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INTRODUCTION 

Qualifications and experience 

1. My name is Simon Westley Bothamley. I am a Director of Skyplay Adventures Limited. 
I am a trade certificate-qualified engineer with experience in aircraft engineering 
and qualifications in rigging. I have also been a commercial helicopter pilot for 20 
years and have a helicopter agricultural qualification. 

2. I was born and bred in Taupō and now live here with my wife and three boys. 

3. I am presently self-employed, mainly carrying out earthworks and land restoration 
work for various clients including local iwi. I am currently working with local iwi at 
Tarawera Station to clear scrub and restore native species to the land.  

4. My work in the Taupō area has included landscaping and roading, so I have 
knowledge of civil construction in the pumice soils of the area. I understand how to 
apply low impact construction techniques in order to preserve the natural character 
of the land. 

5. My background includes managing helicopter operations in New Zealand (Heli 
Adventure Flights) and overseas, including holding the position of Chief Pilot and 
Director for Vanuatu Helicopters. While in Vanuatu I used my helicopters to assist with 
building the jungle zipline in Port Vila. I assisted with logistics and undertook 
engineering work which included pulling zipline cables across ravines with my 
helicopter.  

6. While in the Pacific, I also managed the operations and logistics for the 
telecommunications company Digicel across the Vanuatu Islands. 

7. I have also worked in the North and Dutch Seas as a supervisor on a dive ship servicing 
oil rigs.  

8. Having worked in the bush for years, I know it well and have a great love of it. I am 
a keen hunter and fisherman and often take my boys into the bush on hunting and 
fishing trips.  

Involvement in project 

9. I have led the development of this project since late 2014. I have been involved in its 
design and planning since conception, and I have been involved in the discussions 
with local and central government and iwi to advance the project. 

10. I have personally walked and surveyed the entire area proposed to be used for the 
zipline, from as far south as the old radio station at the top of Control Gates hill, north 
to Huka Prawn Park and the East Taupō Arterial bridge, on both sides of the river. 
When planning the route for the canopy tour, I was focused on having minimal 
environmental impact and utilising already-modified terrain where possible. 

Purpose and scope of evidence 

11. My evidence will address the following matters: 

(a) Background, including my association with the project, the site and its 
history as relevant to this current resource consent application (the 
Proposal); 
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(b) My vision for the project as a tour of the river that provides memorable 
experiences and enhances the environment and peoples 
understanding of the values associated with the site; 

(c) The design of the proposal including its construction, operation and the 
experiences it will provide; 

(d) My involvement in consultation with iwi, including submitters and co-
applicants and a response to a number of key issues raised;  

(e) Additional matters raised in submissions, and 

(f) My further engagement with the Council and my response to the 
Councils S42A report.  

Documents and Materials Referenced  

12. In producing this statement of evidence, I have reviewed the following evidence and 
materials:  

(a) Application documents and subsequent S92 responses 

(b) All submissions made on the proposal 

(c) The evidence for Taupō District Council from Mr Whittaker  

(d) The evidence of Mr Sapsford, Mr Shaw, Mr Hogan and Mr Newton 

13. Where relevant, in this statement I have also referred to other materials including 
research and reference materials that I have considered in forming my opinion.  

BACKGROUND 

Project Vision 

14. As noted above, I have been actively working on this project since late 2014 however 
I have been thinking about it for much longer. My dream or vision is to create an 
attraction that showcases the Waikato River environment and its interwoven cultural 
and ecological stories. I see the Wairakei Canopy Tour as a tremendous opportunity 
to improve people’s awareness of the importance of the Waikato River, the need to 
protect water quality and restore our native ecosystems, where possible, back to their 
natural state. 

15. I grew up in the bush tramping and hunting with my father.  This time gave me a 
strong appreciation of our natural places and the importance of looking after them. 
I now spend time in those places with my children and really want them to be able 
to do the same with their children too. I know that it is not always easy for people, 
especially from urban areas to access these experiences and gain an understanding 
and appreciation of the importance of conserving our environment so I want to 
create an engaging and meaningful experience where they can learn about the 
importance of looking after our rivers and bush. 

16. As well as living in Taupō I have lived in Fiji and Vanuatu for many years working in the 
bush with the local indigenous people.  Over this time I have gained an appreciation 
of how Māori and other indigenous cultures respect and look after the environment. 
I feel that the more people who are exposed to this thinking and are able to 
understand what our rivers and forests mean to Māori they will also gain a greater 
appreciation of looking after our natural areas too. The more profound these 
connections the stronger these connections will be able to be communicated in a 
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compelling and memorable way. This will also mean that it will be important that local 
iwi are a big part of the operation and will be trained up to operate and run it.  This 
has been a big driver for my desire to engage with and work with local iwi in designing 
the development. One of my key goals for this project is to employ local people, 
particularly local iwi. I will train them to run the operation and provide jobs for young 
people. 

17. Ziplines are a gravity-based experience and provide a quiet and unique way for 
people to experience the environment. They also provide memorable experiences 
which mean that people are more likely to remember the experience and stories 
associated with that experience. I worked on ziplines in Vanuatu where I saw how 
effective they were in engaging people with nature and local cultural values.  The 
zipline project in Vanuatu was all about local employment and the environment 
which sparked my enthusiasm for creating a similar experience back home in Taupō.  

18. In addition to this, I have been to the Rotorua Canopy Tours1 attraction numerous 
times. Seeing the conservation gains made through the canopy tour in Rotorua 
further highlighted for me the huge potential to do something similar in Taupō. They 
have an amazing story and It is amazing to see what the customers were getting out 
of it and people who had come from the city could see how the trapping works and 
how easy it is to get involved in conservation.  

Proposed Wairakei Canopy Tour - Development 

19. We have designed a tour that provides a unique experience for people based 
around the Waikato River. We have designed it to have minimal impact on the 
environment taking advice from landscape, cultural and ecology experts along the 
way. We have planned and designed the tour to fit with the landscape so that it is 
not a dominant feature. Low impact design and engineering will be used in its 
construction. We won’t be disturbing any land or vegetation than is not actually 
required for the platforms and tracks. 

20. The site was chosen because I used to spend a lot of time flying over it and over the 
past six years, I have spent many hours surveying the area by foot. Over that time, I 
have noticed the amount of weeds (blackberry etc) in the area and saw huge 
opportunity to improve the area by getting rid of the weeds and pests and doing 
some native planting.  

21. Clearance of land and construction of the platforms in bush areas will be done by 
hand or with small diggers and materials flown into each site as required. The footing 
design of the towers (shown in Appendix 1 of the AEE) means that the actual 
vegetation clearance is limited to the footprint of the structures and there is no reason 
to disturb wider areas. Two of the stations (1 and 7) will be located on the margins of 
and stations three and four and the connecting track will be located on an old 
logging road where a 1.5m deep cutting had already been bulldozed many years 
ago. We chose these sites because the logging road was already there/it was 
already a disturbed area. This was to reduce the impact on the environment. 

Proposed Wairakei Canopy Tour – Operation  

22. The tour will accommodate up to 110 customers per day between 8am and 6pm. It 
is anticipated that there will be some seasonal fluctuation with the canopy tour 
closing earlier in the winter depending on available light. The wires and towers etc 
will be inspected each day prior to the first participants taking the tour. Participants 

 

1 https://www.canopytours.co.nz/ 
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will arrive at the home base by private vehicle or bus, and some may walk or cycle 
from town. Participants will be encouraged to pre-book their tour. 

23. Each tour will consist of up to 10 participants and two guides. Participants will be fitted 
at the home base with helmets, harnesses and zipline equipment and receive a 15-
minute safety, biosecurity and protocol briefing from their guide. The guides will be 
trained and appropriately qualified.  

24. Tour groups will be transported from the home base by shuttle via the East Taupō 
Arterial (SH1) to Rakaunui Road, some 10km or a 15-minute drive away. The shuttles 
will cross private land to reach Station 1 at the start of the tour.  

25. Each tour will take between 1 – 3 hours depending on customer preference, with the 
average tour duration estimated at 2 hours. Over that time Tours will start every 40 
minutes and there will be a maximum of 11 tours per day. Participants will either walk 
or be shuttled back to the Home Base area.  

26. While the experience will involve the use of ziplines I don’t consider it to be an 
adrenaline activity. The speed of participants on the lines will be 30km/hr - this is quite 
slow for ziplines. Some ziplines overseas reach speeds of up to 100km/hr and the 
Skyline zipline in Rotorua reaches 60km/hr. We want the zipline to offer an opportunity 
to view the river and the bush areas in a unique way rather than creating a thrill ride. 

27. At this stage we anticipate that there will be 35 FTE’s associated with the operation 
of the tour.  

Environmental Enhancement 

28. As stated earlier we will be building a strong conservation message into the ecotour 
with a goal of helping people to understand and appreciate the values of the place 
and its people.  

29. As part of our operation, we will be undertaking ecological enhancement activities 
to restore native vegetation and eradicate pest species within the Waikato River 
Corridor. We want to do this for two reasons, firstly to leave the area better than we 
found it. Secondly, my hope is that this work will create more practical awareness 
amongst locals and visitors of the importance of the area to the ecological balance 
of our region. Our ecological restoration work will also highlight how easily people 
can contribute to improving the environment for everyone’s benefit. 

30. In the future we would like to explore the opportunity of working with local schools 
and community groups to use the tour as an environmental education tool. We feel 
that this will be a great opportunity local school groups to have an engaging and 
memorable experience which will involve them understanding the importance of 
conservation, looking after waterways, and actually getting involved by checking 
traps and planting trees etc. 

31. We have taken advice from Willie Shaw and the team at Wildlands to ensure that the 
initial enhancement proposed will actually lead to a net benefit to the site. 

32. We have also been working with Wildlands to map out further enhancement work 
down the river to improve a greater area. We are currently seeking government 
funding to initiate this work in the short term and it will be sustained over time by our 
operations. Mr Shaw discusses this additional work in his evidence but overall this 
expansion would see intensive pest control and restoration work on an additional 
381.2 ha of land adjacent to the Waikato River.  
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33. To sustain this work over time and to run the environmental education component, 
we anticipate that there will be an additional (over and above the 35 operational 
staff) 5 FTE’s required per annum.  

CONSULTATION 

34. My wish has always been to work with iwi on getting the business up and running. I 
feel it is essential to acknowledge the importance of the river and its surrounding area 
to iwi, and to use the opportunity to work together to improve the environment.  

35. I have made considerable effort to engage with iwi over the past 6 years, including 
engaging advisors from local Ngāti Tūwharetoa hapū to assist us in progressing our 
proposal.  

36. The initial direction received was to work and engage with Hapu directly. I sought 
direction from the Tuwharetoa Hapu Forum on who to talk to. I provided them 
information of my intent and I understand that they sent out an email to hapu 
notifying them of my intentions and desire to discuss the project. This resulted in 
meetings and discussions with a range of parties representing various entities or as 
individuals. 

37. Appendix 1. is a timeline of the engagement which myself and my advisors have 
undertaken since 2015. Over that time we have talked to many different parties and 
changed the design of the zipline in response to feedback provided. This included 
moving the ziplines from across the river to locations adjacent to Wairakei Drive. I 
discuss the design iterations below.   

38. As is shown in the timeline, I was approached by hapu representatives who advised 
that I should then bring the zipline across the river again. I engaged Matiu Northcroft 
and Hoani Simons to facilitate this engagement process and ensure that we were 
talking to the right marae and people. Mr Northcroft was (and still is) a named trustee 
on the Ngāti Tuwharetoa post settlement entity Te Kotahitanga o Ngāti Tuwharetoa2 
(TKT), as well as a range of other Tūwharetoa Trusts.  

39. We worked with Messrs Northcroft and Simons to engage with local hapu with an 
objective of developing a long-term meaningful relationship with local hapu and 
identifying opportunities for business partnerships, employment and training.  

40. Gayle Leaf was also engaged to undertake a cultural assessment of the proposed 
development. Gayle was also identified as the Trustee for Te Kapa o Te Rangiita on 
TKT and it is well known that she has extensive experience in working on such 
assessments around Taupō. I was happy about this given Gail’s experience in this field 
and her connection to Te Kapa o Te Rangiita.  

41. In early 2017 we received letters from local hapu supporting the advancement of the 
venture. This included a letter from submitters Te Kapa o Te Rangiita. I have attached 
those letters in Appendix 2. This support was based on us working with local hapu to 
progress the development further.   

42. This work was done through the proposed development of a MOU between us and 
local Hapu. To facilitate this process an independent lawyer (Tony Jensen) whom was 
chosen by Mr Northcroft was engaged to develop a MOU that set out the terms of 
the relationship. A draft MOU was developed for signing. To the best of my knowledge 
this MOU was not signed by the Hapu but used as a basis for discussions in the wider 

 

2 https://www.tekotahitangaotuwharetoa.co.nz/ 
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TKT forum. I understand that the reason the MOU was not signed was that there was 
no certainty at that time on what hapu would have ownership of the redress land at 
the site. I have attached an email from Mr Jensen and the draft MOU as Appendix 3.  

43. Subsequent to this a letter of support for the proposed zipline from TKT was provided 
to Land Information New Zealand. This was in relation to securing the licence to 
occupy the Home Base area, the true right bank of the river and areas of redress 
land. A copy of this letter can be found in Appendix 2. 

44. I am conscious that Te Kapa o Te Rangiita has subsequently submitted in opposition 
to the application where up to then I was of the understanding that they supported 
the proposal. Their submission states that the hapu has not been engaged with or 
consulted with by any of the individuals associated with the proposal. The letter from 
them confirms otherwise. Ngāti Urunga and Ngāti Rauhoto were represented on the 
MOU by named TKT delegates. Based on Mr Bowdens submission, it is understood 
both those hapu are associated with Nukahau Pa. While the MOU was never signed 
I understood there was a degree of support for the venture to enable support from 
TKT on the matter. 

45. The submission by Tuwharetoa Maori Trust Board states that “Since 2015 Te Hikuwai o 
Tūwharetoa Marae have individually been engaging with the applicant and 
consistently submitted opposition against the zipline and its negative impacts to their 
kaitiakitanga and the Mauri of the Waikato Awa.” I disagree that there has been 
consistent opposition to this proposal by Te Hikuwai o Tūwharetoa. The letters in 
Appendix 2 and the MOU in Appendix 3 demonstrate that there has been a level of 
support and an appetite to work with us.  

46. Prior to lodging our application, we were invited to present directly to TKT on 27 
August 2019. Both Mr Northcroft and Gayle Leaf were present at this meeting 
representing their hapu. At this hui we received favourable feedback on the proposal 
and were directed to continue to work with Mr Northcroft, as a representative of 
hapu, to agree a more formalised working relationship. This was based on clear 
direction at the hui that Te Hikuwai o Tūwharetoa wanted to be involved in the 
venture. I note that Mr Northcroft did raise the possibility of developing their own 
zipline down the river themselves. We welcomed this partnership-based approach as 
it was consistent with the relationship which we had been seeking with Tūwharetoa 
since 2015. 

47. It should be noted that at this meeting additional advice was also received verbally 
from Gayle which resulted in a change of alignment for Run 5 so that it would not 
cross directly over Motuwaira. Apart from this matter and concerns raised around 
toileting, there was no wider cultural concerns raised at this meeting. Note that we 
indicated that a self-contained toilet would be located adjacent to station 7 to 
address concerns on toilets. There were no issues raised with the wires crossing the 
river or impacts on wider cultural values associated with the river.  

48. At subsequent hui we met with Mr Northcroft to discuss a proposed agreement. These 
discussions were primarily of a financial nature where an agreed position was 
identified. Subsequently Mr Northcroft came back to me requesting a significant 
increase in annual payments. We were not amenable to this as it would make the 
development financially unviable. Subsequently, I directed Mr Sapsford to write to TKT 
setting out our concerns around such an arrangement.  I have attached a copy of 
that email in Appendix 4. As can be seen from that email we still wanted to work with 
Tuwharetoa to identify an acceptable working arrangement. We did not receive any 
response to that email however we still remain open to working with Ngāti 
Tuwharetoa in this venture. 
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49. I note that Dominic Bowden has written the submission for Nukahau Pā. Since 2015 I 
have been discussing the project with Mr Bowden. These discussions have been with 
him as an individual and representative of his marae. I have valued these discussions 
with Mr Bowden and he has provided clear and consistent direction on the basis of 
his views. It was on the basis of early discussions that we changed the course of the 
zipline away from the river, before being advised to change it back by other 
members of Ngāti Tūwharetoa.  

50. As stated above, it was always my intent to partner with local iwi in the operation of 
the zipline and the business in general. The potential value in this was noted by Mr 
Bowden in a meeting that I had with him in March 2018. I have attached a copy of 
notes from this meeting in Appendix 5.  In this meeting and subsequent follow up, the 
opportunity to enter a formal partnership with hapu was discussed as a way to 
provide certainty to hapu that the kaitiakitanga intent will endure far into the future.  

51. Ultimately, we formed a partnership with Tauhara North 2 Trust. It is important to us to 
have local iwi involved in the venture. 

52. I feel that we have taken a full and meaningful approach to engaging with local iwi 
for years before the application was lodged. The current design of the proposal 
reflects some of the feedback we have received. While we may not have universal 
support at the moment from all local iwi I feel that the proposal addresses key 
concerns.  Based on our experience and the conversations that we have had with 
those who do not support the venture, the opposition, at least part of it, appears to 
be based more on commercial factors. 

53. As noted above we still wish to continue to work with all local iwi in developing this 
project further and will not be limiting the employment and training opportunities to 
any one iwi as a result of our partnership. 

CULTURAL REPORT AND CULTURAL VALUES 

54. A number of submissions state that the cultural assessment is incomplete. As I have 
discussed above, we wanted to make sure that the proposed development 
respected all of the values of the area where it is to be located. This includes the 
cultural values of the area too.  

55. As stated in Mr Sapsford’s evidence, we met with representatives of Ngāti Tahu Ngāti 
Whaoa on site on a number of occasions to discuss the proposal. They commissioned 
a site inspection by Perry Fletcher. No matters of cultural concern were raised through 
this inspection. 

56. As discussed above, in 2016 we engaged Gayle Leaf to undertake the cultural 
assessment of the proposal. This assessment did not raise any concerns. Gayle was 
aware that concern had been raised about wires crossing the river.  When I discussed 
this concern with her, she was of the view that it was not an issue. Gayle’s experience 
and knowledge of these matters is well known. Based on the time spent with her, I 
doubt that she would have repeatedly recommended that the development be 
progressed without comfort that the proposed venture respects all matters of cultural 
importance.  

57. We have designed the venture to stay clear of sensitive sites. The final iterations to the 
design of the application were also due to this. The recommendation to move run 5 
from across the site of Motuwaira Pa came directly from hapu representatives at the 
TKT meeting and was supported at that meeting. I note that a number of submitters 
have concerns about the relationship of the proposal to the Te Toka a Tia, with one 
submitter stating that it was done  out of ignorance or arrogance. That is an incorrect 
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and unfair assertion - we ensured that the development was as far from that site as 
possible. 

58. In his planning report, Mr Whittaker states that the development is on close proximity 
to Te Toka a Tia. In fact, it is approximately 75 metres away. Also, the local vegetation 
and topography context is relevant. The site is not a bare and flat site. There is dense 
native vegetation present and there is no line of site between Station 1 or 2 and Te 
Toka a Tia. That has been done purposefully to maximise as much as is possible 
separation between the station and the site. Given the location of Te Toka a Tia and 
the orientation of runs 1 and 2, the site will not be visible to those on the zipline or at 
Station 1 or 2.  

59. We have made every attempt to understand the cultural values associated with the 
area and ensure that they are not compromised by the development. Our 
partnership with Tauhara North 2 Trust will ensure that protecting the cultural values 
of the area are kept at the forefront of the development and operations of the 
proposal.  

60. As I have set out above, we have had positive responses from Ngāti Tūwharetoa in 
the past and an appetite to be involved in the venture. We welcomed this 
involvement and worked on options to make this work.   Cultural issues associated 
with the lines over the river or effects on the mauri of the river were not raised in these 
discussions which led me to believe that they were not a matter of concern. Prior to 
lodgement the matters of disagreement seemed to be more financial based rather 
than cultural.   

CHANGES TO DESIGN 

61. As mentioned above and shown in Appendix 1, we have made various changes to 
the design of the tour. This was generally due to feedback received from Tūwharetoa. 
The original plan included lines crossing the river. After discussion with Mr Bowden we 
amended the alignment to go down the side of the river. As that design included 
crossing the redress lands we were told that we were unable to obtain tenure. 

62. As stated above, I was approached by local Tuwharetoa hapū members and urged 
to reconsider the design of the zipline to include crossing the river. As obtaining tenure 
on the redress lands was seen as being problematic the design was changed to rely 
solely on public land.  

63. The final amendment was done just prior to lodgement after advice was received by 
Gail Leaf at the 2019 TKT meeting not to have the lines directly over the pa site in the 
river. On that direction we moved the alignment of Run 5 to pass down stream of the 
pa site. As noted in Mr Sapsford’s evidence, subsequent to this we realised that the 
design of Station 7 would have to be changed to a much taller tower which would 
have a greater visual effect. To avoid this we revised the alignment of Run 5 so that it 
was shorter and upstream of the pa site. The final and current plans are in Appendix 
2 of Mr Sapsford’s evidence.  

PLANNERS REPORT 

64. In para 12.59 of his report Mr Whittaker suggests that runs 1 and 2 could be 
abandoned to create more separation between the proposed development and 
Huka Falls and Te Toka a Tia.  

65. I am confused as to why he would suggest that, as there is not an actual adverse 
effect identified. 

66. Also, loss of these two runs would significantly reduce the experience and the nature 
of the tour. An experience consisting of only three runs would not provide the depth 
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of experience required to make it a compelling attraction. As noted above, apart 
from those matters raised in submissions, previous feedback from Te Hikuwai o 
Tūwharetoa has not raised the need to consider such an option. 

67. Mr Whittaker notes in paragraph 12.23 of his evidence that we did not support the 
commissioning of a cultural report.  

68. If Mr Whitaker perceives this as some sort of flaw with the application, he is not correct.  

69. However, as discussed above, we have undertaken extensive consultation. The fact 
that there is opposition is not a function of the consultation process. As set out above, 
we felt that the discussion with Tūwharetoa was less about cultural issues and more 
about contractual matters. Also, Tūwharetoa had the opportunity to participate at 
yhe prehearing meeting but chose not to attend. As also noted in 12.36 we have 
continued to seek to discuss the matter with Tuwharetoa.  We were told that any such 
further engagement was reliant on us providing specific documents to TMTB, 
including contractual documents. We did not believe that engagement on this basis 
was in good faith.   

70. On a number of occasions in the planner report, there is reference to ‘thrill seekers’ 
when referring to participants of the proposed tour. While I do not disagree that the 
zip line components of the tour will be thrilling, I do believe that such a term is an 
oversimplification of the nature of the tour. As discussed in my evidence, what is 
proposed is more than a thrill ride, it is about a respectful experience based on the 
many values of the area. I anticipate that participants finish enriched by the 
experience and knowledge gained. A ‘thrill ride’ is more consistent with a bungy 
jump, giant swing or a shorter faster zipline where the experience is limited to a high 
speed zipline. 
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Appendix 3 – Draft MOU   

  



From: Tony Jensen tony@dklegal.co.nz
Subject: Draft MOU

Date: 27 October 2017 at 4:36 PM
To: Adrian Pike adrian@pike.net.nz, Simon Bothamley simonbothnz@gmail.com, Matiu Heperi Northcroft heperi7@gmail.com

Good afternoon,

I now attach a Draft MOU for discussion purposes - this has been amended as per input from Matiu ( after checking with
Hinemoa at TKoNT).
Necessarily it is to be read in conjunction with the (modified) Proposal sent through yesterday which incorporated the new map.

I wish you all well with the upcoming Hui.

Thankyou
Tony

2017102716335
1289.pdf









 

 

Appendix 4 – Te Kotahitanga o Ng ti Tuwharetoa 

  



From: Rowan Sapsford rowan@roamconsulting.co.nz
Subject: Zip-line Meeting 27 August

Date: 7 October 2019 at 4:57 PM
To: Patai patai@tknt.maori.nz
Cc: Adrian Pike adrian@pike.net.nz, Simon Bothamley simonbothnz@gmail.com, Te Ngaehe Wanikau tengaehe@hekainga.co.nz

, merehira1@gmail.com merehira@tpc.maori.nz

Tena koe Hinemoa, further to previous emails my clients have indicated that they will no longer be attending the hui with the Hapu 
collective tomorrow evening. 

As noted at the last hui, my clients have indicated that they understand the importance of working with Hapu to ensure that the 
values of the site and the Hapu are respected and wherever possible enhanced now and into the future.

Since the last hui, Adrian and Simon have been working with Matiu Northcroft and Hoani Simon in respect to identifying an 
agreed position which is acceptable to both Sky Play Adventures and Te Kotahitanga o Ngati Tuwharetoa.  Please see email 
below from my clients to Matiu Northcroft which captures the conversations which have occurred and the position which they 
were of the understanding they had reached agreement on. 

My clients had a meeting with Matiu on Friday 27th at 3pm and were informed that Te Kotahitanga is now seeking 15% of Gross 
Turn Over plus, if the Busines is to be sold, 15% of any sale. Unfortunately my clients have indicated that this represents a 
significant shift in position and this new position would make the proposed business unviable. 

Given the change in position my clients have indicated that they no longer wish to attend the hui on 8th October as they do not 
consider that this would be the most appropriate forum to continue such discussions.

They do however wish to continue to work with Te Kotahitanga and welcome another opportunity to discuss the matter further. 

Apologies for the lateness in giving this notice.

Please do not hesitate to get in touch if you would like to discuss this matter further. 

Nga mihi 

 

From: Adrian Pike <adrian@pike.net.nz>
Date: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 at 9:37 AM
To: Matiu Northcroft This Email <tuwharetoa7@gmail.com>
Cc: Simon Bothamley <simonbothnz@gmail.com>
Subject: Matiu Simon Meeting
 
Hi Matiu
 
Hoping I have captured Your and Simon conversation correctly;  
 
 

Sky Play Adventures would like to offer the following to TKT/Hapū for the 
blessing and approval to build and operate a Zipline Tour in the Huka 
Falls Area and to establish a growing relationship with its people

 
Sky Play will pay TKT/ Hapū 7% of its gross annual revenue excluding 
GST shared with DOC to a nominated account of Hapū / TKT

 
For years 1, 2 and 3 of the business to give TKT/ Hapū a guarantee 
payment Sky Play will pay a Fixed fee of $100k per annum The payment 
will start from Day one of operation (so the first paying customer)

 



 
From year 4 on the 7% will kick in, with a guarantee minimum payment off 
not less than 100K  per annum

 
CPI adjustments, review in 5 years

 
Years 10 to 15 Percentage to move from 7% to 10%

 
No objections to any likewise consents to Hapū

 
Sky Play to pay TKT/Hapū legal cost for contract between Hapū and Sky 
Play.

 
Minimum employment of 4 local people at any one time subject to being 
the correct standard of person

 
 
Matui give me a call
 
 
Regards
 
Adrian Pike 
 
021 644 885  



 

 

Appendix 5– Email discussions with Mr Bowden   



 

 



 

 

 


