activities are
predominant character of the identified in MPZ-P1 and
Maori Purpose Zone and the definition of Maori
ensure it is appropriate for Purpose Activities. These
The proposed changes supporta | such activities to establish in are not exclusive lists. The
clearer reading of the policy. | the Maori Purpose Zone use of the term 'potentially’
Without it there is no clarification | having regard to whether:_1.... in  MPZ-P4 references
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | about what “potentially | ...Potentially compatible activities which require a
0S17.9 behalf of | Policies > | amendment | compatible activities” are, which | activities include: 1. industrial | Accept | consent and focusses more
' Wikaira MPZ-P4 to the | risks  confusion and  an | activities; 2. primary production | in Part | on the effects of the activity
Whanau provision inadvertent subjective | (excluding agricultural, rather than the activity type.
assessment of activities, plainly | pastoral _and _horticultural MPZ-P4 provides a

intended to apply under the MPZ,

for their “potential compatibility”.

activities); 3. rural industry; 4.
rural _fransport activities; 5.
commercial_service activities;
6. supermarkets; 7. large
format _ retail _ activities; 8.
integrated retail activities; and
9. entertainment and
hospitality activities.

framework for the effects of

such

activities to be

considered with a focus on

those

effects on the

purpose and function of the

MPZ.
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This submission was made
- jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.9 | FS22.81 | Jade WIKAIRA | Policies > | | support the Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | -C2%P!
MPZ-P4 submission L in Part
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
This policy is designed to
No other zones have this e
elevated expectation on the gESiif)snmentaIOf any
recognition and provision for Recognise—and—provide—for enhancement that ma
N proposed activities. The policy o . . y
Maia Wikaira on ; ) these—activities—in—Maori have been undertaken by
- inadvertently places expectation . :
behalf of | Policies > | | oppose the Purpose—Zones—which—will . land owners on the MPS.
0817.10 0 C on enhancement of natural , Reject
Wikaira MPZ-P6 provision . . . result-in—an—enhancement—of There are no rules to
Wh environment including . Co
anau freshwater creating the—natural—environment require this, it is a statutory
disproportionate burden on mana TESEER 10 [EEAEE
. . through  the  consent
whenua whose land is subject to 10CESS ositve  land
MPZ compared to other zones. process, =~ p :
activities that result in a net
environmental gain.
This submission was made
Policies > | | suoport the jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.10 | FS22.82 | Jade WIKAIRA ppor Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
MPZ-P6 submission .
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | Thereare noruleswith DISorNC | d) Is notidentified as a CON, or lhlslie:?gcgist?ilclzt vrvlﬂiz rz:zcs)
behalf of | Rules > | amendment | activity status -  suggest | RDIS, BiS-erNG activity within . bp
0S17.11 L . . o . Reject | which may have a DIS or
Wikaira MPZ-R1(1) | to the | removing from permitted activity | the MPZ, there being no DIS or NC which mav aoolv to the
Whanau provision standard (d). NC MPZ activities. y apply

MPZ.
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This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.11 | F$22.83 | Jade WIKAIRA | Rules > || support the Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
MPZ-R1(1) | submission L
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
Whether a business activity is run The  management of
by a r.eS|dent of j[he site s or commercial activities within
otherwise has no impact on the MPZ is carried out through
effects associated with the | aHs—required-to-be-owned-or coverage  and othger
activity. However, retention of i ite:b) stan da?ds As such it is
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | thisrule would preclude business | No Industrial Activities in MPZ recommeﬁ ded that this
0S17.12 behalf of | Rules > | amendment | activities from being conducted at | Urban......e) Is not identified as Acceot | control be  removed  as
' Wikaira MPZ-R1(2) | to the | Waitetoko Marae even if they | a CON, or RDIS, BiS—erNG P .
. , . . = shown in Key Issue 3. The
Whanau provision otherwise complied with | activity within the MPZ, there chanae to ' is not accented
permitted activity standards (b) — | being no DIS or NC MPZ as thge wule also 3 Iiez o
(e).There are no rules with DIS or | activities. district wide rulegpwhich
NC activity status - suggest may have a DIS or NC and
removing from permitted activity aooly 1o a MPZ
standard (d) pply '
This submission was made
Rules > |1 suoport the jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.12 | FS22.84 | Jade WIKAIRA ppor Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Accept
MPZ-R1(2) | submission .
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
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, Staff
P,\? il ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
The effects on the ability of the
site to provide for traditional uses
is not a matter a resource
management  plan  should
concern itself with. If mana The points raised in the
whenua within a Maori Purpose submission are agreed with
Zone want to provide for modern d matter 'c should b
cultural uses that reflect their : . and matier ¢ should be
values, whether any residual Ma'tterls of Discretion a) M.P.Z' remqved. L!keW|se apd
‘raditional uses’ are sufficiently Objectives and MPZ - Policies consistent with the _rellef
retained is not an appropriate b) .Those standards or rules sought b¥ ?thersubmltters,
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | assessment criteria for the \(I;V:r::h| tr\:\tlaithproposal does not ?nigﬁtrje d (:0 resfgcr)utl)c;ck btg
0S17.13 behalf of | Rules > | amendment | district council. It interferes with Py 'E)'“ ° a;ts.; Accept the function of the zone
' Wikaira MPZ-R2(1) | to the | our rangatiratanga. For ; I'S' d) Any in Part rather  than  relate to
Whanau provision Waitetoko Marae, decisions will 3 . .
always centre on what is best for effects on the amenity of the amenity. Th[s focus more
the Marae, acknowledging its zone and, w its on the function of the site
cultural ’significance and at?lllty to funpt|on effectively as bette_r _ enables
enduring  reservation status mixed-use site consideration  of  the
' purpose and function of the
Amend matter of discretion (d). the IR G
Whether the MPZ is, or becomes, ’
a mixed-use site will depend on
the activities proposed. Some
sites will be solely papakainga,
for example
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.13 | FS22.85 | Jade WIKAIRA | Raes > | | suppor the Rengita. Watetoko _Marae, | A<CEP!
-R2(1) | submission . in Part
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
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, Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
As discussed in Key Issue
The maximum combined 2, the Council is required to
coverage on the MPS should be manage the effects of the
increased from 15% to 40%, or development. 15% s
15% of the area not covered by considered enabling
marae buildings where present. (relative to rural zonings)
The current 15% limit lacks clear and provides for a suitable
justification and may unduly trigger where by the effects
e o % 458 s o ot o || O e oo
40% pfigure is. infor?nes by that MPS Or where a marae is a non-notified resourge
Maia Wikaira on | seek an considerations  of  enablin present on a MPS 15% of that consent process. The 15%
0817.14 behalf of | Standards > | amendment density and setbacks Wg part of the MPS ot covered by Reject | is greate? than ihat in theo
' Wikaira MPZ-R3S1 | to the 10D0SE this 'ﬁ ure Marae buildings. Any RLZ and. with the other
Whanau provision gck%owled ing our reading 01’c consequential  amendments standards’ was developed
some of th% c?ther figures ir? the | hecessary to support clarity to to effectivél enable a raﬁ e
standard (such as ?or business the Plan are also sought. of activitiesyon a site atga
activities) are proposed to be scale that considers the
15% of the total maximum area context of the site and
of the MPS, the result of supporting infrastructure
which would be to narrow the etc. Key Issue 2 sets out a
activities on a single MPS rather number of scenarios that
than provide for a mixed use demonstrate how these
zone as intended standards can work in
practice on a site.
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
OS17.14 | FS22.86 | Jade WIKAIRA | pia0dards > |1 support the Rangita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject

submission so

outcomes are sought.

the same
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. Staff
P,\? il ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff .
0. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
No building or structure shall
exceed a height of 12m
The submission seeks to limit | Exception: pouwhenua The proposed standards
building heights to 12m, with | antennas, aerials, satellite are considered to be
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | exceptions for specific structures. | dishes (less than _1m_in appropriate however some
0S17.15 behalf of | Standards > | amendment | The reason is to provide clarity | diameter), chimneys, flues, | Accept | changes are required to
' Wikaira MPZ-R3S4 | to the | and allow for customary and | open balustrades and | inPart |ensure a  consistent
Whanau provision functional  structures  without | architectural features (e.g. approach is taken with the
compromising the overall height | finials,  spires,  parapets) wider plan. See Key Issue
restriction. provided these do not exceed 3.
the height limit by more than
3m measured vertically.
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.15 | FS22.87 | Jade WIKAIRA atggdsgdg . | support the Rengita, Waitetoko ~ Marae, | A°P!
- submission L in Part
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
Refer to Key Issue 3. This
setback is consistent with
The 15m setback unnecessarily | 45m 5m from the MPS other zones within the Plan,
Maia Wikaira on | seek  an constrains the use of land within | boundary. Exception: and ensures that effects
behalf i | Standards > dment the MPS. Other MPZ Zones, | Waharoa Eaves (up to both internally and
0S17.16 enal 0 anaaras amendmen such as the New Plymouth | 600mm) of any roof, balcony, | Reject | externall can be
Wikaira MPZ-R3S5 | to the | 200 y 001, DalcOny, | R o
Whanau provision District Plan, p_rgposed onIqum qutter or downpipe Buildings appropriately
setback. Additional exceptions | that share a common wall managed. The consent

should also be added

along the boundary.

pathway is available for
exceedances where
appropriate.
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. Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ aff .
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.16 | FS22.88 | Jade WIKAIRA | Standards >\ | support the Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
MPZ-R3 S5 | submission .
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
The limitation on buildings
is driven by hazard
. . management, in particular
Maximum combined coverage . .
o geotechnical requirements.
and minimum setback ;
. . ) The consent pathway is
i requirements  will necessarily ]
Maia Wikaira on . available for development
behalf of | Standards > | | oppose the constrain _the - number - of exceeding the standard
081717 L e dwellings. There is no need for | Delete S6. Reject . '
Wikaira MPZ-R3 S6 | provision . . Note that in response to
this number, which may unduly o
Whanau - . . another  submission an
limit what is achievable on an :
. ) amendment to this standard
MPS when the intention of the . ) .
o gy is recommended which will
zoning is to be more permissive ; . .
increase this cap providing
the density standard is met
(see Key Issue 3).
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.17 | F$22.89 | Jade WIKAIRA | Standards > | support the Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
MPZ-R3 S6 | submission .
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
The submitter seeks clarification | Consequential amendments Key Issue 2 sets out how he
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | on the interaction between S7 | may be necessary to this coverage standards could
0517.18 behalf of | Standards > | amendment | and S1, noting a lack of clarity. | provision to provide a higher Reiect apply to activities within a
' Wikaira MPZ-R3 S7 | to the | They suggest consequential | percentage to this activity as is ) MPS. No further
Whanau provision amendments to increase the | appropriate for a mixed use consequential amendments

percentage allowance for the

zone

are required for the reasons
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. Staff
P,\?g.]t gﬂgrﬁ; Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjzgil Reason /Resct:rgmen dation
activity in S7, reflecting its set out in response to those
suitability for a mixed-use zone. submission points.
This submission was made
Standards > | | support the Jomtly" Tl .the MED TG Accept
081718 | F$22.90 | Jade WIKAIRA | B o700, | b Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | : 0°F
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
As discussed in Key Issue
3, the Council is required to
manage the effects of the
development.  15% s
The submitter notes a lack of cor;stl_dere:j I enapllng
clarity regarding the interaction e 0 fura zor!lngs)
between S8 and S1 (Maximum . apd provides for a suitable
S Combined Coverage). They Consequential amendmen’Fs trigger where by the effects
Maia Wikaira on | seek an suggest consequential may be necessary to this of larger scale development
0S17.19 behalf of | Standards > | amendment amendments may be needed to provision to provide a higher Reject can be considered through
' Wikaira MPZ-R3 S8 | to the increase the coveraae percentage to this activity as is a non-notified resource
Whanau provision percentage for this activity Tr?is appropriate for a mixed use consent process. The 15%
adjustment  is considere 4 | Zone. is greater than that in the

appropriate  for a mixed-use

Zone.

RLZ and, with the other
standards, was developed
to effectively enable a range
of activities on a site at a
scale that considers the
context of the site and
supporting infrastructure
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, Staff
ot ATy Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Accept/ Staff :
No. Sub No Reject Reason/Recommendation
etc. Key Issue 2 sets out a
number of scenarios that
demonstrate how these
standards can work in
practice on a site.
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.19 | FS22.91 | Jade WIKAIRA | Standards > | support the Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
MPZ-R3 S8 | submission .
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
Refer to Key lIssue 3 -
Management of internal and
Where develooment is not External Effects within a
. P MPZ. Coverage standards
possible on an area because of
o are a necessary effects-
i additional overlays such as .
Maia Wikaira on | seek an flooding, inclusion of that area in management mechanism
behalf of | Standards > | amendment ’ . 60% of the total area capable , that  support internal
0S17.20 Wikaira MPZ-R3S1 | to the | e MPS would inadvertently | ¢ ooconable use of that MPS | 4% | amenity within the MPZ and
L constrain the effectiveness of the
Whanau provision manage adverse effects on
MPS. We seek an amendment to adioinin land The
refer to the ‘total area of that MPS joining ' .
, consent  pathway is
capable of reasonable use’. ) .
available  where higher
coverage may be
appropriate.
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.20 | F$22.92 | Jade WIKAIRA fﬂtgg‘_ﬁgdgf 'Susburgips‘;%nthe Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
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: Staff
Point Further . . " . . Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought Aé:ecjeegi/ Reason/Recommendation
Maia Wikaira on L
Support on the basis s
0517.21 mg::a of atggf’;gdgf 'rf)‘;f’s‘l’;’: the | comparable to the GRZ building | Retain provision Accept | Support noted
P height.
Whanau
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
081721 | FS22.93 | Jade WIKAIRA fﬂtgg‘_ﬁgdg[ Lusburgips‘;%nthe Rangita, Waitetoko Marae, | Accept
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
The submission seeks to add
exceptions for eaves up to Exceoton: Eaves (up to
Maia Wikaira on | seek an | 600mm and shared walls along 600mpm) o'f any roof. balcony Need o maintain
0S17.22 behalf of | Standards > | amendment | boundaries to the urban MPZ m q . ’B i : Reiect st ith rest of th
' Wikaira MPZ-R3S5 | to the | rules. The change would facilitate | S-er-or dOWNPIpe BURCINGs | REJECt | consistency wifh rest of the
. o ) that share a common wall Plan.
Whanau provision common urban building practices alona the boundar
while  maintaining  planning d -
controls.
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
081722 | FS22.94 | Jade WIKAIRA fﬂtgg‘_ﬁgdg; Lusburgips‘;%nthe Rangita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
Any consequential
Maia Wikaira on amendments necessary to No further consequential
behalf of | Other  Plan | 1 support the All activities shall comply with the | ensure the integrity, intent and amendments are required
0S817.23 Wikaira Matters rostFi)on relevant matters where | effect of the MPZ Zone is not | Reject | for the reasons set out in
Whanau P applicable as identified below undermined by the applicable response to those

matters in the balance of the
Plan.

submission points.
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. Staff
Point Further . - " o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought AI-:\?echFc):E[/ Reason/Recommendation
This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
0817.23 | FS22.95 | Jade WIKAIRA | Other Plan | 1 support the Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Reject
Matters submission .
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
The submitter owns properties
included in PC47’s MPS-3 Maori
Purpose Zone at State Highway
1, Turangi. They support
retaining MPS-3 with proposed
Maia Wikaira on amendments. They reference the
behalf of SCHED | suboort the Section 32 report which | Retain MPS-3 subject to
0S17.24 Wikai 13.11 > Pp acknowledges that the Operative | amendments outlined in this | Accept | Support noted.
ikaira MPS3 provision District Plan h i effectivel bmissi
Whanau istrict Plan has not effectively | submission.
enabled development of multiply
owned Maori land or recognized
the relationship under s 6(e). The
submission  highlights  the
importance of Maori Purpose
Zones to address these issues.
This submission was made
SCHED | support the jointly with the Ngati Te
0S17.24 | FS22.96 | Jade WIKAIRA | 13.11 > |  SUPPO! Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae, | Accept
submission .
MPS3 submission so the same
outcomes are sought.
Maia Wikaira on The submitter owns MPS-4. They
behalf of SCHED | suboort the support retaining MPS-3 with | Retain MPZ-4 subject to
0S17.25 L 13.11 > Pp proposed amendments. They | amendments in this | Accept | Support noted.
Wikaira MPS4 provision he i f the Maori C
Whanau support the intent of the Maori | submission.

Purpose Zone, to recognise and
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Point
No.

Further
Sub No

Submitter

Provision

Position

Submission Summary

Decision Sought

Staff
Accept/
Reject

Staff
Reason/Recommendation

provide for the relationship of
Maori with their ancestral lands, a
matter of national importance
under section 6(e) of the
Resource Management Act 1991
(RMA). The Maori Purpose Zone
also accords with sections 7(a)
and 8 of the RMA

0817.25

FS22.97

Jade WIKAIRA

SCHED
13.11 >
MPS4

| support the
submission

This submission was made
jointly with the Ngati Te
Rangiita, Waitetoko Marae,
submission so the same
outcomes are sought.

Accept

0S18.1

Wiari Rauhina
for Te
Kotahitanga o
Ngati
Tuwharetoa

MPZ General

| seek an
amendment
to the
provision

TKNT supports the intent of Plan
Change 47 to better recognise
Méori land and  enable
development aligned with M&ori
aspirations, but calls for stronger
integration of Te Kaupapa
Kaitiaki to enable hapu-led
kaitiakitanga and true
partnership. They highlight that
the plan retains a conventional
planning framework, positioning
Maori values as considerations
rather than foundational
elements and does not
adequately provide for hapu led
planning and decision-making.
This approach risks. Maori
Purpose Zones becoming mere

Te Kotahitanga o Ngati
Tuwharetoa  supports  the
direction of Plan Change 47
but considers that further
refinement is required to
ensure itegenuinely  gives
effect to Te Kaupapa
Kaitiakisenables hapu-led
kaitiakitanga in practicesand
reflects a true partnership
approachThis is not a matter of
refinement alone. Itis a matter
of ensuring that the planning
framework:*moves  beyond
accommodation  of  Maori
valuesand instead enables a
system where those values
actively shape outcomes

Accept
in Part

As discussed in Key Issue
1, the Strategic Directions
section of the District Plan
covers these
matters. Strategic
Directions covers all parts of
the ODP so it is more
appropriate  that  this
direction sits here.
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. Staff
Point Further . - ” o o Staff
No. Sub No Submitter Provision Position Submission Summary Decision Sought ,?chcjzgf[/ Reason/Recommendation

overlays within a Western system
rather than expressions of
tikanga-based planning
frameworks led by hapu. Key
concerns include lack  of
structural alignment with Te
Kaupapa Kaitiaki, insufficient
hapu-led decision-making
pathways,  consultation-based
engagement models, limited
integration of matauranga Maori,
and unclear implementation
mechanisms. They recommend
embedding Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki
as the gquiding framework,
enabling hapu-led planning,
shifing to partnership-based
engagement, integrating
matauranga Maori, and aligning
council  actions  with  iwi
frameworks and implementation
plans.Further  refinement s
required to PC47 to ensure it
genuinely gives effect to Te
Kaupapa Kaitiakis enables hapu-
led kaitiakitanga in practices and
reflects a true partnership
approach

145




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

0S18.1

FS20.10

Tredegar Hall
for  Nukuhau
Pa, Ngati
Rauhoto, Ngati
Te Urunga

MPZ General

| support the
submission

Accept the original submission
point and amend PC47 so it
genuinely gives effect to Te
Kaupapa Kaitiaki, enables
hapu-led kaitiakitanga  in
practice, and reflects a true
partnership approach.

Accept
in Part

146




Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone - S42A Report

Appendix 2. Recommended Amendments to PC47

Plan Change 47 — Maori Purpose Zones to the Taupd District Plan as Recommended to be Changed by Submissions

May 2026
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Part 3 Area Specific Matters: Special
Purpose Zones — Maori Purpose Zone

The purpose of the Maori Purpose Zone is to provide for areas that function predominantly to enable a range of

activities en-Maeri-tand that specifically meet Maori cultural needs including but not limited to residential and

commercial activities. Maori Purpose Zones are located on land owned by tangata whenua / mana whenua® and

are intended to assist enable Maori communities to provide for their unique social, cultural, environmental and

economic needs within the Taupd District.?

This zone is one way that the Plan® recognises and provides for the relationship of Maori with their ancestral

lands.

The zone enables tangata whenua / mana whenua® to exercise their customary responsibilities as kaitiaki and
mana whenua and to undertake activities that reflect Maori customs and values. Pa/marae provide an important
community focal point for social gatherings and cultural activities. Papakainga and other activities that support,
and are compatible with, Maori Purpose Activities are anticipated in this zone. These include small scale business,

community, and educational activities within a mixed-use setting.
District-wide chapters may also contain provisions that may be relevant for activities in the Maori Purpose Zone.
The Maori Purpose Zone is mapped on the district planning maps.

Maori Purpose Sites (MPS) are defined as a contiguous land area zoned as Maori Purpose Zone, which may

comprise one or more allotments. Maori Purpose Sites are listed in listed in SCHED13.11 - MPZ

MPZ are Maori land within the meaning of Section 129 (1) (a, b or ¢) of Te Ture Whenua Maori Lard® Act 1993.
These Sites have been introduced into the Plan through the first schedule process after being identified by the

relevant owners or trustees.

MPZ - Objectives

MPZ-01 The Maori Purpose Zone recognises the relationship of Maori with their culture, traditions and ancestral
lands by providing for a range of activities that specifically meet Maori cultural needs, including social, cultural
and economic development, and allows whanau to better establish and maintain an ongoing relationship with

their ancestral lands.

1 0S 13.1 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.1 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.1 Wikaira Whanau
20S 5.3 and 0S 5.5 Rangatira E

30S 13.2 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.2 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.2 Wikaira Whanau
40S 13.3 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.3 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.3 Wikaira Whanau

50S 13.4 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.4 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.4 Wikaira Whanau
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MPZ-02 Activities that specifically meet Maori cultural needs can take place within the Maori Purpose Zone in a
manner that maintains and promotes the spiritual, cultural, social, economic and environmental interests and

associations of tangata whenua/mana whenua® with their ancestral lands.

MPZ-03 Tangata whenua can exercise their rights and’ responsibilities as mana whenua in the Maori Purpose

Zone to:

1. exercise their rights of kaitiakitanga, self-determination over their ancestral lands, water, sites and
wahi tapu;

2. provide a safe, nurturing environment for nga uri (descendants), whanau (family), hapi (extended
family), and iwi me nga manubhiri (tribe and visitors);

3. ensure the protection, maintenance and promotion of nga taonga tuku iho (treasures); and

4. avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects of activities.

MPZ-04 Maori Purpose Activities and the comprehensive, coordinated and efficient development and use® of
ancestral land is enabled in the Maori Purpose Zone, whilst ensuring actual or potential adverse effects of

activities are avoided, remedied or mitigated.
MPZ Policies

MPZ-P1 Provide for activities within the Maori Purpose Zone that meet Maori cultural needs, including but not

limited to:
1. Maori purpose activities;
2. Maori cultural activities;
3. residential activities;
4. general small scale business activities;
5. business service activities;

6. Hauora, social services and educational facilities;?

7. accommodation activities;
8. residential visitor accommodation;
9. agricultural, pastoral and horticultural activities; and

10. community facilities.

60S 13.5 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.5 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.5 Wikaira Whanau
70S 13.6 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.6 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.6 Wikaira Whanau
8 0S 13.7 Waitetoko Marae, and OS 14.7 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.7 Wikaira Whanau

9 0S 13.8 Waitetoko Marae, and OS 14.8 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.8 Wikaira Whanau
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MPZ-P2 Recognise and provide for the purpose rele~character*® and function of different M3aori Purpose Zones

including those located within rural and urban settings.

MPZ-P3 Manage the scale—<haracter location and intensity of activities within a MPZ to ensure that they are

compatible with the purpose and function and-character of the Maori Purpose Zone. !

MPZ-P4 Manage activities that are potentially compatible with the purpose; and function—ard—predeminant
eharacter-of the Maori Purpose Zone and ensure it is appropriate for such activities to establish in—theMaer

PurposeZone having regard to whether:2

1. the purpose of the activity assists tangata whenua/mana whenua®® to achieve MPZ-01 - MPZ-04;

2. the activity will assist Maori communities to provide for their social, cultural, environmental and
economic needs;

3. thereis adequate existing and/or planned infrastructure to service the activity;

4. any adverse effects on the environment can be avoided or appropriately remedied or mitigated;

5. any potential conflict between activities within the zone can be avoided or appropriately remedied or
mitigated;

6. the extent to which the activity aligns with the classification of reserve land and with any reserve
management plan activities on the site;

7. activities or development within the zone will not create, accelerate, displace, or increase the effects of

a natural hazard.

MPZ-P5 Avoid land use and development which is incompatible with the purpose and function and-characterof

the Maori Purpose Zone.

MPZ-P6 Recognise and provide for those activities in Maori Purpose Zones which will result in an enhancement

of the natural environment including freshwater quality.

MPZ Rules

MPZ-R1 — PER Activities Subject to

(1) Any activity, building, or | a) Compliance MPZ-S1 to S8 unless specifically provided for in

structure SCHED13.11 - MPZ; and

b) Compliance with any relevant standards in SCHED13.11 - MPZs;
and

c¢) Compliance with standards from MPZ - Other Plan Matters; and

d) Isnotidentified asa CON, RDIS, DIS or NC activity within the MPZ.

(2) Business Activities a—Isrequiredto-be-owned-orrunby-aresident-of thesite.®

100S 5.3 and 0S 5.5 Rangatira E

1.0S 5.3 and 0S 5.5 Rangatira E

1205 5.3,0S 5.5 and OS 5.18 Rangatira E

13 0S13.5 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.5 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.5 Wikaira Whanau
140S 5.3 and 0S 5.5 Rangatira E

15 0S 5.6 Rangatira E
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L Activitios i MRz T
c¢) Compliance with MPZ S1 to S9 including any identified Standard in

SCHED13.11 - MPZ; and
d) Compliance with standards from MPZ - Other Plan Matters; and
e) Isnotidentified as a CON, RDIS, DIS or NC activity within the MPZ.

MPZ -R2 — RDIS activities Subject to

(1) Any activity that does not | Matters of Discretion

comply with any part of MPZ-R1. a) MPZ - Objectives and MPZ - Policies

b) Those standards or rules which the proposal does not comply with.
£ ity of ) et . 17
d) Any effects on the amenityefthezeneandits ability of the zone to

function effectively as a mixed-use site.®

e) Any effects on the functioning of the surrounding environment
including effects on Infrastructure.

f)  The results of any geotechnical assessments associated with any
proposed residential land uses — where an application triggers MPZ
S6.

g) The likelihood and consequence posed by any natural hazards

occurring on the site.”

Notification: Applications under MPZ-R2-RDIS (1) will not be notified.

MPZ-R3-NC Activities 2

(1) Industrial Activities within

MPZ-Urban

MPZ Standards

MPZ-R3 - Standards

MPZ — Rural MPZ - Urban

S1 — Maximum Combined Coverage

15% of the total area of that MPS i 60% of the total area of that MPS

Or where a marae is present on a MPS 15% of that Or where a marae is present on a MPS 40% of

part of the MPS not covered by Marae buildings. that part of the MPS not covered by Marae
Buildings.

16.0S1.1 Cheal Consultants

17.0S 13.13 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.13 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.13 Wikaira Whanau

18 0S 5.8 Rangatira E, OS 13.13 Waitetoko Marae, OS 14.13 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.13 Wikaira Whanau
190S1.7 and 0S1.8 Cheal Consultants

200S1.1 Cheal Consultants

PCA7 s42A report Reviewed 151



Plan Change 47 Maori Purpose Zone — Taup0 District Plan — Hearing Text

MPZ-R3 - Standards

MPZ — Rural

MPZ - Urban

This standard does not apply to:

Marae buildings
ii. Rainwater collection tanks.

iii. Ramps, landings, and other roofed
structures to provide access to buildings

for the mobility impaired.

This standard does not apply to:

iv. Marae buildings

V. Rainwater collection tanks.

ii. Ramps, landings, and other roofed
structures to provide access to

buildings for the mobility impaired.

S2 — Qutdoor Living Spaces

N/A

20% of the site shall be planted in grass or vegetation

or landscaped with permeable materials.

S3 — Maximum Height to Boundary

N/A

No building or structure shall project beyond a 45-
degree recession plane measured from a point 2.5m
vertically above ground level, as measured along

boundaries of the MPS.
This standard does not apply to:

i.  Road boundaries.

ii.  Adjoining sites that have a common wall along a
shared boundary.

iii. Boundaries abutting an access lot or right of

way, in which case the farthest boundary of the

access lot or right of way shall be used for the
purpose of assessing compliance with this
standard.

Boundaries adjoining sites zoned Commercial,

Mixed Use, Open Space, or Industrial.

v. Antennas, aerials, satellite dishes, pouwhenua,
chimneys, flues, and architectural features less
than 1m in width, providing they do not exceed
the recession plane by more than 3m measured
vertically.

vi.  Structures for the generation of electricity to

service the residential unit to which it is affixed

(such as solar panels, or micro wind turbines)

S4 — Maximum Building Height

No building or structure shall exceed a height of

12m

i No building or structure shall exceed a height of

8m + 1m for pitched roofs.
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MPZ-R3 - Standards

MPZ — Rural MPZ - Urban

This standard does not apply to Antennas, aerials, This standard does not apply to:

satellite dishes, pouwhenua, chimneys, flues, and

i pouwhenua

architectural features less than Im in width, i, Structures for the generation of

providing they do not exceed the height limit by electricity to service the

more than 3m 2L residential unit to which it is
affixed (such as solar panels, or

micro wind turbines).

S5 — Minimum Building Setbacks from MPS boundary

i 15m from the MPS boundary. i 5m from the front boundary of the MPS

Exception: Waharoa and Water tanks i 1.5m from all other boundaries of the MPS

S6 Number of Dwellings per MPS

No more than 15 per MPS which have a nominal N/A

allotment less than 2 ha.??

S7 — Business Activities

area these | ii

i The maximum gross

of Business
ZActivities shall not exceed 200m? or 15% of the
total area of that MPS for indoor and 200m? or 15%

of that MPS for outdoor, whichever is the larger.

The maximum gross area of Commercial and
Home—Business®™ Activities shall not exceed
100m? (indoor and outdoor) or 15% of the total

area of that MPS whichever is the larger.

S8 - Community and Education Facilities uses-{includes-educationspiritual-and-health-facilities).”

i The maximum gross area of these activities shall not | ii  The maximum gross area of these uses shall not

exceed 15% of the total area of the MPS for indoor exceed 100m? (indoor and outdoor) or 15% of

and 15% of the MPS for outdoor. the total area of that MPS whatever is the larger.

Exception: Marae Buildings Exception: Marae Buildings

MPZ - Other Plan Matters
All activities shall comply with the relevant matters where applicable as identified below:

1. Chapters1-6

21 0S 13.15 Waitotoko Marae, OS 14.15 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.15 Wikaira Whanau

220S 6.1 Shane Heremaia, OS 13.17 Waitotoko Marae, OS 14.17 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.17 Wikaira Whanau
230S 5.12 Rangatira E

24 (S 5.12 Rangatira E

2> 0S 13.8 Waitotoko Marae OS 14.8 Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and OS 17.8 Wikaira Whanau
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Section 7.1 Energy, 7.2 Infrastructure, 7.3 Transport

Section 8.1 Contaminated Land, 8.2 Hazardous Substances, 8.3 Natural Hazards

Chapter 9 Historic and Cultural Values

Chapter 10 Natural Environment

Chapter 11 Subdivision

Section 12.1 Activities on the Surface of Water, 12.2 Air Emissions, 12.3 Earthworks, 12.4 Financial
Contributions, 12.5 Light, 12.6 Noise, 12.7 Signs, 12.8 Temporary Activities

N o vk N
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SCHED13.11 - MPZ

Site ID | ldentifier Legal Description Type Standard
MPSL | Te—Ranghautahangs | HOT41-DPR29782, PTHOTDR | Urban
Fese L2 0 Snes Sl Le il O

B

Faranet
MPS- 46 Hirangi Road | Waipapa 1D2B1 Urban
12 Turangi 3334
MPS- State  Highway 1 | PT Tauranga Taupo 2B2L41 Urban
23 Turangi
MPS- 301 State Highway 1 | Tauranga Taupo 2B2L22 Urban
34 Turangi
MPS- 3245 State Highway 1 | Tauranga Taupo 2B2M3A ML | Rural
45 Turangi 17862
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Part 2 —District Wide Matters

7. Energy, Infrastructure and Transport

7.2 INF — Infrastructure

INF-R5 — Stormwater Standards

3. All Residential Zones and MPZ

7.3 Transport

TRAN-R5 - Maximum Equivalent Vehicle Movements

6. Vehicle movements within the MPZ

a. MPZRural - 100 EVM per day where access is to a State Highway, otherwise 200 EVM’s for that MPS
or 24 per dwelling whichever is higher.
b. MPZ Urban - 150 EVMs for that MPS or 24 per dwelling whichever is higher.

10. Minimum Standards for Driveways and Accessways

Note: For the purposes of Tran-R4 10 and Table 1 Rural Zones include MPZ-Rural and Residential Zones include

MPZ-Urban. %®

12 General District Wide Matters

12.2 Air — Emissions?’

AIR — R2 — PER Activities within MPZ Subject to

a. There shall be no discharge of offensive or
objectionable odour:
|.at or beyond the boundary of that MPS,
[l.within the notional boundary of any residential
building within that MPS

2. Any activity provided for as a PER activity

12.3 Earthworks

EW-R1 — Per Activities Subject to

b. Disturbance of the MPS at any one time while
redeveloping — no maximum

c. No dust or silt nuisance beyond the boundary of
the MPS

11. Earthworks within MPZ

26 0S 11.4 Fire and Emergency New Zealand
270S1.2 and 0S1.3 Cheal Consultants Limited
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d. 1.5m vertical ground alteration outside the
minimum building setback in a new face or cutand / or
fill for MPZ-Urban

e. 0.5m vertical ground alteration within the
minimum building setback requirement for MPZ -
Urban

12.5 Light

LIGHT-R1 PER activities within RLZ, MRZ, GRZ, | Light X — MPZ Max Artificial Light

LRZ,

Overlay, MPZ

MUZ, NCZ, GIZ-PREC1-Taupo-Light

1. Any activity provided for as a PER activity

a. Maximum artificial light levels of 8 lux (lumens per
square meter) at the boundary.

b. For MPZ 8 LUX (lumens per square meter) at the
boundary of that MPS.

12.6 Noise

NOISE-R2 - MRZ, GRZ, LRZ, MPZ-Urban,’® NCZ NOISE LIMITS

1.The noise rating level arising from any activity measured within the boundary of any MRZ, GRZ, LDRZ, MPZ-

Urban?® or NCZsite or the notional boundary of any residential zone site, other than from the site where

the noise is generated, shall not exceed the following limits:...

NOISE-R8 GRUZ, and RLZ and MPZ-Rural®®

1.

The noise rating level arising from any activity measured within the notional boundary of any GRUZ,
orRLZ or MPZ Rural®! site or within the boundary of any GRZ site, other than the site where

the noise is generated, shall not exceed the following limits:
a. 7.00am — 10.00pm 55dB Laeq (15 mins)
b. 10.00pm — 7.00am 40dB Laeq (15 mins) and

c.  10.00pm —7.00am 70dBA Laf(max)

Maximum Noise — Electricity Generation Core Sites
Noise from uses at Electricity Generation Core Sites established either prior to the notification of this
Plan (July 2000) or approved by way of resource consent shall comply with the noise limits specified

in R8.1 above as measured:

28 0S 1.5 Cheal Consultants

290S 1.5 Cheal Consultants

300S 4.2 and OS 4.3 NZ Transport Agency

31 0S 4.2 and OS 4.3 NZ Transport Agency
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4.

a.

outside the noise control boundary relating to each Electricity Generation Core Site as

shown on the Planning Maps; or

within the Notional Boundary of any residential unit within the GRUZ-e+ RLZ or MPZ-

Rural*’where this is beyond the noise control boundary; or
at the boundary the MRZ, GRZ or LRZ where this is beyond the noise control boundary.

Any new Buildings with habitable rooms (i.e. Residential units, retirement homes, etc), built
within the noise control boundaries shall be required to ensure they are appropriately

designed to achieve suitable internal noise levels (35dB Laeg).

The noise control boundary will be either the Electricity Generation Core Site boundary or
the existing 40dB Laeq and 75dB Larimax) cOntour where this is beyond the Core Electricity

Generation Site boundary, as shown on the planning maps.

Maximum Noise - well drilling and testing

Noise from well drilling and testing:

at the boundary of any site within the MRZ, GRZ or LRZ; within the notional boundary of
any residential unit or accommodation activity within the RLZ ard GRUZ or MPZ- Rural®*
shall not exceed the noise levels set out in below, measured and assessed in accordance
with the provisions of NZS 6803:1999 Acoustics - Construction Noise, if the occupiers do not

agree to vacate the premises at the noise generator’s expense during the drilling period.

Time Period Monday to Sunday (Inclusive)

320S 1.5 Cheal Consultants

33 0S 1.5 Cheal Consultants

340S 1.5 Cheal Consultants
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12.7 Signs

SIGN-R1 = PER

activities

Subject to

11. Signs within the
MPZ

a. Maximum total face area of signs visible from outside of the MPS *- 4m?

b. Signage must relate to the activity undertaken on the MPS
c. Noflashing, reflectorised or illuminated signage
d. Where a sign faces a State Highway:

ii. A sign must not display more than 6 words, symbols, or graphics
and no more than 40 characters

iii. Lettering and symbols used must be at least 160 millimetres

in height.

12.8 Temporary Activities

TEMP-R2 PER
activities within MPZ,

GRUZ and RLZ

Subject to

1. Any temporary
activity, being an
activity of up to a total
of four operational

days in any 6 month

period, which
exceeds any
standard(s).

a. There are no new permanent structures constructed; and

b. Once the activity has ceased, the site (including vegetation and the surface
of the ground of the site) is re-instated to its condition prior to the activity

commencing; and

c. Anallowance of 14 non-operational days in any six month period

associated with the activity is not exceeded.

35(0S 5.14 Rangatira E
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Part 2 —District Wide Matters - Subdivision

SUB-P14 Maori Purpose Zone

Within the Maori Purpose Zone, avoid subdivision that will alienate Maori from their customary lands.

Rules
SUB-R12 — RDIS Activity MPZ Subject to
1. Subdivision within MPZ Matters of Discretion

a) Those Objectives and Policies set out in MPZ1 and MPZ2

b) The need for the land to remain as Maori land.

¢) The need to ensure an ongoing connection between the land and
its ancestral owners.

d) The ability of the land to meet Maori cultural needs.

e) Thatthe land is to be used for traditional activities.

f)  Thelikelihood and consequence posed by any natural hazards

occurring on the site.>®

Notification: Applications under SUB-R12-RDIS Activity MPZ will not be

notified.

36 0S 1.7 and 0S1.8 Cheal Consultants
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3 Interpretation

3.1 Definitions

Maori Purpose Sites (MPS) A contiguous land area zoned as Maori Purpose Zone, which may comprise one or
more allotments

Maori Purpose Activities: means the use of land and structures for a range of activities for Maori cultural,
community and living purposes, and integrated Maori development, including but not limited to one or more of
the following activities:

e marae;
e papakainga;
e urupa;

e wahanga;

e customary activities;

e home business;

e arts and cultural centres;

e cultural education and research facilities;

e  Maori cultural activities;

e childcare services, kohanga reo or kura (schools).

Maori Cultural Activities: means activities undertaken by or associated with whanau, hapl or iwi that are in

accordance with tikanga.

Marae: Means kaupapa Maori cultural complex centred around a wharenui (meeting house). A complex can
include a range of ancillary structures and activities such as whare kai (kitchen & dining facilities), a whare moe
(sleeping spaces), whare hui (meeting spaces), Whare paku (ablution blocks), administration spaces, whare
taonga (spaces for displaying treasures), permanent hangi pits, outdoor food preparation areas, small-scale

associated storage areas, carving installations, and landscaped outdoor areas.
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Maps of Proposed Maori Purpose Zones

Removal of MPS-1
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19 May 2026

Taupo District Council
Private Bag 2005
Taupo Mail Centre
Taupod 3352

For: Hilary Samuel, Senior Policy Advisor (by e-mail)

Proposed Plan Change 47 — Maori Purpose Zone

1. You have sought my advice on issues relating to Proposed Plan Change 47 (PC47), which is a plan
change initiated by the Taupo District Council (Council) to establish a Maori Purpose Zone (MPZ)
on identified areas of land in the Taupo District.

2. The key issue that you have asked me to address is the scope of PC47 as notified and hence
whether submissions provide the ability for mapping changes to be made to PC47 to include areas
not originally mapped as being within the MPZ.

3. In addition, you have asked me to address the issue of whether or not a parcel of land is Maori
land for the purposes of its inclusion in the MPZ.

Background and context

4. The purpose of the MPZ is to enable a range of activities on Maori Land that specifically meet
Maori cultural needs on land owned by tangata whenua and to assist Maori communities to
provide for their unique social, cultural, environmental and economic needs within the Taupo
District.

5. It is clear from PC47 as notified that an area of land, which forms part of the Kohineheke Reserve
in Turangi, was not mapped as being within the MPZ as notified®. Another much larger area of
directly adjoining land, which is also part of the Kohineheke Reserve?, was however mapped as
being within the MPZ as MPZ-13,

6. All of these parcels of land are identified in Schedule 13.11 on page 7 of PC47 as being within Site
ID MPS-1%, but the identification is by reference to a street address and the legal descriptions of
the relevant land parcels. MPS-1 in Schedule 13.11 is not identified as either the Crescent
Reserve or Kohineheke Reserve and PC47 does not use these reserve descriptions at all.

This is Section 2 SO 36174, an area of land of about 2.3043 hectares with frontage onto Te Rangitautahana Road
The Gazette notice for the parcels of land refers to it as the Crescent Reserve

Comprised of Pt Lot 1 DP 32861 (26.8356ha), Section 1 SO 36174 (0.1543ha) and Lot 41 DP 29782 (0.0620ha)
Which itself differs from the mapped area which is labelled as MPZ-1

A W ON R

E jw@jameswinchester.co.nz | P 06 883 0080 | M 021303700 jameswinchester.co.nz
Joll Commons, Level 1,17 Joll Road, Havelock North 4130 | PO Box 8161, Havelock North
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In the circumstances, there is a clear discrepancy between what is mapped and the land parcels
identified in Schedule 13.11. Based on the mapping in PC47 and the lack of clarity about the area
of land intended to be included within MPS-1 in Schedule 13.11, there is some likelihood that
potential submitters could have assumed that the parcel of land fronting Te Rangitautahana Road
(Section 2 SO 36174) had been deliberately omitted.

In addition, it appears that Section 2 SO 36174 (the unmapped land) still has legal status as a
reserve and is not yet Maori Land, along with the other parcels in MPS-1. While the purpose of
PCA47 appears to be intended to apply only to Maori Land, this term is not defined in either PC47
or the Taupo District Plan (TDP). PC47 does however identify that the meaning of Maori Land for
the purposes of PC47 is the same as that in section 129(1)(a), (b) or (c) of Te Ture Whenua Maori
Act 1993 (TTWMA).

Summary of advice

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

While it appears that the unmapped land was intended to be subject to PC47 due to its
identification in Schedule 13.11, the omission of the unmapped land from MPZ-1 on the PC47
planning maps creates material uncertainty for submitters as to whether this parcel of land was
intended to be within the scope of PC47.

Three submissions appear to have understood the unmapped land to have been within the
intended scope of PC47, but all of these submissions oppose its inclusion (along with the other
parcels of land within MPS-1 in Schedule 13.11). Another submission seeks inclusion of different
additional land within MPS-1 and the planning maps, but does not address the omission of the
unmapped land. There are no submissions which identify the discrepancy between Schedule
13.11 and the PC47 maps with regard to the intended coverage of MPS-1/MPZ-1 and nor are
there any submissions seeking that the unmapped land be mapped in MPZ-1.

In the circumstances, | consider it to be doubtful that there is scope for the unmapped land to be
mapped and/or be subject to PC47 (if approved). While it appears to have been intended that the
unmapped land should be subject to PC47, its omission from the planning maps is significant and
likely to have been understood by potential submitters to have been deliberate.

The absence of a submission seeking rectification of the mapping omission means that there is
likely no scope to change the mapping of MPZ-1 to include the unmapped land. In addition, | do
not consider that clause 16(2) of the First Schedule to the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA)
could be relied upon to rectify this matter, as it would not address a change of minor effect or a
minor error.

In terms of the legal status and ownership of the unmapped land, the question of whether or not
it is currently Maori Land is likely not material given the scope issue above. More generally
however, the fact that other land is not currently within Maori ownership has the potential to
create both a jurisdictional and merits issue as to whether or not it should be subject to PC47,
because the expressed purpose of PC47 is to create a planning framework for management of
land owned by tangata whenua and expressly references relevant provisions of TTWMA in that
regard.

Accordingly, if there is scope to include the unmapped land in the planning maps, then its current
or proposed future legal status is potentially relevant for jurisdictional reasons and in terms of the
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15.

overall merits of its inclusion. The issue of ownership could also create jurisdictional
considerations for further areas of land clearly identified within PC47 but not having legal status
as Maori Land, which | understand to only be relevant to the Kohineheke Reserve rather than any
of the other Maori purpose sites proposed to be included.

This issue is however finely balanced given the Council’s role and functions under the RMA, and it
is not clear whether the Council intended to create a jurisdictional issue as an “entry point” based
on ownership or legal status when promulgating PC47. Given the complexities associated with
Maori land law, it would likely benefit from clarification provided by submitters.

Analysis of scope and relief

16.

17.

18.

19.

Because PC47 is a discrete plan change, the line of case law as to whether submissions are “on” a
plan change will apply, along with legal principles relating to the clarity of what has been notified
in the plan change so that potential submitters have an understanding about what is covered and
how they might be affected. There is an underlying fairness consideration which applies, in that
decisions on submissions should not involve outcomes that have not been reasonably appreciated
or foreseen as a possible consequence by members of the public.

The test of fairness in plan change processes relates to foreseeability of outcomes, not necessarily
the merits of a potential outcome. In this instance, the fairness consideration applies as much to
the content and clarity of PC47 as notified as it does to the scope of submissions and availability
of relief. Whether the outcome might be appropriate is not the test, as the fairness consideration
is based on the risk that persons directly or potentially directly affected have been denied an
effective opportunity to address foreseeable outcomes or respond to changes sought in the plan
review process.

In this instance, the scope issue arises somewhat unusually from the content of PC47 as notified,
rather than submissions seeking relief which may not have been reasonably foreseen or may not
be “on” PC47. Another way of approaching the issue is to ask whether the outcome of mapping
the unmapped land within the MPZ is reasonably foreseeable based on PC47 as notified and/or
the scope of all submissions on the issue’.

In my view, PC47 as notified is problematic because the area shown as MPZ-1 on the planning
map expressly excludes the unmapped land. | would observe that the courts have accepted in
various cases that the planning maps are usually the starting point for any examination of a
planning document for the purpose of making submissions and, notwithstanding the need for
close examination of words in the provisions themselves, the maps reveal the extent of the
coverage of relevant plan provisions so that potential submitters can identify how they might be
affected.

A parallel can be drawn with the Court’s findings in Well Smart Investment Holding (NZQN) Ltd v Queenstown Lakes
DC [2015] NZEnvC 214 regarding the foreseeability of a further extension of a new Queenstown Town Centre Zone. It
was only by looking at one of the many appendices to the s32 evaluation that neighbouring landowners and occupiers
would appreciate that the appellants’ land might be rezoned. The Court found that while potential submitters should
look at the s32 evaluation, it was unfair to expect them to pore over the appendices.
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

This discrepancy might be less problematic if Schedule 13.11 used descriptors which provided
greater clarity to members of the public about the land that was intended to be included within a
relevant Maori purpose site. By using its legal description alone however, relevant land parcels
have been identified in a manner that would make it difficult for members of the public to
understand the location and area of the parcels.

A submission seeking inclusion of the unmapped land on the planning maps (if there was such a
submission) could also give rise to a scope issue as to whether such a submission was “on” PC47.
In my view however, for the reasons set out below, this issue does not arise.

Two submissions were made which expressly address the unmapped land (along with the land
mapped as MPZ-1), namely:

a. Submission 2, John and Beverley Campbell; and
b. Submission 9, Johnnie Mushet.

Both of these submissions appear to identify that the submitters understood that the unmapped
land was intended to be included within MPZ-1, but irrespective of this the submitters clearly
oppose the rezoning of all relevant parcels. Submission 8 by Courtney Lambert opposes the
rezoning of the Kohineheke Reserve generally, but does not specifically refer to the unmapped
land.

Submission 14 by Maia Wikaira on behalf of the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau identifies in a
covering letter the submitters’ interest in ancillary claims and redress issues in relation to
Kohineheke Reserve (formerly known as Crescent Reserve). The letter identifies that part of the
proposed land to be transferred from the Crown to the submitters by means of ancillary redress is
identified as MPS-1 in PC47, but notes that the full extent of the land identified has been
inadvertently omitted from that proposed Maori purpose site. Appendix 1 to the letter however
identifies a different area of land that the submitters seek to have included and mapped as MPZ-
1, rather than the unmapped land.

The balance of submission 14 seeks a range of detailed relief but does not address the inclusion
or omission of the unmapped land in Schedule 13.11 nor the mapped area of MPZ-1.

Further submissions

26.

27.

For completeness, | note that further submissions specifically address the unmapped land,
including a further submission from the Office of Treaty Settlements, and a further submission
from the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau which opposes the Lambert, Campbell and Mushet
submissions identified earlier. In turn, Mr Mushet made a further submission in support of the
Campbell and Lambert submissions.

The law is however well-settled® that further submissions cannot create a basis for relief.
Accordingly, despite the clarity of the further submission by the Office of Treaty Settlements (in

See for example Telecom NZ Ltd v Waikato DC EnvC A074/97
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particular) about the scope of land which could have been included in Schedule 13.11 and
mapped as MPS-1 in PC47 in terms of proposed redress, this does not have any legal effect in
terms of jurisdiction/scope or the legal ability to grant mapping relief.

Summary on scope/jurisdiction

28.

29.

While it appears to have been intended that the unmapped land should be subject to PC47 due to
the identification of the relevant land parcel” in Schedule 13.11, | consider its omission from the
planning maps is material and likely to have been understood by potential submitters to have
been deliberate. This creates both scope and fairness issues.

The absence of a submission which clearly seeks rectification of the omission of the unmapped
land means that there is likely no scope to change the mapping of MPZ-1 to include the
unmapped land. In addition, | do not consider that clause 16(2) of the First Schedule to the RMA
could be relied upon to rectify this matter, as it would not address a change of minor effect or a
minor error. Such a change can only be made if it is neutral in effect in terms of impacting on the
rights and interests of actual or potential submitters®. Given the Lambert, Campbell and Mushet
submissions, it could not be considered to be neutral.

Relevance of the legal status or ownership of land

30.

31.

32.

33.

Given the scope position identified above, the issue of whether or not the unmapped land is
Maori Land may not be material.

There is however the potential for other issues to arise with regard to PC47 in terms of the other
land that is clearly identified for inclusion but may not currently be within Maori ownership
(which | understand is an issue only for the Kohineheke Reserve). This issue is finely balanced
given that the expressed purpose of PC47 is to create a planning framework for management of
land owned by tangata whenua and expressly references relevant provisions of TTWMA in that
regard.

As such, a potential jurisdictional issue arises (distinct from the issue of scope) as to whether such
land can be subject to PC47 because of ownership/legal status issues. In other words, it is
arguable that the purpose of PC47 has created a jurisdictional threshold or “entry point” based on
ownership or legal status.

In that regard, the introduction to PC47 states that MPZ are Maori land within the meaning of
section 129(1)(a), (b) or (c) of TTWMA. Section 129(1)(a), (b) (c) of TTWMA identifies the status of
this land as follows:

a. Maori customary land;
b. Maori freehold land; and
c. General land owned by Maori.

Albeit, by using its legal description alone, it was identified in a manner that would make it difficult for members of the
public to understand the location and area of that parcel
Re an Application by Christchurch CC (1996) 2 ELRNZ 431 (EnvC)



https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r04/___https://anzlaw.thomsonreuters.com/Link/Document/FullText?refType=N2&serNum=1996718309&pubNum=0005892&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&ppcid=88765eb3d85e42dea18dcf905778b3c0&contextData=(sc.Category)&comp=wlnz___.Y3A0YTp0YXVwb2Rpc3RyaWN0Y291bmNpbDE2OTE2MzQ4MjA1NTA6YzpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2F0dGFjaG1lbnQ6YWZjOTVjNmFmMWJjYmVkMWQ5ZDZlNjEzNjVkZjE5Zjk6Nzo1MTIyOjA1ZjU0MGE0OTRlODZlYzc5YWUwYTRkZjFiODA2ZDY0NTc1NzkzOTU0MzNmZGZlN2U3YmRjZWZjMWQ4MWM2YjQ6cDpUOk4

JAMES WINCHESTER
BARRISTER

34, It is possible that some submitters have identified this issue as a jurisdictional issue, in that if land
does not currently have that legal status, then it should not be within the scope of PC47°. Equally
however, it appears that some land which has been identified in PC47 will very likely have that
status in the future and hence provision has been made for its management on that basis. The
latter consideration is more likely a merits issue that can be the subject of evidence, but it would
not necessarily overcome a jurisdictional argument if the legal effect of PC47 is that it can only
apply to Maori Land.

35. Under TTWMA, the Maori Land Court has jurisdiction to determine or declare the legal status of
Maori Land. In addition, such status could arise or be conferred through Treaty Settlement and
redress processes. Maori land law issues are complex and other provisions of section 129 of
TTWMA indicate that land could qualify as being within the scope of subsections (1)(a), (b) or (c)
based on specific facts and circumstances. That is however a matter beyond my expertise to
advise on.

36. It is not clear whether the Council intended to create a qualifying or “entry point” jurisdictional
issue about land status or ownership when notifying PC47, but that appears to be the position on
the face of PC47. In saying that, | would not usually consider that the Council in its decision-
making capacity on PC47 should be expected to resolve potentially complex legal arguments
about the ownership or legal status of land in determining the most appropriate planning
provisions for that land.

37. On balance, | would tend to the view that the fact that land is identified within PC47 which is not
currently Maori Land could involve a jurisdictional issue for the purposes of the RMA, because the
drafting of PC47 appears to create an entry criterion based on legal status.

38. | note however that there are submissions which suggest that PC47 should be more focused on
purpose and less on land status, and such submissions could have some relevance to these issues.
In addition, | expect that submitters such as the Titari, Rea and Rangipoia Whanau and the Office
of Treaty Settlements may well be in a position to provide some additional clarity on ownership
and land status issues in terms of TTWMA, which would no doubt assist with decision-making.

39. | trust that this advice has been of assistance. Please let me know if any clarification or further

advice is required.

Yours sincerely

James Winchester

9 It appears that some submitters have adopted this view
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